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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


IN    THE 

Fourth  SBSsioy  op   the    TirENTY-FouRTH  Parliament  of  tub 
United     Kingdom    op      Great     Britain     and     Ireland, 

APPOINTED    TO     MEET     5     AUGDST,      1886,      IN      THE      FlPTIETH 

Year  of  the  Keion  op 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


No.  1.]  SECOND    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889.  [March  26. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS. 
Monday,.  ISth  MMrch,  1889. 


PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  IN  THE  METRO- 
POLIS -PERSONAL  EXPLANATION- 
LOUD  LA5IINGT0N. 
Lord  LAMINQTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pearson, 
the  architect  engaged  in  connection  with 
the  alterations  at  Westminster  Hall,  in 
consequence  of  which  I  desire  to  correct 
a  mis-statement  I  made  in  calling 
your  Lordships'  attention  on  Monday 
last  to  the  general  question  of  puhlic 
buildings  in  the  Metropolis.  I  stated 
that  there  was  only  one  entrance  to  the 
upper  floor.  Mr.  Pearson  informs  me 
that  there  are  three  entrances  to  the  rooms 
on  the  upper  floor,  and  two  entrances  to 
the  rooms  on  the  lower  floor.  I  did 
full  justice  to  the  exterior  architecture 
of  the  building ;  but,  in  spite  of  this 
letter  from  Mr.  Pearson,  who  seems 
rather  aggrieved  at  what  I  said,  I  still 
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think  that  it  is  a  gpreat  pity  that  the 
alterations  should  have  been  so  carried 
out  as  to  render  some  of  the  rooms  prac- 
tically useless.  In  saying  this,  of  course, 
I  do  not  wish  to  impute  any  fault 
to  Mr.  Pearson ;  it  is  the  design 
adopted  by  the  Select  Committee  on 
Westminster  Hall  of  which  I  complain. 

H.M.8.    Sl'LTAX. 

Viscouirr  SIDMOUTH :  Seeing  in 
his  place  the  noble  Lord  who  represents 
the  Admiralty  in  this  House,  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  any  definite  information  has 
been  received  respecting  the  disaster  to 
H.M.S.  Sultan  f 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE:  The  Com- 
mander- in- Chief  in  the  Mediterranean 
reports  that  the  Sultan  grounded  on  a 
rock  or  patch  of  rocks  unmarked  on  the 
charts,  and  where  deep  water  is  shown. 
In  fact,  she  is  on  the  ten-fathom  line, 
and  400  yards  from  the  shore.  Of 
course,  whether  this  is  due  to  defective 
survey  or  to  recent  volcanic  action  can- 
not at  present  be  determined.  The 
Commander-in-Chief  has  been  in- 
structed to  cause  every  inquiry  to  be 
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matle  locally,  from  fishermen  and  others 
likely  to  know,  as  to  whether  anything 
waa  known  of  the  exact  position  of  thia 
rock.  The  channel  was  surveyed  in 
1 857.  The  circumstances  of  the  strand- 
ing of  the  SiiUiti  will  be  fully  investi- 
gated by  a  court- martial  that  will  be 
beld  at  Portsmouth  under  the  presi- 
dency of  the  Commander-in-Chief  at 
that  port. 

ViBOooNT  SIDHOUTH:  JUy  I  ask 
whether  any  hopes  are  entertained  of 
raising  the  vei>nel  ? 

Lord  ELPHIN8T0NE:  We  have 
no  further  information  of  any  kind  be- 
yond the  telegraphic  despatch  which  I 
have  read;  but  we  especttoget  fuller 
information  to-morrow  morning. 

DURATION    OF    SPEECHES    IN 
PAHLT.VMEST   BILL  (N'o.  21.) 
Orderof  thoDay  fortheSecond  Read- 
ing, read. 

*LoED  DENMAN:  My  Lords,  this 
is  a  measure  the  object  of  which  I  have 
bad  the  honour  to  eiplaia  to  your  Lnrd- 
sbipa  OS  former  occasions.  I  have  to 
apologise  for  naming  the  House  of 
Cnmrnons,  but  your  Lordships  may  in 
Oommittee  strike  out  those  words,  and 
if  the  Bill  should  be  in  Committee  in 
another  place,  the  words  might  be 
re-instated.  It  is  directed  especially 
against  the  practice  of  speakers 
ia  Parliament  of  speaking  against  time 
acoordiog  to  orders,  similar  to  the 
orders  given  by  the  owner  of  a  race- 
horse to  hia  jockey,  which  ia  a 
practice  unworthy  of  Parliament,  and 
one  which  greatly  impedes  public  bnsi- 
nOBB.  I  would  urge  upon  your  Lord- 
ahips  that,  at  least,  this  Bill  can  do  no 
harm.  We  bavo  many  instances  of 
assembliea  in  which  there  ia  a  time 
limit,  and  it  is  always  found  that 
those  who  address  the  meeting  con- 
form to  the  time  prescribed,  with 
very  few  esoeptions.  If  your  Lordships 
doubt  tbo  necessity  for  such  a  measure, 
I  need  only  refer  you  to  the  pages  of 
Mantardtot  18B7-8  to  prove  the  exist- 
ence of  the  evil  against  which  the  Bill  is 
directed.  I  am  afraid  anything  I  could 
say  would  have  very  little  influence 
with  your  T^ordships,  but  I  have 
determined  to  do  my  duty  in  a  straight- 
forward way  ;  and,  without  wearying 
your  Lordships  with  a  long  speech,  I  now 
move  the  Second  Heading. 
Lord  ElphinttoM 


Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read 
2*." — (^Lord  Btitman.) 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  8E- 
CREi'ARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  My  Lordf,  I  do  not  think  the 
time  has  arrived  for,  at  any  rate. 
this  House  to  take  up  such  a  measure  as 
ibis.  I  certainly  have  not  noticed  here 
the  evil  of  undue  prolixity  to  which  the- 
noble  Lord  has  referred.  If  ever  that 
evii  arises,  and  business  should  get  into 
the  position  in  which  we  are  told  it  is  in 
another  place,  I  should  be  glad  to 
accept  the  assistance  of  my  noble  Friend 
in  coping  with  the  difficulty.  I  think  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  go  over  the  way 
and  propose  his  measure  there,  it  might 
have  some  beneScial  effect ;  but.  ro  far 
as  this  House  is  concerned,  I  feellshall 
be  carryingyour  Lordships' consciouRness 
with  me  when  I  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  timethis  day  sis  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''  now,"  and  add  at  the  end  of  th» 
Motion  ''this  day  six  months." — (THr 
Slarquett  of  Halitburj/,) 

OaQuestion  whether  the  word  "now" 
stand  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the 
negative. 

Bill  to  be  road  2*  this  day  six  months. 

WOJIES'S  SUFFRAGE  BILL  (No.  22). 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Loan  DENMAN;  With  regard  ttt 
this  proposal,  it  is  again  one  which 
your  Lordships  have  had  before  you  on 
more  than  one  occasion.  In  the  Repre- 
sentation- of  the  People  Bill,  the  noble 
Marquess,  then  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, secured  me  four  days  in  order  for 
the  insertion  of  my  Amendment  as  to 
Women's  Suffrage,  without  which  the  Bill 
seemed  to  me  to  be  imperfect.  It  seems 
to  me  not  only  a  ludicrous  anomaly,  but 
a  great  hardship,  that  whilst  tabourera 
and  others  employed  on  a  certain  estate 
have  the  franchise,  the  owner  of  the 
estate,  if  she  happens  to  be  a  widow  or 
a  spinster,  should  not  be  on  at  least 
equal  terms.  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
similar  to  this  has  once  lieen  carried, 
although  in  a  manner  not  very  credit- 
able to  that  House.  If  your  I..ordshipa 
grant  the  Second  Reading  of  ihie  Bill  it 
will  be  a  gracious  not ;  it  will  commit 
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jon  to  nothing,  and  the  details  of  the 
measure  can  be  thrashed  out  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Moved, "  Thatthe Bill  be  BOW  read  2\" 
—{T/i*  Lord  Dtv man.) 

The  Marqdrbs  of  SALISBURY: 
I  am  sorrj  to  appear  in  any  way  ob- 
structiTO,  espeninlly  on  a  queHtlon  as  to 
the  main  points  of  which  I  am  in  i;ene- 
ral  a(freement  with  the  noble  Ijord. 
But,  my  Lords.  I  hold  that  it  is  a  very 
important  prinm'ple  that  each  House 
should  l^nk  arter  its  own  oouttitution. 
I  would  not  eacourage  any  proposals  by 
the  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
nothing  would  be  more  calvulated  to 
have  that  effect  than  if  your  Lordships 
were  to  consent  to  this  propoea'.  On 
this  short  ground,  I  beit  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day 
six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  ont 
"  now,"  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  "this  day  six  months." — (TAt 
Jlarqttfti  of  tiali-burj/.) 

Eabl  aRANTILLE :  I  understand 
that,  on  a  previous  occasion,  the  noble 
Marquess  expressed  bimsetf  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  measure.  It 
woald.  no  doubt,  have  greater  weight  if 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  introduced 
a  Bill  on  the  subject  in  the  other  Houso 
ot  Fart  lament. 

The  Maksckss  ow  SALISBURY 
When  I  utterod  the  opinion  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  refers,  L  was  very  care- 
ful to  say  that  it  was  only  my  own 
personal  opinion  that  I  was  expressing, 
and  I  4id  not  in  any  way  speak  on 
behalf  ot  Her  Majesty's  Oovernment. 

Oa Question,  Tkat  the  word  "now" 
stand  ^rt  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in 
the  aegative. 
'     Bill  (o  be  read  3'  this  day  six  months. 

LKUD  TBANSFEB   BILL  (No.  3). 
AFPourriiKfiT  QM  BKLxcrr  oouittnEE. 
The  Lords  fuUowiog  were  named  of 
the  OiniiutUee — 
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L.  CbmnccUor 
U.  B«lh 
B.  Stnohope 
B.  Uilltuwa 
K  llorley 
£.  OeaacbsTDp 
B.  Kiuiberlsy 


L.   Araadell  of  War- 

L.  Thiirlow 
L.  Uartiimere 

(li.  Uenoiker) 
L.  WatWD 

I,    UobhoUES 

li.  Eiliar  I 

L.  Ueruhf^ll 
L.  Thring 


LICBXSIKO  ACT,  1872,  AUEXDURNT  BILL 
(.fO.  26). 
A  B[1I  to  amend  th«  Licsnslng  At*,  IS72,  M 
to  ths  granting  liennocB  for  Mle  ol  intoiUaa^se 
liqnora  at  railway  Btalions— Presented  b^4be 
Eurl  Besiichsmp  ;  rend  1' :  to  ba  printed ;  and 
to  bo  read   2*   on  Tueoday,  tho  26th  inatant. 

COUFAMEa   BELIEF  CILI.  (KO.   26). 
Altitl  loset  atTMtquestiooraJrectingemisiB 

BharosiMued  under  coniractB  BIM  under  Snetion 
25  of  tho  CompaniBB  Act,' P^fli  — PreaentedJ^y 
the  I-ord  Wigsn  (E.  Orawfonl);  read  !•;  to 
bo  printed :  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Tuetday,  the 
-26ttl  ioBtaat. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  \^ih  XareS    1889..  ' 


QUERS'S     SPEECH    (AN»WEB     TO  . 


Tub  -  OOMFrROLLEH  op  *mi! 
noUSEHOLD  (LoHD  Artitob  Btti.) 
rojuTieil   Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 

Addrtse^,  as  foUowBth  :  — 

I  thank  you  for  youii  Ryal  and  dutiful  AJ- 
dri^an,  and  for  yonr  a~BBBr)oco  that  you  will 
taki)  iiiLo  your  caretul  copaideration  the 
M^i-iiirui  wbkh  miy  be  aub^ittel  to  yon. 

You  m»y  raly  no  Uy  coriiial  oo-opiratioB  in 
your  en'leirourB  to  promote  the  well-being  of 
Sfy  Pocple  in  all  parte  of  My  PoTnioions. 

QVSSTIONS. 


POSTAL  FACtLITIK?  IS  IUVERNES8- 
SHISE. 
Mr  rRASER-MACKINT08H(InTei«. 
aoHS-hics)  asked  the  Post  mast-*- General 
why  ilie  postal  facilities  demanded  bj 
ilio  rrriuieDls  above  Findhom  Bridge,  in  ' 
Iiivoriiess-Bhire,  on  the  South  Bank  (IT 
th>i  liivar  Findhorn,  have  been  refuaad^ 
™intlxi>r  the  residents  on  tho  North 
Hank  ut  the  River  Findhorn  have  a 
■■guiar  poat ;  whether  oomplaints  faavs 
ei.hu<i  tho  DspartmoDt  that  the  post 
(fiifl  nt  Tomaiin,  equated  under  tiie 
ame  roof  with  a  building  holding  ^ 
B  3 


£>0rrf' 


TOMMONE 


7i\ZunaiaHh. 


JK-f  J!  t    1 
ir     i-'     L^i 


at      uauK"     :     lb-    Vfrreont 


ILL  h   WILLIAMPON  rEiixiiMioci 
aasflL  if  tiierf  iiad  no;  oeez.  ii  peiaiBfeaiii 
anc    deliDerau     TniBrepreaentBtiac     of 
tiif  ri^rntf'  of  tuf  iisiiernkeL  f*  th«  Com- 

suafiionerF   ci  'Woodt'  and 

,4 


'l%.inh.:     I     III-     nL     tux     IK*'    terpen 

ti!.     iiii:      ...ijii's.::     f     i  i-»fvun.    auc 

C#vrr>  wiUL.*:;        ••  ■■::      •  '^^ttia^-    l     dtdn 
.ir  •■  *  •  •  •      * 

•       *    ■*•»■>      ~    'wi" 

*-•:..      I        :  :;        '^  i:^a"'.  r".  Til-       I'OBI- 

ouu.:..  i*aL     *      lu-  iw'Vtr-  I iudiiun.    ut^ 

i^u.ev     L..     :,ofi     Lpu:    t     lua-  river  ^itcl  bv  Mrfe  GrundT.  iandiady  of  xbe 

AA<i»         i^i^Lxir     |ii/-        A    re;rard^  tii«  •  CrreeL  Mar  Int.'  and  the  Tamflrkf  of 

iu-    oLxi.-     r     'I'^iiitt;:.     i:      i;umpminit  M:   .1  usiiK  StepneL  thereon  ^afi  reparied 

u;   iiif  11 UL  IX  tui  NottiniriiaiL  J>atfr.  Erpreu  of  6:ii 


wiieiuer  tiK  cioin.  oi  uic- 

respec:  k   iifihizip  ior  Baimoi;  irat 

T>ertecU'<  ie^ra^  on*  ' 

All.  o  ACKSOy  .  ^»i:-jdd€  tiifn-  iiare 
nc  rignte 

All.  WILLJAMSOK  lEtimaied  tua: 
11^  would  ih.K*  ai.  eariv  opjiortimzTT  of 
RftTiiTif  atxeniioz.  u-  tiit  sulijcc:. 

rni  SUETJTT   or  KOTXlXGHAai. 

Ml..  JOHN  IILLI&  .'K  otT.inghaT»fi'n  ire. 
Kushclifif  Bfiked  xm  Beorasarj  of  State 
fo7  tii€^  Homt  I^epamneni  wiietiier  hie 
atteniioi.  iiaf  i^em.  called  to  theevideDoe 


AUt.. 


OLi.1. 


.i.L.     eu.-f-pk*8ii.xi»ii«»     ic«-ij«-    witL   iier    oL  tilt  OIL  MartL.  it  a  caae  where  Jaxnee 


■ul 


•j.u«-     »i*.«n/iu::  *vH?ijf  il/!  til*  Bai€^    ^•i^   -w-at    indicted   toi   Vi^Hnp  JoMjih 


.ai/l 


*if 


b       u-     jrunr    ul     tut 

f'Ac    nan.  u^i.iv\'     la*     lUU&OXiantf 

-lie  i««ira<.r  oi-  i«-r  ti<jl  biiUSii«*L  witL 
-ii«-^  iiicu«»|(«iii»'i. .  t'  iii*  ofiji.^-.  Til*  lasi 
■oujcKtfC^iu.    c     lm-    uu:.   M«?xxiL>er  it  no: 


^«i<iCh*i;c'«^ 


lii-   D'jL^ri 


r»' 


ezi>enBe. 


r--' J    'r;     uaK^c  tilt  fc>e:- 

i^-i^i-   1.     .ii-    'ii^ftujr;  ^'•iielucT  iie  hat 

tJi/atJTfc*'      L-i     1    l.tL  •>    iiU-     Li«?L    ifrsued 


T    Taylor  a:  NutiinghaiL  on  i! lei  Feb- 
ruary . — 

*  Thf  ieamei.  .^uoirt..  in  Brnnnnngr  nj-  tbf  eri* 
uencM,.  Baic  tria:  i:  th(  larr  Mwrod  tha^ 
priBone:  milieu  1  at  lor  by  ihrovisg'  him  down 
ix.  thvcourst  cf  i.  Btnur^lc  i'  waf  maiwlangfaier. 
!  Tfif  iritneB^.  lUrf  CTrusdy.  luidladv  of  thf 
-  \TTr<T.  ^la:  Ini..  w.if  TRpAlled.  and  aiked  br 
n>  LordsniT  v  hciher  iieer  had  been  {ri'^ec  tr- 
t::f8-  Tv-'iiM*  T'l;-  ^T<  ir.  tiw  hon*^  an  the- 
nicrii:  ii.  r:ifSiint  ■  AVitnf*-  :  Tet.  His  Ixird- 
s'mt  lii'V  riu?.i.  ■■  Witnfs-  ?»"  iralioiia.  Hi* 
l^TtiftTjif  T^'h.  irnT£  i:  t"ii:L  ■  Vitne*  :  The 
«.  -  -11-     I  ianillora      IIi.^    LorduiiT        ..>nt    of    hw    own 

r.  ^^ou-  «..     J  ...j-:^;     i»«irL:Lr  tlit  publir  !  p.-^-ft.  i  i:„i)po«f  •    Wiuie»    y»     Hif  Lori- 

Vu*-'  Ufb:.."  .;    -■^-  nbilii'j:    v.itunu:  B  Crown  ■  «hi|-     Wh.-  '  u    Ul'    iaadiorc"        WitiMK  :  Mi. 
i;ii«iL     i       ..',;«        ^'isi:"    1-    *JLih  oujeci   of  I  li*»bin«rtr..     iiif  i^ordshii      X^'rt  is  Mr  Holntt- 
li*.    *i'.-.«>      r     -.i-    j'l^o^*:::    iimt  :  and    ^^^' 
^•le'wic"    .•     1     \^'    idv     tua:    rijrhts    of 
o;«  .««u     **c4-iij;    '.^:    L»'    tt'-juired  otiiei- 
%\*©*- '.A-a?    •••  isra'j    r*fi*rrrirt  li  ' 

■...fi  t  ■.Vi:*:':.J.:>'  -n  rm  TELA- 
ft'if.'  .i-  -AyL^.i;  l#tHfdt  K  .  Tiif 
i^u-iv  i.  vj.«'.R.iifi  ivtt- jfuoliButfL  iiecaust 
&«^i«ocL'i«livii  wa^  mtt'j4:  i(  tilt  OoiL'- 
UiAc««vruvi^  o^  \'i'iit.o^  tiitt:  L  parap:ai)L 
ii^  tii-  i^rtMCit'  ^fti.f"'fr«9r  purporting  to 
vA^i^D  1*1*  ijtfiii  o  tu*  Kiaij*;ry  Loard 
Ul  t^-  auij«i*;  ni^ui'  'jla*?r»-ii*t  eiit'our- 
^af^-    \ihj^iux'0\    II     tij<     ueiief   tiiat  tiipr 


moar  Ti  r*:^  tbit:  i-ii  xruii  mf  u^  befir 

Ycb      rh^  l^ordAMT      .  liiiiit:  i;    u  a  mott 

pTopm  thinr      HiiVt  youu  iifteniT  ;  — 
\k'<     llif-    l.uTust.:i      I  think    it  is  a 


viiiLJ.  fihouul  IM  'iir.u^bt  Mforc-  the 
iiifsii.-HA  \  think  i;  it  h  verr  diflcndxtaUe  pR>- 
(•(•vdu:r  :  tnink  i.  penoii  i£  a  aniMiriar  poB- 
i!.ii.  u:  jii(,.  v/hr  haf  the  opportuuitj  of 
d!St!ii)Uiixi£  quuntiiitt  of  bear  tc  a  nmnbor  of 
i:ti J. murine  niPL  ^riinp  intr  a  nnblic  home  of 
ina:  iziiiu.  uru  iritL  preaX  want  of  imiiiiMi 
Ri^xifli  uiiL  7t:.'i.  pofid  satuTc  Ui  th(  people  wlnm 
It'  Bupplio-  ix.  Uitf  war  ^iiL  liqunr.  This  it 
uif  kixiL  nf  wf.\  ir.  which  :*  thinf  ol  tiiBt  liai 
«u:il4^  I'  lib!  iLFT  buiuiOL  it  lilt  "  ^0*  imiikt '.^  it  nnd;' 
»>  u«>u«i(.  uii*  luiu  iri/u.  tilt  siiort  A  'W'iieibor  ux  Mr.  Hob: n son  refeiTed  to 
AMtfiU*'  iiuliJA  i^cii  j^iuoiictiifd  iL  IBbr  if  a:  preaei.;  Sheriff  of  the  boroiigii  of 
ii^  ixv-.  uitjMi  tiui:  totti lj <JL  li«iiin(r»  cuL  Nitttiitc'h&TL  :  and  whether  heprppoeet 
ut  «iA|Uii.^  i;lubii^JM  tauL  L*v  grun:  tt  make-  aLT  iLveati^atian  into  or  take 
IftVK  lu*.  Oiui»i.  acT  ar.tioc  ic  the  matter  V 


7%0lruh 
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Sitt  WILTRID  LAW80N  (Camber- 
land,  Oockormoutli)  also  asked  whathet 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  had  been  called  to  a  trial  for  mail' 
slaughter  before  Sir  FitzJamea  Stephens 
at  Nottia|{hain  on  March  5th,  where, 
according  to  the  accounts  in  the  Notting- 
ham papers,  the  Judge  made  seyere 
commente  on  the  conduct  of  Ur.  Bobin> 
son,  Sheriff  of  tho  count;  of  the  town 
of  Nottingham;  whether  his  Lordship 
described  the  conduct  of  the  Sheriff 
in 

"  D[stributiag'  quiintities  of  bear  to 
bur  of  labouring  meo  going  into  a  public  houie 
BM  a  very  discreditable  proceeding," 
and  added  that  heooDHidered  the  periion 
who  supplied  the  ale  gratis  to  be  greatly 
responsible  for  what  occurred — namely, 
the  manalaughter ;  whether,  if  this  be 
the  oase,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
intends  taking  any  steps  towards 
censuring  or  otherwise  dealing  with 
the  Sheriff  for  what  the  Judge  de- 
scribed as  his  Terr  improper  conduct; 
and  whether  it  is  the  oase  that  thia 
Sheriff  of  the  oounty  of  the  town  of 
Nottiognam  owaa  upwards  of  100 
public  houses  in  the  town  of  Notting- 
ham? 

Thb  SBOHETA.KT  of  STATE  fob 
THB  HOME  ])EPAKTMENT  {Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  The  facts 
are  correctly  staled.  The  case  occurred 
at  a  time  when  there  were  general  fee- 
tirities,  incidental  to  Mr.  Robinson's 
son  coming  of  age,  and  the  Sheriff, 
wishing  not  to  exclude  the  poorer 
classes  from  a  fehare  in  the  rejoicings, 
distributed  refreshments  gratis  at  cer- 
tain places.  All  the  facts  were  not 
known  to  the  learned  Judge  when  he 
used  the  expressions  quoted,  and  when 
the  circumstances  were  made  known  to 
him  he  took  occasion  on  a  subsequent 
day,  as  no  doubt  both  hon.  Members 
are  aware,  to  express  publicly  his  sorrow 
at  having  spoken  as  he  did,  andtheraby 
given  pain  to  a  gentleman  whose  real 
wish  was  to  be  kind  and  friendly  to  his 
neighbours,  and  especially  his  poorer 
neighbours.  The  learned  Judge  informs 
me  that,  had  he  known  the  facts,  he 
would  have  considerably  softened  the 
severity  of  his  remarks,  and  while  he  is 
of  opinion  that  the  distribution  of  beer 
was  incautious,  he  cannot  say  on  reflec- 
tion that  it  was  directly  connected  with 
the  offence  in  question.  After  this  ex- 
pression of  Dpioion  by  the  Judge,  I  do 


not  intend  to  take  any  steps  totrardh^ 
censuring  or  otherwise  dealing  with  the 
Sheriff,  whose  only  fault  was  a  mistaSva 
kindsesB,  and  who,  I  am  sura,  must  lA- 
gret  the  deplorable  fatality  vhich 
marred  the  general  rejoicings.  The 
Sheriff  informs  me  that  he  owns  87,  not 
100,  public-houses  in  the  town  of  Not- 

Ma.  J.  ELLIS  :  Did  not  the  learned 
Judge,  in  the  explanation  to  which  the 
right  hon,  Oentleman  refers,  use  these 
words — 


u  misdirected  benevolence." 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  In  the  report  I 
have  of  the  Judge's  expression  those 
words  occur.  I  may  obeerve  that  tho 
hon.  Qentieman,  when  he  put  his  ques- 
tion without  noticipg  the  expressions  of 
the  learned  Judge,  was  aware  of  them. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS :  Ob,  I  was  quite 
aware  of  them. 


Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  asked 
theUnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  correspondenco 
which,  according  to  reports  in  the  Frevs, 
has  passed  between  Sir  William  Mar- 
riott and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  has  baea 
forwarded  to  the  Foreign  Office  by  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Uoverument  have  any  objec- 
tion to  its  production  ? 
•Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  poa  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jaues  Fsbgubhox,  Manchester,  N.^.): 
The  correspondence  between  Sir  W. 
Marriott  and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  has 
only  been  forwarded  privately  and  un- 
officially, and  cannot  be  presented. 

THE  IBISH  PRISON  BOARD. 
Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I 
have  a  question  on  the  Paper  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
Prison  Board  in  Ireland  has  refused  to 
hold  communication  with  prison  chap- 
lains in  relation  to  prisoners  except 
through  the  medium  of  the  governors  of 
the  prisons ;  under  what  rule  is  this 
practice  enforced ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  prison  chap- 


tt 


IrdMtd— 


Poiiee  PanM. 


la 


Ihiu  lie  virtually  iaitopendeat  nf  the 
KUTHi.Lorfi.  ha  will  direct  ehn  PHkoh* 
Btnrrl  'o  antertain  or>m[ni:;:icatinna  fram 
tfifl  nhaplitin^  irithnut  thia  inturrention 
(if  ths  i;nTdRior8  ?  A*  the  right  lion. 
Geat'eman  the  Chief  dacratarj  is  not 
pvanent.   I  will  daFer  the  qiitwtii'ii. 

Trra    SOLICITOR     GENERAL  ¥oa 
UtEr  J.SD  (Mr.  Madobs.  Cnivt-mit 
I>ahlia) :    I  am  prepared  to  answpr  i 
lfa.MACN-ErLL:   IhefftiidKf- 

•Ma.  SPEAKEEi   Order,    nrder! 
I3ie  Solicitor   Oeasral    ia    proparinl 
aasi*«r  it,  X    call    upon    tha    SuUcitor 
General. 

-«B.  MADDEJf  :  Tha  Ganeral  ?«- 
BdbtiI  iDforma  mo  Uictt  tha  gove  ". 
m  pnaon  bsiii^  rMponaihle  f>)r  i(  - 
^ine.  it  ia  ebe   ptartica  ta  req  .     ' 
me  olBcers  of  tbn  priwa,  ianluil  t^.-  ' 
oltBpUin  or  ehaplaina,  to  forward  <- 
Bimi'^tioaaoannliaary  mattpro    .  ;■ 
■tattm    fiv    which     tha    (pi»erQii<- 
fiifoaaible,  throaffh  that  otttrer    :v  [■. 
nport    on  auch    matter*   ia    o^v^  mi 
aeeoMarj.     Atiha  lamatiiiia.  thi*  Biii 
■tw^a  reeatTes  an  J  confidentiaJ    vr- 
orremarlca  o(  the  chapUinn  tb).---: 
tk«  w«l&ra  of  pnimoarfi  of   th>    - 
danonuoatiim  whenaver  ih^j  m- 
K«fcs  snoh  eommunicatiana.    Th:; 
adds  that  the  chaplain  U  not  lirri. 
i«depen(l«at    of  tha    pmon    go^t^tT^ 
Mt&er  in  Ireland  ar,  *j  fir  as  the  Bo 
itfawara,  ni  Escland. 

Kr.  sextos  (Beifaat.  W.)  :   WouI.i 
A«  chaplttn  barsquirad  to  r^>rt  to  the 
gpremor    on   a    matter    aflectiag 
gprsmor  hiaualf  ? 

•Xk,  HADDEN:  Thai  I  iiav 
WOiUd  be  an  azcaptiaital  ewe,  )ju: 
figfet  hoB.  Oftatlaman  had  betb^r  p  . 
qoattion  on  tLa  paper. 

laisH  PEI30S  sraoEoss. 
Kn.  MAO  NEELL  aaked  Ui«  Ci 
Senretary  to  the  Lord  LLo.'^a 
whether  bia  attaati on  hu  bean 'iir-^' 
tb  an  article  in  the  yUieml  t, 
•f^'inted  ia  the  Iri.k  Timet  of  \]  - 
Ifari^b,  eoapTainiag  that  IriiL  -  r 
Biirg«*>na  are  mada  the  scapeg  .  - 
ib'a  «cbi  of  the  OoT*niinent  «  ^ 
t£enea«t«  nmrctwrie  uproar  or  i^.. 
■2rer»«  mticiam  i  ia  it   a  fact  tha: 

Primns  Board  reonirea  a  weekW  ret 

oTex'ra  diets  aaa  rerninuoDs  of  pri»nn 
4&npliiie  ordered  by  cha  tur^eoii',  with 
tbs  rcwona  for  which  the*  are  granted, 
to  prieoners  under  the  Criminal  I^w 
JVr.  U^KeiU 


and  Procedure  ,  Ireland'  Aft ;  and.  bars 
prisflTi  surgeons  been  reprimanded  bj" 
the  Prisiina  Board  fiir  the  fp-anting  of 
auch  inilulgonuea  and  n     '     ' 


There  is  no  trntli 
Ln  tha  statement  that  the  Irish  priaoiL 

I  sui^eons  ara  made  iha  scapegoat  tat 
tha  acts  of  the  QoTerDment. 

!  lEELASD— POLICE  PASPEa 

I  Ala.  MA.CNEILL  aaked  the  Cbi^ 
devrutaryti)  thu  Lijr<l  LieuteaauEwhather 
it  ia  a  I'acC  that  ^rg^aut  Uahuny,  ot 
the    Riijai  Irish.    CunatabnLiry,    isaoec 

,  pasBpuna  to  the  iuhabicantB  of  Gwee- 
dace,  lii  one  of  whiuh  the  fulhiwtog  is  a 

copy  :      '■  Piss   .       Signad, 

Owen  ^nhuay.  Sergeant,  B.I.C.  ; " 
ander  what  aiL'.hurity  is  Sergeant 
Uahanj  empowered  either  to  {ttra  or  to 

^  wilhhiild  peiTuiHiiiun  to  the  inhsbitantsoC 
Gweedure  to  go  or  come  in  puisuanctt. 
of  their  lawful  aTucatious ;  and  is  it  a, 
fact,  as  stated  in  tha  Dtrrg  JaurMmi  of 
March -Ith,  i6SS,  that 

"Sogeuit  Unhnny.  G.I.C.  ia  mmting  and 
diH^Jiai^ns  :it  viU  peBakaCa  is  Gwssdute,  sjk^ 
that  hK  .tail  certain  ^itlur  mumbers  of  tha  con- 
atubuWy  tuiTu  Ured  on  p«naiu  lyintf  thtoogb 
bugs  ti)  ri(CBp«  twins  hoiried  off  ■•  budcnSad 
miBIMcU  u  ipul,  -tc  ?  " 
*MiL  MADDEN  explained  that  Sei^ 
H  Mohonj  ha  1  given  the  docemento  in: 
queetioa  tu  certain  persons  to  save  thadt 

I  from  inconvenience.     It  ia  not  tm*  thlft 

I  Mahony  was  arresting  and  diachaigiBf 
at  will  peasants  in  Dunegal. 

I  Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  Is  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr-  Blaehbai^ 
at  the  present  m.ami'nt  in  charge  ot  • 
detachment  of  the  Irish  C<>3stehalaij,' 
recently  preaented    a    reTulnr  at  tW 

I  head  of  a  man  ? 
*Mk.  MADDEN:  That qoeedoa  doM 

'  not  arise  out  of  mjr  answer. 

Ms.  SEXTUN:  Are  tha  police entillad 
to  limit  the  freedom  of  the  Iriah  pemJa 

'  b]r  isBoiog  passes  ?  Whore  do  thay  geA- 
their  authority  ?  ■ 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  stated  in  ■» 
answer  that  bo  officer  of  the  Itiak 
Conatabularr  has  p>wer  to  limit  tlw 
freedom  of  the  people  by  iaeuiagpMMi,- 

;  In  the  case  of  two  persons  passes  wenr 

;  given    to    show  they  wen    bee    fnm 

'  euspicioD. 

I  Mk.  SEXTON:  Does  it  not  follow 
that  other  persona  in  the  distiMt  v«n 
suspected  ?  • 

•Mb.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir. 
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THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT.  P^oP^^^^y  f^  the  Indians  has  been  the 

**     ^T.T^^^^r  ^.  .  TXTw^^-r.T^  ,-r^  Uktatk  TesuM  of  the  action  of  German 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CKAWFORD  (Dur-  ships,  although  incidentally  they  have 

ham,  Mid)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  suffered    by    the    state    of    war.      lu^ 

for  the  Home  Department   if  it  is  in  September  an  Indian  and  his  wife  were 

keeoing  with    the  provisions  of  '*The  unfortunately  killed  in  the  firing  which 

Coal  Mines  Eegulation  Act,   1887,"  to  followed  on  an  attack  upon  the  German 

compel  workmen  to  descend  and  ascend  Company'a  people  by  some  natives  from 

the  shaft  of  a  coal    mine  with  loaded  the    interior.     Indians    have    returned 

tubs  in  the  same  cage,  or  the  companion  home  in  a  destitute  condition,  but  we 

cage  running  in  the  same  shaft,  as  it  is  have  no  actual  awount  of  their  numbers, 

now  done  at  the  Wearmouth  Colliery,  in  Deeply  as  the  losses  of  these  British 

the  county  of  Durham  ?  subjects  is  to  be  regretted,  there  is  no 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  There  is  nothing  principle  of  international  law  on  which 

in  the  provisions  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act,  compensation  can   be  demanded  from 

1887,  to  forbid  the  practice  in  question,  the  German  Governm«nt. 

which  is  regulated  by  special  rules  in  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  gave  notice  that, 

the  different  collieries.    In  the  Wear-  j^  consequence  of  the  exceeding  gravity 

mouth  Colliery  there  is  a  special  rule  of  the  facts  and  the  answer  which  had 

(established  after  discussions  in  which  just  been  given,  he  would  at  the  earliest 

the    men    were    represented)    against  opportunity  raise   the  question  before 

allowing  men  to  descend  or  ascend  with  the  House. 

or  against  a  loaded   tub  without  per-  Mr.  A.  M* ART  HUE  (Leicester)  asked 

mission ;  and  I  am    informed  that  the  whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  in  the 

permission  given  is  m  accordance  with  j^mu   of  to-day,    that    Colonel    Euan 

a  practice  which  has  prevailed  there  Qmith  had  publicly  warned  all  British 

many  years  without  accident.  subjects  to  withdraw  from  Saadani,  in 

consequence  of  an  official  announcement 

ZANZIBAR.  by  the  German  Admiral  of  his  intention 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  to  punish  that  place? 

asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  *Sik  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  trae  that 

Foreign  AUairs  whether  he  is  aware  the  British  subje'-ts  have  been  warned 

that  the  trade  of  British  Indian  subjects  to  withdraw  from  Saadani  inconsequence 

in  Zanzibar  has  been  nearly  ruined  by  of  the  official  announcement  of  the  Ger- 

the  action  of  the  Germans  on  the  main-  man  Admiral  of  his  intention  to  punish 

land,  putting  a  stop  alike  to  the  coast-  that  place.     The  Admiral,  in  the  notice 

wise  and  the  interior  trade;  that  the  he  has  given,  has  observed  the  forms  of 
main   result   of    the  bombardment  of   war,   and  Her  Majesty's  Government 

coast  ports  by  German  war  ships  has  would  not  be  entitled  to  object  to  his 

been  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  proceeding^. 

Indians;  that  in  one  case  an  Indian  Mr.    J.   M.   MACLEAN   (Oldham): 
merchant  and  his. wife  were  shot  in  their  Have  memorials  been  received  at  the 
house   by    German    sailors;    and   that  Foreign  Office  claiming  compensation  ? 
within  a  space  of  two  months  upwards  *Sir    J.     FERGUSSON  :    The    hon. 
of  1,000  Indians  left  Zanzibar  for  India,  Member  had  better  give  notice  of  that 
the  majority  being  utterly  ruined ;  and,  Question, 
whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to  as- 
certain the  extent  of  the  injury  done,  H.M.S.  SULTAN, 
and  to  obtain  compensation  from  the  Sir  EDWARD  REED  ^Cardiff)  asked 
German  Government  for  the  losses  sus-  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether' 
tained  by  British  subjects?  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the. 
*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  is  true  that  grounding  of  the  SUtan  was  due  to  a 
on  that  part  of  the  coast  which  is  the  defective  chart  of  the  Maltese  Islands ; 
scene  of  disturbances  British  Indians  and,  in  view  of  the  crucial  test  to  which 
have  suffered    great    loeses    from  the  surveys  are  subject  in  these  days  of  deep 
tftoppage  of  trade   and  destruction  of  draught,  high  speed,  and  torpedo  opera- 
property,   though  a  large  number  are  tions,  whether  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
fBtill  residing  and  carrying  on  business  visability  of  encouraging  naval  officers 
within  the  sphere  of  German  influence,  possessed  of  the  necessary  aptitude  to* 
I  cannot  say  that  the  destruction  of  the  join  the  surveying  branch  of  the  pro- 
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fession,  by  permitting  promotion  to  ope- 
rate as  freely  in  that  as  in  other 
branches,  such  as  that  of  gunnery  and 
torpedo  work  ? 

•I'HB  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Qeoroe  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The  Commander- 
in-Chief  reports  that  the  SuUan 
grounded  on  a  patch  of  rocks  unmarked 
on  the  chart  and  where  deep  water  is 
shown.  Whether  this  is  due  to  defec- 
tive survey  or  recent  volcanic  action 
cannot  at  present  be  stated.  The 
Commander-in-Chief  has  been  instructed 
to  cause  every  inquiry  to  be  made 
locally,  from  fishermen  and  others,  as 
to  any  previous  knowledge  of  the  ex- 
istence of  these  rocks.  The  channel 
where  the  accident  occurred  was  sur- 
veyed in  1857  and  1860.  The  circum- 
stances attending  the  stranding  of  the 
Sultan  will  be  fully  investigated  by  a 
Court  Martial  that  will  be  held  at 
Portsmouth  under  the  presidency  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief  at  that  port. 
The  Admiralty  fully  recognize  the  valu- 
able work  done  by  the  surveying  officers, 
and  it  is  their  wish  to  encourage  officers 
with  an  aptitude  for  this  class  of  work 
to  join  that  branch  of  Uie  Service.  The 
pay  they  get  while  surveying  is  consider- 
ably higher  than  that  of  other  officers 
of  their  rank,  and  their  claims  for  pro- 
motion are  considered  equally  with  those 
of  their  brother  officers. 

THE  DECLARATION  OF  PARIS. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  i  irkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Empire  of  Germany  and 
the  Kingdom  of  Italy  hold  themselves 
to  be  bound  by  the  Declaration  of  Paris, 
April  16th,  1856,  respecting  neutral 
maritime  rights  in  time  of  war,  to  which 
the  Kingdoms  of  Prussia  and  Sardinia 
respectively  agreed  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Both  Germany 
and  Italy  in  recent  Treaties  with  foreign 
Powers  have  declared  that,  with  regard 
to  those  Powers,  they  accepted  the 
principles  of  the  Declaration  of  Paris. 

RICHMOND  PARK. 

Sir  JOHN  ELLIS  (Surrey,  Kings- 
ton)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  any  large  number  of 
oak  trees  have  been  felled  in  Richmond 
Park ;  whether  a  formal  avenue  of  trees 

Sir  JMtc^  H^ 


has  been  planted ;  and,  whether  repre- 
sentations have  reached  him  that  a 
single  avenue  of  trees  is  out  of  keeping 
and  will  seriously  interfere  with  the 
picturesque  character  of  the  park  ? 
♦The  FIR8T  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkkt,  University  of 
Dublin) :  I  think  I  can  best  answer  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  by  quoting- 
a  few  lines  from  a  Report  which  bas^ 
been  made  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the 
new  avenue  of  horse-chestnuts  in  Rich- 
mond Park  by  Mr.  John  Clntton,  whose 
name  is  well  known  as  that  of  one  of  the 
best  authorities  on  the  subject  of  park 

Plantations  of  the  present  day,  and  who 
as  been  our  adviser  on  the  management 
of  the  timber  of  Richmond  Park  for  the 
last  twenty- five  years,  with,  I  think, 
very  satisfactory  results.  Mr.  Cluttoa 
writes  as  follows : — 

**  I  advised  in  1885  that  the  avenue  of  chest- 
nuts referred  to  should  be  planted,  and  so  far 
as  I  could  ascertain  it  was  thought  at  the  time 
that  such  an  avenue  would  be  an  improvement, 
to  the  park.  The  chestnut  trees,  having  beeik 
most  carefully  planted  and  cared  for  by  the 
woodman  in  the  park,  have  made  good  pro- 
gress. In  carrying  this  avenue  in  a  direct  line 
from  the  Ladder  Stile  to  Uam  Cross  (where 
four  roads  meet),  two  oak  trees  and  16  old 
oak  pollards  stood  between  the  two  lines  of 
young  trees,  and  thus  destroyed  the  effect  in- 
tend^ to  be  produced.  l*he  old  pollards  were,, 
for  the  most  part,  mere  shells,  fast  passing  into 
decay,  and  near  them  are  many  others  in  a 
similar  condition.  My  reasons  for  recommend- 
ing an  avenue  were,  first,  that  it  would  form  a 
shady  walk  of  about  ha]f  a  mile  in  the  line  of 
a  much-frequented  footpath  leading  from  Kich* 
mond  to  Goombe  and  New  Maiden  by  tha 
Ladder  Stile  Gate;  secondly,  that  there  ara 
many  of  the  finest  avenues  (fast  falling  to 
decay)  in  several  of  the  Royal  parks,  such  as 
Bushey  Park  (horse-chestnuts),  and  Windsor 
Park  felms  and  other  trees).  The  avennes  and 
rides  in  Windsor  Park  are  numerous  and  ex- 
tensive. In  Hichmond  Park  also  there  is  tha 
Qneen*s  Ride,  on  either  side  of  which  the  treea 
are  old  and  becoming  decayed.** 

I  may  add  that  the  two  oak  trees  and 
the  16  old  oak  pollards  which  have 
thus  been  removed,  formed  a  comer  of 
a  wood  in  which  there  still  remain 
several  hundreds  of  similar  trees. 

IRELAND— MR.  CREAGH,  J.P. 

Mb,  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.> 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Creagh,  J.  P.,  of  Qmn, 
county  Clare^  who  was  wounded  on 
Sunday,  the  10th  instant,  has  be«n 
three  times  fired  at  since  1872 ;  whether 
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his  attention  has  been  oslled  to  the  fact 
that  OQ  one  o£  these  occasions  the  mn 
who  fired  at  him  blew  off  his  own  Qngi 
owing  to  the  buratiog  ot  his  gun,  and 
was  arrested,  but  acquitted  b;  a  Glare 
jurj,  althoug^h    the  finger  which   had 
been  picked  up  on  the  spot  was  pro- 
duced in  Oourt,  and  found  to  be  the 
finger    of    the    prisoner;  and    if    llr. 
Creagh  and  hia  aiater  are  under  polf 
protection  ? 

Hb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlemati'a 
attention  had  beeu  directed  to  a  state- 
ment made  at  tiie  local  branch  of  the 
National  League  to  the  effect  that  Ur. 
Creagh  was  a  kindly,  good-natured 
gentleman,  with  all  the  qualities  neoea- 
sary  to  entitle  him  to  the  popularity  he 
enjoyed,  and  that  he  was  known  to 
have  supported  many  poor  people  out  of 
his  own  pocket  in  times  of  distress? 
*Ub.  UA.DDEN:  The  hon.  Uembor 
must  give  notice  of  that  question.  It 
is  the  case  that  Mr.  Creag^h,  J.  P.,  haa 
been  6red  at  on  three  oc[;aaions  aioce 
1872.  When  fired  at  in  1872,  he  was 
about  to  evict  the  father  of  the  man 
who  was  subsequently  charged  with  the 
offence.  The  man  was  arrested  as  he 
was  about  to  gut  his  hand,  which  wa^ 
in  a  shattered  condition,  amputated.  It 
Is  the  fact  that  medical  evidence  wtts 
giren  at  the  trial  to  the  effect  that  a 
finger  found  at  the  scene  of  the  outrage, 
where  the  blunderbuss  used  had  ex- 
ploded, belonged  to  the  amputated 
hand,  and  that,  notwithstanding  this 
evidence,  the  jury  acquitted  the  accused. 
Since  the  recent  firing  at  Ur.  Creagh 
and  his  sister,  they  ore  receiving  polj^'o 
protection,  and  a  police  hut  is  about  to 
be  erected  near  Mr.  Creagh's  house. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N-) ;  Is  the  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman    aware  that   a 

{)ublie  meeting  has  been  held  in    the 
ocality  to  protest,  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner, against  the  outride  in  question  ? 
*Mb.  madden  :    I  am  not  aware 
of  it. 

WESTUEATH  EXTRA  POLICE. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  Donal  Suluvam, 
*'Ma.  MADDEN  said  the  Constabulary 
-  authorities  report  that,  with  the  ezcei>- 
tion  of  one  murder  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter, the  county  of  Westmeath  ia  fairly 
quiet,  though,  unfortunately,  it  ia  still 
neoetsary  to  afford  police  protection  to 
^la^e  number  of  persan*,  id  connection 
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with  wluoh  16  policemen  are  constantly 
employed.  The  question  of  the  extra 
police  force  in  the  county  haa  been 
recently  inquired  into,  with  a  result  that 
a  reduction  of  five  in  the  number  was 
affected  from  February  1  last.  No  fur> 
tber  reduction  is  at  present  possible. 

DIVISIONAL  COUUISSIONBKS. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  Gteneral  for  LreUnd  under 
what  oiroumstancps  the  position  of  divi- 
sional magistrate  was  abolished  and  that 
of  dirisional  commiaaioner  instituted ; 
and  whether  the  Galaries  and  duties  of 
the  present  divisional  commissioners  are 
the  same  as  when  these  gentlemen  were 
called  divisional  magistrates  ? 
*Mh.  madden  sail  that  it  had  beeo 
long  felt  that  the  title  of  Divisional 
Magistrate  was  misleading,  and  the  title 
of  Divisional  Commissioner  hod  been 
adopted  as  more  appropriate,  inasmuch 
as  the  duties  of  the  officers  in  question 
were  purely  executive. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Did  they  retain 
and  ezerdse  the  functions  ot  magis- 
trates? 

*Ma.  MADDEN:  They  did  not  exer- 
cise any  judicial  funcliooa  ;  their  func- 
tions were  neither  more  nor  less  after 
the  change  of  name. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Will  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  be  called  to 
the  fact  that,  being  nolonger  magisteates 
in  name,  they  should  not  be  allowed  to 
be  so  in  fact  ? 

Mb-  LANE:  May  I  ask  whether, 
since  the  change  in  name,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  not  conferred  upon  these 
gentlemen  Commissions  of  the  Peace 
for  the  same  districts  over  which  they 
acted  ae divisional  magistrates? 
*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  must  ask  tor  notice 
of  that  question. 

THE  SUPERINTENDENT  OP  POUCE  AT 
UERTHYft. 
Mb.  DAVID  THOMAS-  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  when,  and  in  the 
Police  Force  of  which  county  adjacent 
to  Glamorganshire,  Captain  Lindsay 
had  been  employed ;  if  he  would  state 
on  what  previous  occasions  the  office  ot 
Superintendent  ot  Police  for  Merthyr 
has  been  filled   by  appointment  from 
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outside  the  ranks  of  the  police  force  of 
the  county;  whether  Captain  Lindsay 
had  any  knowledge  of  Welsh,  a  lan- 
guage which  is  very  extensively  spoken 
in  the  district ;  what  is  the  salary  attach^ 
ing  to  the  office  of  Superintendent  at 
Merthyr,  and  what  are  the  salaries  of 
the  superintendents  of  other  districts  in 
Qlamorganshire ;  whether  he  had  reason 
to  helieve  that  the  Chief  Constable  was 
unable  to  discover  among  the  police  of 
the  county  a  man  qualified  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  Superintendent  of  Merthyr 
efficiently ;  if  he  could  state  what  quali- 
fications Captain  Lionel  Lindsay,  the 
son  of  the  Chief  Constable,  possessed 
for  the  office ;  whether  the  satisfaction 
evinced  by  the  police  force  of  the  county 
in  general  at  Captain  Lindsay's  appoint- 
ment was  shared  by  tbo^e  who  in  the 
ordinary  course  might  have  'expected 
promotion  upon  the  retirement  of 
Superintendent  Thomas;  whether  the 
joint  committee  of  magistrates  and 
county  councillors  will  have  any  power 
to  revise  this  appointment ;  and  whether 
he  would  exert  his  influence  with 
Colonel  Lindsay  with  a  view  to-  making 
the  latter  see  the  propriety  of  cancelling 
the  appointment  of  his  son  to  the  re* 
munerative  public  office  in  question  ? 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ans\^ers-this 
question,  may  I  ask  him  in  relation  to 
the  same  subject  whether  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Glamorganshire  has  for 
22  years  continued  to  discharge  the 
difficult  duties  of  his  office  with  singular 
ability ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
such  appointments  have  never  been 
questioned,  though  the  officers  did  not 
always  possess  a  knowledge  of  the 
Welsh  language ;  whether  with  respect 
to  the  force  under  his  command  the 
appointment  of  officers  does  not  rest 
absolutely  with  the  Chief  Constable; 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  the  gentleman  wlio  is  the 
subject  of  the  question  has  sojrapidl^ 
made  himself  acquainted  with  German, 
French,  Italian,  and  Arabic,  as  to 
warrant  the  belief  that  he  will  soon 
acquire  a  competent  knowledge  of  the 
Welsh  language  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  Captain  Lind- 
siiy's  previous  police  service  h^as  been 
in  Egypt,  not  in  this  country.  The 
office  in  question  has  hitherto  been  filled 
by  promotion  from  the  force.  *  Neither 
Captain  Lindsay  nor  his  predecessors  in 
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the  office  had  knowledge  of  the  Welsh 
language.  I  am  not  acquainted  with- 
Captain  Ltndsay's  linguistic  accoraplish- 
ments,  mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
but  no  doubt  what  he  says  is  accurate. 
The  salaries  of  superintendents  in  this 
force  are  £  I  lO,  rising  to  £200  after  five 
years.  The  Chief  Constable  considered 
that  Captain  Lindsay  was  better  qualified 
than  anyone  else.  The  selection  was 
approved  by  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Scissions  and  the  Justices  of  the  Petty 
Sessional  division.  Captain  Lindsay 
has  a  good  record  of  police  service  in 
Egypt,  and  has  received  excelletit  testi- 
monials from  the  chief  officers  of  police 
in  that  country.  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  appointment  is  popular 
in  the  force.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
provision  iu  the  Statute  for  the  revision 
of  ah  ■  appointttient  such  as  this,  which 
has  been  properly  made  in  accordance 
with  the  law.  It  is  nut  my  intention  to 
make  any  representation  to  the  Chief* 
Constable  on  the  subject. 

THE    CORK   SUB-COMMISSION. 

Mb.  lane  (on  behalf  of  Mr:  Maurigb 
Kealt,  Cork)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how  many  unions  are  at  present  in- 
cluded within  the  circuit  of  the  County 
Cr>rk  Sub-Commission,  including  the 
Waterford  unions  recently  added  to  it ; 
what  is  the  average  number  of  Poor 
Law  unions  at  present  included  in  the 
circuit  of  a  Sub  Com  mission;  how  many 
fair  rent  applications  from  the  county 
Cork  were  unheard  up  to  the  end  of 
Febru'ary  1889 ;  how  many  of  the  county 
Waterford  unions  are  included  in  the 
circuit  of  the  Cork  Sub-Commission,  and 
how  many  unions  lie  partly  in  the 
county  Waterford  and  partly  in  the 
county  Cork  ;  whether  the  Chairman  of 
the  Siib  Commission  and  the  Begi^trar 
haVe,  under  the  present  arrangement, 
to  a<it  with  the  Waterford  Lay  Com- 
missioners as  well  as  with  the  Cork  Lay 
Commissioners,  and  tsit  alternately  in 
the  county  Waterford  and  in  remote 
parts  of  the  county  Cjrk;  whether, 
within  the  past  month,  in  consequence 
of  this  state  of  things,  the  Chairman 
and  Eegistrar  had  to  go  from  a  sitting 
iu'Bantryt  county  Cork,  to  on6  in  Lis- 
more,  county  Waterford,  then  to  one  in 
Skibbereen,  county  Cork,  then  to  one  in 
Dnngarvan^  county  Waterford,  and  next 
to  one  in  Mallow,  county  Cork;    andy 
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whether  he  vaa  aware  that  the  effect  of 
these  inconveDient  arraiiKemenis  Lud 
been  to  greatly  hamper  the  Suh-Com- 
misaion  and  to  IteaeD  its  capacity  for  the 
disposal  of  business? 

*Mk.  madden  :  The  Land  Commis- 
BioDers  infiirm  ue  that  thers  are  15 
unions  wholly  nichiu  the  couoty  of 
Cork,  three  unioas  partly  in  that 
county  and  partly  ID  other  counties,  aod 
three  unions  wholly  within  the  county 
of  WBterfi)rd,  and  four  partly  in  Water- 
ford,  and  partly  in  other  po unties. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  total  of  18  unions 
and  parts  of  seven  unions  in  the  circuit 
of  the  Curk  Sub-Commiseisn.  The 
average  nunibsr  of  unions  included  in 
the  circuit  of  a  Sub-CommieBion  is  i6. 
There  are  alxmt  5,0tl  fair-rent  applica- 
tions from  the  County  C^irk  which  were 
undispiised  of  by  the  Land  CommisBlon 
at  the  end  of  February.  IRSU.  The 
necoMiity  which  exists  for  the  Chairman 
and  Hejrjstrarot  the  Sub- Com  mission  to 
trarel  backwards  and  fonvards  to  each 
of  the  pair  of  lay  Assistant  Commis- 
sionera  is  one  which  must  exist  where 
there  are  three  pair  of  lay  Assistant 
Commissioners  presided  over  by  them, 
unleM  the  three  pair  were  to  work  in 
adjoining  uninnn,  which  would  cau^e 
parties  in  diotant  unions  to  be  dissatis- 
fied. The  necessity  which  exitts  does 
not  hamper  the  3ub  Cummiasion  or 
lessen  its  capacity  far  work,  although  it 
does  throw  adilitional  labour  on  the 
Chairman  and  Registrar. 

MRS.  IIIMD.S-  TENANTS. 
Ma.  J.  F.  X.  O'BHIEN  (Mayo.  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fai-t  that  Mr.  Henry  A.  Kobinson,  J.P., 
of  Boundetune,  county  Galwaj-,  who  is 
agent  for  Mrs.  Hinds,  is  in  the  habit  of 
serving  oD  the  tenants,  year  after  year, 
ejectuii'nt  notices  for  practically  one  half 
year's  rent,  the  other  naif  year  being  the 
running  gale,  nhich  are  habitually  with- 
drawn on  payment  of  10s.,  solicitor's 
cost* ;  can  he  state  who  Mr.  £obinson's 
solicitor  is ;  whether  he  ik  aware  that, 
within  the  past  few  days,  Mr.  Bobinsuo 
has  had  a  numWr  of  tenants  served  with 
auoh  notice*  ;  at.d  whether  there  is  any 
way  for  protecting  these  tenanta  from 
saoh  tr«>atmpnt  ? 
*Ua.  madden  :  I  regret  that  I  am 
nnable  to  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
infunnation  in  regard  to  the  matters  of 
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fact'  referred  to  in  the  question,  tha 
matter  being  one  ot  which  the  1io?erQ- 
nient  have  no  cognizauce. 


PKOCESS  SERVING  IN  KILCAR. 
Mil.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) 
[asked  the  Cliief  Secretary  tj  the  Lord 
I  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was  a 
I  fact  that  for  some  days  past  a  prooesi- 
I  eervor,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Musgrave,  had 
I  been  going  through  the  parish  of  Kilrea, 
<  in  the  county  of  Donegal,  serving 
ejectment  processes  on  the  tenants  of 
Mr.  Musgrave's  estate  in  the  said  parish; 
whether  the  process-server  was  aocom- 
paniod  in  his  work  by  two  constables  of  , 
the  Ijoyal  Irish  Constabulary ;  and, 
under  whoso  directions  were  the  services 
of  the  said  constables  so  employed  ? 

•Mb.  madden  :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  with  the 
'  exception  of  the  name  of  the  parish, 
which  ehould  be  Kilcar.  Also  that  it  is 
'  the  case  that  the  nianwas  followed  by  two 
constables.  These  constables  were  sent 
as  an  ordinary  precaution  by  the  police 
officer  in  charge  of  the  station. 

THE  POTATO  CROP  IN  DONEOAr.. 

Ma.  MAO  NKILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieuteuant  of  Ireland  whether  hie 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  ill  the  parishes  of  Gweedore, 
Cloughaneely,  the  two  Rnsses  parishes, 
the  parish  of  Kilcar,  and  several  other 
districts  in  the  County  of  Donegal,  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crop  last  autumn 
was  as  complete  as  in  the  autamn  of 
1U79;  whether  soma  of  the  inhabitaota 
of  these  parishes  hod  been  compelled 
since  last  Christmas  to  live  on  Indian 
meal  in  order  to  preserve  the  potato 
seed,  while  others  had  no  money  to  buy 
Indian  meal,  and  had  been  compelled  to 
lire  on  the  potato  seed ;  whether  he  will 
make  inquiries  whether  the  inhabitants 
of  the  districts  in  question  were  in  many 
instances  without  potato  seed  for  the 
coming  spring,  and  without  the  prospect 
of  food  j  and  what  steps  the  UoTern- 
ment  were  taking,  or  proposed  to  take, 
to  avert  from  these  districts  the  ap- 
proach of  actual  famine ;  also,  whether 
the  parish  priest  of  Uweedore  WM 
Father  M'Fadden,  bo  well  known  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  am  informed  that, 
in  the  parishes  of  Cloughaneely  and  th* 
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Boasee'  potatoes  are  not  as  bad  as  in  the 
year  1879,  while  in  the  parishes  of 
Oweedore  and  Eiloar  the  crop  is  aa  bad 
as  in  that  year.  However,  generally 
throngbout  the  county  the  potato  orop, 
though  not  up  to  the  average,  has  been 
by  no  means  a  failure.  It  is  the  fact 
that  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  those 
parishes  hare  been  liTiiig  on  Indian 
meal  since  Christmas.  I  am  imformed 
that  there  is  no  appearance  of  famine 
in  any  part  of  the  county  this  year,  and 
that  very  fev  (if  any)  of  the  people  are 
without  potato  seed  for  the  forthooming 
spring.  I  do  not  sob  that  the  Oavern- 
ment  cari,  under  the  circumstances,  take 
any  steps  in  the  matter. 

Me,  mac  NEILL  :  If  the  facta  I  put 
forward  are  vouched  for  by  the  Sev. 
Dr.  O'Donnell,  Catholic  Bishop  of  the 
diooese,  will  the  GoTornroent  take  etepa 
to  avert  the  threatened  calamity  ? 
*MJtt.  MADDEN :  The  Government 
will  welcomeanyioformation  and  Bugges- 
tions.     Further  than  that  I  cannot  go. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  potato 
crop  as  bad  in  Gweedore  as  in  1879  ? 

Mit.  MADDEN:  Yes;  tbatisone  of 
the  places  where  the  crop  is  as  bad  as 
in  that  year. 

TRALEE  ASSIZE  COURT. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  a^ked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  had  been  brought 
under  hie  notice  that,  at  the  Tralee 
CourthouBe  on  Tuesday,  a  local  Roman 
Oatholio  clergyman  sought  admission 
into  the  Assize  Court,  which  was  not 
more  than  half  filled  at  the  time,  where- 
upon a  young  policeman  roughly  seized 
the  reverend  gentleman  by  the  coat  and 
forced  him  into  the  outside  corridor; 
and  whether  he  would  inquire  into  the 
truth  of  the  complaint ;  and,  if  it  was 
well  foundod,  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  behaviour  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  tt  is  the  case 
that  the  constable  endeavoured  to  keep 
the  reverend  gentleman  out  of  the 
Court.  A  disturbance  had  occurred  at 
the  door  immediately  before,  aud  the 
constable,  who  had  recently  joined  the 
force,  acted  through  inexperience.  The 
eosstable  is  now  aware  of  his  duty  in 
such  coses. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  Will  the  hon.  and 
l^med  Qentleman  say  if  a  general 
instruction  will  be  given  to  the  Con< 
Mr.  MAddtM 


stabulsry  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  an  incident  1 

•Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  have  told  the  hen. 
Member  that  in  this  case  the  constable 
has  been  informed  of  his  duty.  The 
incident  is  not  one  which  is  likely  to 
occur  sufficiently  often  to  necessitate  the 
issue  of  a  new  general  instruction. 

Mb.  FLYNN :  Can  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  if  the  constable 
was  reprimanded  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  My  information  ia 
that  he  was  informed  of  his  duty,  and 
I  take  that  to  be  an  euphemism  for  being 
reprimanded. 

THE  POLICE  AT  FEHMOY. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  asked  tho 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  bis  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  reports  of 
the  Cork  papers  of  the  6th  inst!,  to  tho 
effect  that  a  meeting  of  the  Young 
Ireland  Society,  of  Fermoy,  being  held 
in  their  own  rooms,  to  congratulate 
Mr.  Thomas  Barry,  P.L.G.,  a  member 
of  the  Society,  on  his  release  from  Cork 
Prison,  where  ho  had  been  imprisoned 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  two  sergeanta  of 
Constabulary,  named  Kelly  and  Black, 
and  two  Don stables  (oneof  whom  refused 
bi  give  his  name]  entered  the  room,  and, 
though  called  upon  by  the  officers  of 
the  Society  to  leave,  refused  to  do  so ; 
that  Sergeant  Black  gave  as  an  ezonse, 
that  he  believed  it  was  intended  to  hold 
a  meeting  of  the  "suppressed"  branch 
of  the  National  League,  but,  though 
informed  suL'h  was  not  the  case,  tne 
police  persisted  in  remainiag  on  private 
premises  despite  the  protest  of  the 
members,  and  the  Society  thereon 
resented  this  intriision  by  passing  a 
condemnatory  resolution  in  the  presence 
of  the  constables ;  if  he  could  state 
under  what  statute  or  authority  the 
police  committed  what  appeared  to  have 
Deen  a  trespass  upon  private  premises; 
and  if  he  would  call  for  an  explanation 
of  their  conduct  upon  this  occasion  f 
*Mb.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  police  entered  the  room  in  which  the 
meenng  was  about  to  be  held  under  the 
belief  that  the  meeting  was  to  be  one 
of  the  Land  League.  Inasmuch  as  the 
League  had  been  proclaimed  in  that 
district,  a  meeting  of  that  body  would 
have  been  an  unlawful  assembly.  The 
sergeant  reports  it  as  hie  belief  that  a 
meeting  of  the  League  would  have  been 
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held  on  that  occasion  had  it  not  been  for 
the  presence  of  the  police. 

Mai  FLYNN:  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the 
belief  of  the  sergeant  was  a  justification, 
that  it  entitled  him  to  trespass  upon 
private  property  ? 
*Mk.  madden  :  I  do  not  understand 
from  the  information  before  me  that 
any  trespass  was  committed,  but  if  there 
was  a  trespass  committed,  of  course, 
there  is  a  remedy  at  law. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  make  further  inquiry 
whether  the  police  acted  upon  belief 
only? 

Dr.  TANNEE  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
this  very  sergeant,  only  last  year,  was 
fined  by  the  Fermoy  Bencli  of  Magi- 
strates for  deliberately  and  wantonly 
breaking  an  unfortunate  man's  head  ? 
*Ma.  MADDEN :  I  ha?e  no  informa- 
tioD. 

Dr.  tanner  :  That  was  the  case. 

BOOING  MR.  BALFOUR. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland  if  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  statement  of  his  secretary,  that 
''no  person  had  ever  been  prosecuted 
either  for  cheering  a  popular  patriot,  or 
booing  Mr.  Balfour'' ;  that  at  the  last 
Petty  Sessions  in  Newmarket,  County 
Cork,  a  number  of  young  men  were 
summoned  for  being  '^  guilty  of  con- 
duct directly  tending  to  scandalize  the 
authorities,  and  to  create  contempt  and 
disrespect  for  the  law,  and  provoke  a 
breach  of  the  peace " ;  that  the  sole 
evidence  given  of  a  criminatory  character 
was  that  two  or  more  policemen  swore 
that  the  defendants  '^  cheered  for  Mr. 
O'Brien,"  and  "  booed  for  Mr.  Balfour" ; 
and  if  he  would  inform  the  House  fully 
of  what  occurred  at  the  Newmarket 
Petty  Sessions  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECEETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester,  E. ) :  My  attention  was 
'CaUed  to  this  statement  by  the  hon. 
'  and  learned  Member  for  Longford.  It 
is,  I  believe,  accurate.  While  the  police 
were  conveying  a  drunken  man  to  bar- 
bracks,  a  mob  collected  and  began  to 
•hiss  and  boo  the  police  and  call  them 
Nnames.  They  made  use,  among  other 
expressions,  of  those  mentioned  in  the 
•Question.  The  sentiments  uttered  were 
innocent,  and  possibly  even  laudable; 


but  this  does  not  of  itself  render  legal 
an  attempt  to  bring  the  law  into  con- 
tempt, or  provoke  a  breach  of  the  peace 
under  the  circumstances  which  I  have 
described. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  if  it  was  the  case  that  a 
number  of  young  men  were  returning 
from  a  football  match,  and  on  entering 
the  village,  accompanied  by  a  band,  one 
of  them  in  a  moment  of  hilarity  called 
out  ** Cheers  for  O'Brien"  and  was 
promptly  arrested  by  two  policemen; 
that  he  walked  quietly  to  gaol  and  was 
kept  in  custody  until  the  day  of  the 
prosecution  ;  that  the  District  Inspector 
proceeded  to  state  the  case ;  but  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate  who  was  present  or — 
*Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  making  a  counter  statement :  if 
he  wishes  to  elicit  further  information 
he  should  give  notice  of  a  question  in 
the  usual  way. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  if  there 
was  a  crowd,  why  were  only  two 
proceeded  against?  Were  the  booing 
and  cheering  the  gravamen  of  the 
offence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No ;  certainly 
not  the  gravamcii  of  the  offence.  I 
answered  the  particular  question  on  the 
Paner 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  aware  that  in  this  particular 
case  the  prosecution  was  withdrawn? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  calls  it  a  prosecution.  I  believe 
it  was  simply  binding  over  to  good 
behaviour. 

AUSTRALIAN  POST  CARDS. 
Mr.  HENNIKERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  was  aware  that  since  the 
1st  of  January  last,  the  Australian 
Governments  had  issued  2d.  post-cards 
for  England;  why  2d.  post-cards  for 
Australia  were  not  yet  on  sale  at  the 
post-offices  in  this  country ;  and,  pending 
the  issue  of  special  post -cards  for 
Australia,  what  arrangement  had  been 
made  to  enable  the  public  to  take 
advantage  of  that  facility  for  cheap 
correspondence  ? 

*SiB  H.  MAXWELL :  I  have  seen 
specimens  of  the  Australian  post-cards. 
Twopenny  post-cards  are  already  on  sale 
at  all  post-offices  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  are  available  for  Australia  by  the 
long  sea  route.    The  design  of  a  3d. 
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poat-ca*d  has  jiutbeen  approveil,  ati<I 
orders  have  been  given  fur  its  manu- 
factore.  Pending  the  issue  of  these  new 
oards.  the  present  cards  used  for  inland 
and  foreign  transmission  aro  being  used, 
the  postage  being  made  up  by  attaching 
additional  stamps.  A  post  of&ce  notice 
on  this  subject  was  issued  in  December 
lost,  and  the  public  avail  themselves 
free);  of  the  arrangement. 

LOANS  UNDER  THE  CROFTERS'  ACT. 

Mr.  ANGUS  8DT  HEEL  AND  (Suther- 
land)  aaked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
the  conditions  on  which  loans  were  made 
to  fishermen  under  the  Oroftera  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  had  recently  been 
changed,  so  that  instead  of  nine-tentbn 
of  the  price  of  fishing  boats  being 
advanced  as  formerly  seven-tenths  onlj- 
are  now  advanced;  and,  if  ao,  whether 
it  was  intended  to  revert  to  the  former 
condition  of  nine-tenths;  and,  whethi 
applications  for  loans  made  as  long  ago 
as  October  of  last  year  are  still  not 
disposed  of,  thus  causing  much  incon- 
venience to  applicants? 

*Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  EoBERTBOK,  Bute):  Some  delay  has 
taken  place  in  dealing  with  the«e  appli- 
cations. The  Fishery  Bnard  suggested 
there  should  be  a  modification  of  the 
existing  rule  as  to  the  proportion  of 
amonnt  advanced.  The  proposal  was 
that  seven-tenths  instead  of  nine-tenths 
should  bo  the  maximum.  But  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  now  decided 
that  no  such  alteration  shall  be  made, 
and  the  Board  will  now  proceed  to  dis- 
pose of  the  applications,  exercising 
their  discretion  under  the  existing  rule. 
It  is  hoped  that  no  further  delay  will 
occur. 

IRELAND-TUE  FALCARRAGH 
PRISONERS. 
Mb.  MUKPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was 
proved,  at  the  recent  trial  of  the  Fal- 
carragh  prisoners  before  Judge  •Tuhnson, 
that  a  scandalous  riot  took  place  at  the 
evictions  in  the  presence  of  military  and 
police,  lasting  over  an  hour,  in  which 
the  emergency  men,  led  by  the  agent  of 
Mr.  Olphert,  kept  up  a  fusilade  of  stones 
at  the  defenders  of  the  houses  whenever 
any  of  them  appeared  near  a  window 
opening ;  if  it  was  also  proved  that  the 
Sir  If.  MaxmH 
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emergency  men  on  tho  same  occasion 
took  possession  of  the  mail  car,  turning 
off  the  passengers,  and  throwing  the 
parcel  pnst  baskets  on  the  road  ;  whether 
these  evictions  were  carried  out  by 
irresponsible  bailiffs,  without  .the  inter- 
vention of  the  sheriffs;  and,  were  these 
evictions  carried  out  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Government;  and,  if  not,  would 
he  wilbhuld  the  forces  of  the  Crown  in 
all  such  cases,  unless  the  decrees  for 
possession  were  entrusted  to  the  sheriffs? 
MR.A.J.BALF0C1R:  lamiSf.rmed 
that  it  was  proved  at  the  recent  trial  of 
the  Falcarragh  prisoners  at  the  Assizes 
that  a  riot  and  unlawful  assembly  took 
place  on  the  part  of  a  body  of  men  who 
had  assembled  in  a  house  in  which  a 
I  decree  for  possession  was  about  to  be 
carried  out ;  that  they  stoned  and  other- 
wise assaulted  the  bailiffs  and  seriously 
wounded  a  police  sergeant  with  a 
pitchfork.  It  was  also  proved  that  some 
of  the  special  hailiS's  assistants  threw 
stones  at  the  barricaded  windows  to  keep 
back  the  men  inside  from  stiming  one  of 
their  comrades  who  was  endeavnuring 
to  effect  an  entrance.  The  agent,  Z 
understand,  took  no  part  in  the  stone- 
throwing.  It  also  appears  that  it  was 
nut  true  that  the  emergency  men  took 
possession  of  the  mail  car,  or  interfered 
with  it  in  any  way.  The  evictions  ap- 
pear to  have  been  carried  out  by  a 
special  bailiff  and  his  assistants  under 
decree  issued  by  the  magistrates.  The 
landlord,  under  the  Land  Law  Act  of 
1887,  is  entitled  to  have  the  warrant 
addressed  to  the  Sheriff  of  the  Ouurt,  or 
to  a  special  bailiff,  at  bis  option. 

FOYNES  PIER. 
Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's) asked  the  Secretary  tu  the 
Treasury,  whether  tlio  Foynes  Pier 
having  silted  up,  in  unapproachable  by 
vessels  except  at  high  water ;  whether 
the  Railway  Company  and  the  Steam- 
ship Company  between  them  provided  a 
barjfe  connected  with  the  pier  by  a 
landing  stage  which  enabled  passengers 
and  goodsto  embarked  and  disembarked 
at  all  states  of  the  tide;  whether  the 
barge  and  landing  stage  have  recently 
been  removed  by  the  peiemptory  order 
of  the  Board  of  Works  ;  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  a  large  traffiu  is  carried  every 
summer  by  railway  to  Foynos.  and 
thence  per  etearaer  to  the  Li>wer  Shan- 
non ports,   whicb  wilt  be  put  a  stop  to 
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pliances   be   rr-rTrr-i      rvL  'Ji-*   3-  :.-"        * .  .i.   "    ?     :     2     'I 
of  Wi  rk«    ';  :  I    ":•    ".r    7  *t    l   =•:.-■  •        — z-.        *     ~  -    ■    -^ 

jettv  carri— :  !'.::   :—•:  wi"-7  '  -.-".-     :        -        --: 

*Mr-.  JACKS  .N     I"  l-    :  '  —-:       i  I.-     .--J    ."    -   -- 
the  piers*  lairrr  i. :.».".- -X  - .- i' 1  zrz.      -t:.  "    --^ 

water.     The  li-:i.^  *'^r-    i:l    :  tT-  .—•-.-—.-.   "      .-    --. 

were   place-i    s:   :ir   r- :     : .'    ".:  r     t  -'  t  m   -  :• 

by  tlie   K*;I'3r*7    *-:   -:-s.r.r.:  :    '.   ^  .       — -  -— .  -_  -    *-- 

panics  en tirriT  f  r  :i-  •    .▼'    ":i:s*^":r-"  - :  — "    "        ."  '-,•"-     . 

and  pood.«  jtitni  -  »-  i  vl*  •-'z.""'-!    ■"  -.■:-*.-:    -   ;_ — ■:.   •. 

the    Board   rl    '"•'  rii*    ••  l-.f     :*=-  i-:.~  'r':^-     ::         ~. ---.--. 

these  C^rr.  p  21.:--  :^:.--f:'  -i-t-..i..-  i.  v     '--1.  ~-    :- -:l     :   - 

reasor,ah!e    a^rT-T--.:    v    t*"  "-  '    '-•  .—-.-—:-.     t.     :•-:'     _- 

Board*4  ri^r.t*  iii  :•    rr  ::  ".i*   7-"    '  .•:--:.--.": 

If  thev  fXfC-Tr  » .-.I    L-    ur-r-ii.--.-  i  "  ::.*.    -.1-    r^-.^    .    -- 

the  Citriin^r  t-riv-  ":■  t  wt-z-  i-*  i  *'n;c^  tc-  .  .-r"-- 
can  be  r^j.ac*-:   '•-     •.--:i.    i.-:  ':-  ■   -  -C .        z\      '-    IT.I 

panies  ber.^fl:  *■:..    ''-i  r:    7   »- "  -n.-r  -  •"."■-:■        i. :-  .'  .. -: 

dated.      TL-rr-    s.rr   -■     'i.-"*:*--    :.:  .-  «.  -:--f     " 

available  f  >r  z,'.i-.'.zz  =-    -*~^  i* ""  %  *"- :    "  ir*-  -  -   - 1-- 

the  pier  forth* ''v*-*i:  v*  :i*       i..*— '  •— .  -v*    •       . -.:      ■     .v- 
and  Lim<^ri':-k  Ifa.  ▼£"»   .  t. -t--  ■.:■'        -.  ■-:.>■s- 

m 

tbearraBg*n*-r.  *si  1  ^:  '•*  t  .•*-!;»•-:.:  ■  -  -   .-r^.  .-^   ..     .  -— f      :      -.-..- 

one,  and  «L.C'.  :"*  }i5.  ri-   '   -r-i.-;  .1.-  -■-.•'.   •:   .s-:-:^     .•        -.-   .     •■,■      ^i,- 

refused  to  er-V^T   ii*:     it:  r-.i^-.i    -.:  .:*      -:.-::.-^     r..-       :       •     ^'V- 

aporti'.Eof!.'-*j.r:i*r:T— -^Alirr^*^ —  *  -^:.*.    --r..— a-  -    r^^     - 

which  iii'i  lo:   •.-^.  v-.^*-.  -:^    '.    r.'i.-.  •  ..  .:  r   ..-..-        :— -  -- 
and   over    »r.':i  :i.-t  it:  1-.  v.i-.--  a  t.     '-..'.  ,    &*•'■:      -    -' 

Was  that  a  r«5*.».',r4 -.*  ijt^-.  r^'r.-*-. -  .:.-*   v  — .  -    -,  -  .-^r.--.    t    ,   ,     >  , 

*Mb.  JACK-^mN:    :    ':t:..:-:    I.V.T-  t  .- 

that  que*:if.i:  »-I->. .  -.: : : r:  •  ^r.  - '. .  r^  '  : .  *  ji  i     .'     .-     A     ,'-      -  '.  c'^ 

I    am     i'.for-r.*-!     ::.4:    -.i*     '.  •r.ist- -  1  -    •  :.->    —..  t  -   .-r     -    ->ftr  -^ 

removed  the  J  :* J  ii: -..-i.*z'* -,5 --.»••-.  TT.  :•  :*  r.    -•'<-.  ^>r  r     ...•-*     ■ 

motion  on  a  pre.,:-.* 'xr.:i»- ■.*".   i- :   :  r*.*  i-  .*-  -    :  --   • --.  >         .'   -- 
onlj  wLea    tirj  ■•■./•.:  -li— r.. -*»    -:■.■.  -   .*  t.  -i.  .if       .•    . --:       -   -  .- 

put     them     bi:£   f.tt    •.*,*    r-»ii-:     -.f  :      :  :•    ,>-: 

Works  called  fctv^ -.:.',-".-- v.*  T-tr.*-     I  -i.   '  •.  - ' -. 't  '.-;%*'!?'-*  -7- 

believe   it  :■»  a  L-.i^trrr  •.•.*.:  ~.r-. :  »?fc»'".j  J      •-•-         -.  .:     >  i.-  <  .'.>^         *  '!.     - 
be  settled  bj  arri-jjrrr.*--*  -<*.•:    r  • -,.  >-'.-.-.•. 
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THE  .SHERIFF  DE?~7-:  '  ?  <  .'7.-;     =--- 

Mb.     CALD'VJI.M.       V*-»i-r      -.:  -%•■.>         -^ 

Rolioz)     asked     tfie     !>:  •:     Ar^'^-r-*  ..-.     :-- 
whether  it  wa.«  tr.*  V4.»*  •  -  w  J-f-    7"'-  -' » 
Sheriff    \)^yi\st     -.f     '',*:■ -="»      t-    * 

fitting  r.n  the  ?!*•'.-,  i:  ".     r '.•.:':.-'*    :  r  .'=    •'    -.    '. 

with  a  ca%*-,  ViVr  t/i  - »:    "'i  -     v  •  *'.»    r    ■    ' 

had  been    aj:>-ii>:    -,     -.  -_    f-— .      %»  '.-•     »    .;     ,  .- 

Sheri:f  .Sib -s'i  •-.•>;.    *  ■  -  •  •^.:-.*-'    .  *.  ;»7-.  .C-,  •>•     ,    -     .. 

or  the:-r?  y  '  f '.-.e  *».•■.••*•  »*«  ''•■•.•*  -ir-.^  .«'<.•         '-"       ^. 

befontthe  .^  •.«:.•. '5  -: .   »  .*.\\   -     •*  '-i.*.-  "     *        .' 

whether    Mr.    *. .-••.>    '.•%.>:    »i  -    :</'-  •  c 

asi<Ie  a^'I  '3-:-.:r-.-.r':  :-*v.    r   .  •  •  /     •,  .-..■.■- 

the  r»: Hi 'ii. '•■'•?•  "•'  -'-.'■'*      I  w     ti.*    .'•  c--«    , 

Thou. s  rr*' .•••*:  V,  %•",     •.    1 -..•  •.     %.    r « •  -     ■..•      .•^-     - 

and,  if  i»^  ■»5i'!  v.:   b'.    *-.      .v.    .-,    «  ■  -,    ^               .r^ 
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27,546 ;    anil  in  tho  {^resent    month,  the  said  premises    might   have    been 

27,010.    The  variation  in  numbers  has  vacant  for  nearly  the  whole  of  the  period 

resulted  only  from  the  (^eater  or  less  for  which  such  rate  was  charged ;  and 

degree  in  which  recruiting  has  replaced  whether,  if  the  law  as  it  now  stands 

the  drafts  for  foreign  service.  establishes  this  liability  of  vacant  pre- 
mises, he  would  undertake  to  introauoe 

POLICE  PASSES  IN  GWEEDORE.  *  measure  which  would  conform  the  in- 

Mh.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked  the  Chief  f  ^«°f».  *>^  "*''"^'y  *"  ?"**  "^^'^  "8"; 

jua.  «.  *j.  ij       wo    .    .T—  iates  the  payment  of  Income  Tax  and 

Secretary  to  the  LordLieutenant  of  Ire-  ^„„icipal?ates,  which  are  only  collect- 
land  whether,  tn  addition  to  the -passes  able  for  such  p;riods  as  the  owners  or 
issued  by  Sergeant  Mahony.  R.I.O.,  in  occupiers  have  enjoyed  a  beneBcial  into- 
the  district  of  Gweedore.  otters  have  K  ^^^  {^^^  i.^ble  to  the  pay- 
been  issued  by  Head  ConsUble  CM  ^  guch  rates  and  taxes  ? 
M'Carthy ;  and,  by  whose  authority  this  ^^    ^    j    jjALFOUR :  The  Local 

^^trTi^ilLFOUE^' I  am  informed  ««-""--*  B-'**  ^"^ *  T^.  S* 

by  the  Constabulary  Authorities    that  ^^Tv^nrprLuef  TheTat^^'g 

Head  Constable  M'Carthy  did  issue  some  ^^^\^  liability  to  pay  the  rate  are 

passes  to  persons  proceeding  from  an  j^t^d    by    statute,    upder    which 

island  where  there  was  reason  to  believe  8^        ^j^J^    ^j^^    ^^J^    .^   ^^^^^ 

iiersons    implicated    in  the  in-irder  of  \^^     ^^^^^j     ^^     .^^    ^^    ^^^     ^^^^ 

Inspector  Martin  were  concealed     The  ^j  ^^^  ^^^^  j^  jj^^,     ^^^  ^^  ^  ^^. 

constable  acted  upon  his  own  authority,  j    ,     ^                 subsequently  in  ooou- 

•  ^f  •/•  \  ^«"^  '•    "  T  T  W^l  Pation,  who,  however,  if  the  payment  is 

right  hon.  aentleman,  as  I  do,  that  I  ^^^^  ^    ^;^  ^^^^  ^^^  montfis  from  the 

hold  in  my  hand  a  number  of  such  n^akingof  the  rate,  may  deduct  the  entire 
passes,  granted  on  several  days  in  amount  from  the  rent  payable  to  his  land- 
Donegal,  wdl  he  make  further  inquiry  ^^^     j  ^^  ^^^  know  thlt  it  is  desirable 

•^"in*  j'liLFOUR^I  understand  '«J°7^-«  ^«g»'''«-  -^  "  "  -8" 

tbat  nobody  denies    that  each  passes  ^ 

were  issued,  and  I  do  not  know  that  the  SHERIFF  CLERK  DEPUTES  AND 

hon.  Member  advances  the  matter  by  PROCURATORS  FISCAL, 

showing  the  actual  pieces  of  paper.    I  ^^      CDNINGHAME     GRAHAM 

will  make  any  further  inquiry  desired.  /Lanark    N  W  1  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 

Mb;  SEXTON(Belfast   W.):   What  irthT aJJ^^^^^^^ 

has  become  of  the  right  of  freedom  of  ^^^^^  ^j^^^  j^  ^^^^     ^^  ^^^  as  practi- 

movement  in  this  part  of  the  kingdom  ^^^j       especially  in  a  district  such  as 

for  Her  Majesty's  lie|e8  who  have  not  Lanarkshire,  Sheriff  Clerk  Deputes  be 

received  these  passes  ?  ^i^j^^^   enrolled    law    agents   or    have 

Mr   A    J.BALFOUR:  If  the  righ  ^^^^^^  apprenticeships,   and    have  at- 

hon.  Gentleman  can  adduce  instances  of  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  attending,  law  classes  with 

people  who  have  been  stopped  in  any  ^^^  ^.^^  ^^  qualifving  for  being  law 

lawful  movement,  he  will  have  some  agents,  and  whether  he  will  see  that  in  the 

ground  for  asking  tho  question,  but  as  appointment  of  Procurators  Fiscal  the 

Jar  as  I  know,   no  such  case  can   be  3^^^  ^^j^  ^^  observed  when  the  Fisoal- 

*^^"^®^-  ship  at  Hamilton  was  to  be  filled  up ; 

and,  if   there   was  any  truth  in  the 

LIABILITY  FOR  POOR'S  RATE.  rumour  that  such  an  important  place  as 

Mr.  D£  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked  Airdrie  was  to  be  amalgamated  with  a 

the  Chief  Secretaxy  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  minor  burgh  such  as  Hamilton,  and  an 

tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local  Oo-  assistant  Procurator  Fiscal  only  be  ap- 

vernment  Board  in  Ireland  has  a  discre-  pointed  for  Airdrie,  the  principal  Fiscal 

tionary  power  to  amend  the  existing  being  at  Hamilton  ? 

regulation,  that  when  premises  were  oc-  ^*Tb:e  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 

cupied  on  the  day  when  the  Poor's  Rate  P.   B.    Robbrtson)  :     I    fully    concur 

was  struck,  the  owner  of  suoh  premises,  with    the   hon.   Member   that   Sheriff 

or  any  subsequent  occupier,  became  re-  Clerk  Deputes  and  Procurators  Fiscal 

sponsible  for  a  full  year's  rate,  though  should,    so    far    as     practicable,    be 

Mr.  E,  Stanhope 
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qualified  ia  the  manner  suggested  in  the  cession  to  thai  country  by  Penl  of 

tne  question.    As  regards  Sheriff  Clerk  the  province  of  Tarapaoai  in  ivhich  fi0 

Deputes,  their  appointment  and  the  re-  situated  the  deposits  of  guano  liypolh^ 

sponsibility  for  the  proper  performance  cated  by  Peru  to  tb»  bondholders  ? 

of  their  duties  rest  with   the  Sheriff  Mb.    ISAACSON  (Tower  Hamle(a» 

Clerk,  who,  for  bis  own  sake  if  for  no  Stepney) :    Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 

other  reason,  would  take  «are,  when  it  to  refer  to  a  question  I  put  last  year  re« 

is  practicable,  to   appoint  a   qualified  lating  to  a  loau  then  being  brought  out 

r^rson.    As  regards  Procurators  Fiscal,  by  the  Chilian  GhiYernmentt  and  iiLft 

am  not  aware  of  any  instance  of  an  hypothecation  of  the  guano  contained  in 

appointment  being  made  when  the  per-  this  identical  district  already  hypothe* 

son  appointed  was  not  properly  quali-  cated  to  the  Peruvian  bondholders.    I 

fied.      The    Procurator    Fiscalship    of  wish  to  ask  whether  the  Chilian  Govern- 

Hamilton  will,  it  is  expected,  be  filled  ment     has     paid    any     attention    if> 

up  within  a  few  days.     There  is  no  truth  representations  made  f    I  withdrew  tha 

in  the  rumour  that  the  Fiscalship  of  question  at  the  time  on  a  promise  that 

Airdrie  and  Hamilton  are  to  be  amalga-  the  Chilian  Gh>vemment  would  do  ever]- 

mated.  thing  they  possibly  oould  to  facilitate 

arrangements  with  the  Peruvian  bond* 

PICKETING   AMONG  SCOTCH  MINERS.    ^^L*®"' ^^^««^„      *    ,  .  , 

Me.     CUNINGHAME      GRAHAM  hofVLf^TS^S '.^^ 

asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  could  J?°'  ^"?°^  ^*  *^**^'  8*^^  '^^^^^  ^' 

give  any  information  as  to  the  arrest  of  ^^  question. 

John   Wilson,  minors*  agent,  of  Brox-  'pHE  CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT  AT 

burn,  and  of  John  Nichol  and  Patrick  UVKRPOOL. 

pimes,  miners ;  and  if  the  practice  of  ^^     p    O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  S.) 

picketing     well  known  among  Scotch  ^^^^    ^^e  Secretary  \o  the  Treaiufy 

miners  18  against  the  law;    and,  if  so,  ^^ether  Mr.  Murray,  deputy  chairmai^ 

\\M^  ^T>  n  T>nTii?T>TQrkTir  rnu  Board  of  Customs,  reeently  visited  livef- 
♦MB.J.P.B  ROBERTSON:  These  men  ,  ^^^  reprimanded  certain  ofBcm^ 
were  arrested  by  the  police  on  a  charge  Snd  ordered  their  removal  toother 
of  intimidating  workmen  ^e  facts  ^s;  whether  the  same  gentleman  sub- 
were  inquired  into  and  found  not  to  ^quently  attempted  to  pursue  a  similar 
sustain  the  charge.  Picketing  is  agains  ^^^  ^\^y^  ^^  ^*Jacers  at  London ;  and, 
the  law  m  cases  m  which  the  pickets  act  jj       ^^  ^^e  legaUty  of  his  action  oi^ 

JL^^n    -^    *''''  ""l  *^^^'^  """^^fl  ""^  that  occasion  challenged;  whether  tho 

it.  A  Tf^?  """"^  Protection  of  Pro-  g^^  ^^  Customs  Wire  compelled  lo^ 

perty  Act,  ib7D.  acknowledge  the  legality  of  the  officer*' 

agitation  in  London,  and  to  withdrair 

PERUVIAN  BONDHOLDERS.  from  the  position  they  had  taken  up  j  it 

Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime-  the  action  of  the  Liverpool  officers  iq 

house)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  connection  with  the  agitation  against 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  the   extension    of  hours  in    any   WAJ 

negotiations  were»  or  had  been,  going  differed  from  that  of  their  brothers  in 

on  with  the  Ohilian  Oovemment  as  to  London ;  and,  if  S0|  in  what  manner ;. 

their  retention  of  territory  hypothecated  whether  the  order   reprimanding   tho 

to  the  Peruvian  bondholders ;  and,  if  so,  Liverpool  officers  had  been  canoelledi 

whether  he  could  state  if  a  satisfactory  and  all  those  who  were  removed  under 

result  was  likely  to  be  arrived  at  ?  it  returned  to  their  respective  stationstit 

Sir  JAMES  FERQUSSON:  Commu-  Liverpool;  and,  if  not,  would  they  be 

nica  tiuns  have  passed  between  Her  Ma*  restored  to  their  places,  and  at  wnose 

jesty's  Government  and  that  of  Chili  with  expense  had  these  offlosf  •  been  removed ; 

respect  to  the  interference  by  the  latter  if   Mr.    Murray,   when  in   Liverpool 

with  the  proposed  settlement  by   Peru  promised  the  offloera  interested  a  copy 

of  .her  liabilities  to  the  Peruvian  bond-  of  a  document,  read  by  himself  to  them 

holders;    but    Chili  has  not  yet    con-  and  conveying  the  Board's  censure,  &o. ; 

sented  to  the  commencement  of  negotia-  if  the  Deputy  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 

tions  with  reference  to  the  obligations  Customs,  afterwards,  when  applied  to, 

of  Chili  to  the  bondholders  arising  from  refused  the  copy  of  the  said  document^ 
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toA  if  the  Secrelar;  to  the  Lords  of  t)ie 
/Qessorpr  nould  be  good  enough  to  lay 
tKeonguiBl  documeat  tipoii  the  Table  of 

SQ  HonsQ  or  state  it)  contents ;  nod 
Uther,  coQBidermg  the  Berious  conflict 
&nt  had  ariaen,  the  Treasury  would 
miioe  an  independent  inquiry  ? 

ISa.  JAOKSON^:  The  question  at 
■tamvith  regard  to  ths  aotion  of  the 
Cepaty  Ch airman  of  the  Board  of 
Obstoma  and  that  of  certain  members  of 
t&GLst&ff  at  Liverpool  has  been  not  one 
of  lav  but  of  discipline,  and  I  vould 
cespeetfhll;  rapreaent  to  ths  House  that 
H  is  not  a  matter  which  can  be  properly 
tCnnused  in  an  answer  to  a  question  of 
Xataib  such  as  the  hon.  Member'sques- 
tion  contains.  Ths  matter  in  dispute.  I 
am  informed,  has  been  settled  by  the 
Board  of  Customs,  witb  due  regard  to 
4fia  interests  of  the  Service,  and,  I 
believe,  of  the  staff  itself. 

TB£  SAUOAK  CONFERENCE. 
Me.  W.  a.  M'ARTHDR  (Cornwall, 
Hid)  anked  ths  Under  Seoretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  be 
.ilBd  seen  the  statement  in  the  Timet  of 
Vn3a.j,  March  15,  that  Messrs.  John  A. 
.KulBOD,  William  Walter  Pbslps.  and 
George  H.  Bates,  had  been  appointed 
Commission  era  for  the  United  States  to 
0tB  Conference  on  Samoan  affairs ; 
W^^ether  this  information  was  correct ; 
sad  whether  he  could  now  state  the 
aameq.of  the  Commissianere  who  would 
npresent  this  country  at  the  Conference  ? 

•tea  J.  FERGUSaON:  I  have  seen  the 
qUiiemejt^  but  we  do  not  know  that 
tbese  nominations  have  been  conflrmed 
lij  the  Senate,  which  is  necessary. 

Mb.  W.  A.  M'ARTHUE  said  the 
igg^t  bon.  Gentleman  bad  not  answered 
thelast  paraKraphof  the  question. 

•Snt  J.  FERGUSSON  said  be  bad 
answered  the  same  question  several 
ttnies.  The  Oom  mission  era  were  not 
jet  appointed,  but  the  ban.  Qentle- 
■nan  might  rest  assured  that  they 
would  be  appointed  in  good  time. 

BAILWAY  RATEa 
'  Mb.  finch  (Rutland)  asked  ibe 
Firendont  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
-  ISfi  Bailway  Companies  had  cancelled 
'  Ae  rates  for  the  carriage  of  Foreign  as 
VqH  as  of  Home  produce,  which 
'  appeared  open  to  objection  on  the 
gmad  of  undue  preference ;  and  if  the 
Ifr.  P.  <ySrim 


cancelling  of  these  special  rates  has  had 
the  effect  of  raising  the  charges  paid 
for  the  carriage  of  goods  wliich  were 
imported  from  abroad  ? 
*Thb  PHESIDENT  of  tiir  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hickb-Hkach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Yes ;  I  nsHume,  from  the 
answers  I  read  to  the  Hiiuso  the  other 
day,  these  rates  -have  l'«en  cancelled. 
If  not,  of  course  the  Railway  Com- 
mission will  have  power  to  adjudicate. 

DK,  BARR'SLETTKBTO  THE  "TIMES." 

Sir  W.  HAECOURr  (Derby)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
tjieutenant  of  Ireland  whutbrr  he  had 
any  cognizance  of  the  letter  of  Dr.  Barr 
before  its  publication  in  the  limtt 
newspaper  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFUUR;  Yes.  Sir; 
I  had  cognizance  of  the  letter, 
which,  indeed,  was  snnt  to  me  on 
its  way  to  the  Press.  I  did  not 
do  more  than  make  uiyelf  generally 
acquainted  with  ils  contents  until  after 
it  appeared  in  print ;  but  it  [  had  read 
it  in  detail,  T  should  fqualiy  have  re- 
frained  from  intqrftring  with  its  publi- 
falion,  as  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  no  impropriety  in  any 
gentleman  refuting,  in  siich  manner  as 
night  think  right,  ern'rs  or  calum- 
nies respecting  which  he  has  been 
called  upon  to  deal,  not  in  cimnection 
with  his  ordinary  duties  as  a  servant  of 
the  Government.  Tt  appears  that  in  so 
doing  Dr.  Barr  has  nnt  ai^ted  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  rules  governing  his 
department.  In  so  far  as  there  is  blame 
attaching  to  him  for  this,  it  is  evident 
that  bia  reference  to  me  may  welt  have 
contributed  to  bis  incurring  that  blame. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  After  that 
answer  of  the  Chief  Suerelary  for 
Ireland,  I  will  ask  the  Home  dncretary 
whether  he  has  reproved  Dr.  Barr  for 
bis  conduct  in  publishing  this  letter, 
which  appears  to  have  bi'en  corrected  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Dr.  Barr  was. 
no  doubt,  guilty  of  a  breach  of  oflficial 
etiquette  io  publishing  this  letter 
referring  to  matters  in  nis  department 
without  the  sanction  of  tlie  bead  of  the 
department.  There  is  no  connection 
whatever  between  this  and  the  oommu- 
nications  that  passed  between  Dr.  Barr 
and  my  right  hoc.  Frienil.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  neither  the  powpr  nor  the 
inclination  to   absolve  Dr.  Barr  from 


37 


Samoa. 


{Kaboh  18,  1889} 


SawMa. 


af 


'oomplianco  with  the  official  rule    that 
^yerns  thift  matter. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  the  riii^ht  hon.  Qentleman  will 
lay  on  the  the  Table  the  correspondence 
now  in  the  Home  Office  on  the  subject 
of  this  letter ;  and  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  what  communication 
has  been  made  to  Dr.  Barr,  and  what 
commuoication  he  has  receiyed  on  the 
aubject  from  Dr.  Barr  ?  I  may  state 
that  I  addressed  a  letter  on  this  subject 
to  the  Home  Secretary  some  days  ago, 
and  that  I  have  received  no  acknow- 
ledflrment  or  reply. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  My  apologies 
are  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  thought  my  answer  in  the 
House  would  be  accepted  as  an 
answer  to  the  application.  I  have 
i^ready  informed  the  House  of  the 
nature  of  my  communication  to  Dr. 
Barr^ — namely,  that  I  have  called  his 
attention  to  the  official  rule,  and  re- 
quested him  to  observe  it  in  future.  No 
one  knows  better  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  how  contrary  it  would  be  to 
all  practice  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  communications  between  a  De- 
partment  and  its  offirers. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  move 
for  that  correspondence,  and  call  atten- 
tion to  the  conduct  in  this  matter  of  the 
Home  Office  with  reference  to  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Home  Office,  on  the  Vote  for 
the  salaries  of  the  medical  officers  of  the 
Home  Department. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Perhaps  I 
.  may  be  allowed  to  correct  a  very  singular 
lapse  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  stated  as  clearly  as  I 
oonld  articulate  that  I  had  not  even 
made  myself  accurately  acquainted  with 
the  contents  of  the  letter,  and  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  that  reply 
ringing  in  his  ears,  described  the  letter 
as  one  which  I  had  corrected. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  received 
Dr.  Barr's  letter,  what  did  he  do  with 
it? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   I  sent  it  on. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :   To  the  Tim$$f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes. 

ANNEXATIONS  IN  THE  PACIFIC. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
an  extract  from  a  letter  dated  Tahiti, 


the  14th  January,  and  published  in  the 
Standard otiYi^  15th  instant,  stating  that 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Hifacinth  had  just 
arrived  there ;   that 

*'Sh6  came  from  the  Hervey  in'o^Pt  where 
they  had  hoisted  the  Eo^lish  fli^  oa  every 
iflland  in  the  group ;  that  the  Unioa  Jack  was 
hoisted,  21  guns  fired  from  the  ship,  '  God  Save 
the  Queen'  played,  and  the  islanders  became 
British  subjects  ;'* 

whether  that  statement  was  true,  and, 
if  so,  how  many  islands  had  been  an- 
nexed ;  whether  the  captain  of  the 
Hyacinth  acted  on  instructions  from  the 
British  Qovemment  in  annexing  the 
islands;  and  whether  papers  on  the 
subject  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Lord  a.  HAMILTON:  The  states 
ment  as  represented  in  the  question  is 
substantially  correct  in  these  particulars! 
Between  the  26th  of  October  and  the 
4th  of  November,  1 888,  the  captain  of 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Hyacinth  declared  a 
Protectorate  over  the  islands  composing 
the  Cook  group,  which  includes  the 
Hervey  group.  The  Union  Jack  was 
hoisted  and  saluted  in  the  usual  manner. 
There  are  in  all  nine  islands  included  in 
the  Protectorate.  The  captain  was  act- 
ing under  instructions  from  the  Oovem- 
ment. 

SAMOA. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  any  report  had 
yet  been  received  at  the  Admiralty  con- 
cerning the  seizure  of  Mr.  Oilan.  a 
British  subject,  on  board  the  British  ship 
Richmond  by  an  armed  guard  from  the 
German  warship  AdUr  at  Samoa  ? 

IiORD  G.  HAMILTON :  A  telegraphic 
report  has  been  received  from  the  Oom- 
mander-in-Ohief  on  the  Australian 
Station  from  New  Zealand,  dated 
February  19,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Oermans  had  proclaimed  martial  law  at 
Samoa,  and  claimed  the  right  of  search 
over  British  ships,  and  that  British  sub- 
jects (no  names  given)  had  been  removed 
from*the  British  ship  Hichmond^  by  armed 
boats  from  the  Oerman  ship  Adi$r, 
They  were  subsequently  released  on  the 
demand  of  the  captain  of  the  Royaliot. 
A  further  telegram  on  February  21 
states  that  the  captain  of  the  Calliop^^ 
which  ship  has  replaced  the  Royalist,  had 
informed  the  German  authorities  at 
Samoa  that  he  could  not  a'jknowledge 
the  establishment  of  martial  law  or  the 
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jurisdiction  or  rights  so  claimed  over 
British  subjects  or  Courts.  The  claims 
so  advanced  were  abandoned.  No  re- 
port has  been  received  with  reference  to 
the  statement  quoted  in  the  second  part 
of  the  question.  With  regard  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  question,  Captain 
Hand  reports  that  a  cutter  belonging  to 
the  German  ship  Eber  chased  a  boat 
containing  unarmed  nativcF,  and  fired 
fired  upon  them  as  they  were  escaping 
into  the  bush.  Captain  Hand,  of  the 
Royaiut,  was  on  the  beach  at  the  time, 
and  hailed  the  German  boat  to  call  their 
attention  to  his  being  there,  and  to  his 
being  exposed  to  their  fire.  On  his  re- 
monstrating with  the  captain  of  the 
Eher^  that  officer  expressed  his  regret  at 
the  oocurrence  which  had  taken  place 
contrary  to  the  instructions  he  had  given 
as  to  firing,  and  repeated  the  same  to 
Captain  Hand  on  the  following  day  on 
board  the  RoyahU.  He  further  sent  the 
officer  who  had  committed  the  breach  of 
orders  to  Captain  Hand  to  apologize, 
and  to  explain  that  he  had  acted  con- 
trary to  his  instructions. 

COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTION 
EXPENSES. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  would 
grant  a  Return  of  the  expenses  of  return- 
ing officers  in  connection  with  the  County 
Council  elections  in  England  and  Wales  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mb.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The 
expenses  of  returning  officers  incurred 
in  connection  with  County  Counoil 
elections  in  many  instances  have  not  as 
vet  been  taxed.  At  a  later  date  I  shall 
have  no  objection  to  assent  to  a  Motion 
for  such  a  Return  as  that  referred  to. 

DOVEY  FISHERY. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  asked  what 
were  the  private  interests  which  the 
Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries  on  the  3rd 
of  January  last  stated  as  likely  to  oppose 
successfully  a  by-law  of  the  Dovey 
Fishery  Board  to  extend  by  a  fortnight 
the  time  for  net  fishing  in  the  waters 
within  the  Board's  jurisdiction  ? 
♦Sir  M.  H.  BEACH:  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  quite  accurate  in  stating 
that  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries 
made  any  reference  to  private  interests. 

Lord  0.  EamiUon 


What  he  did  say  was  that  the  yiews  of 
the  fishermen  would  be  much  opposed  by 
the  more  important  Fishery  Boards,  the 
preservation  of  whose  districts  mi^i  be 
affected  by  further  extension  of  the 
season  for  the  capture,  and  consequently 
the  sale,  of  salmon. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mr.   WATT    (Glasgow,    Camlaohie) 
asked   the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  under  the  powers  oon- 
f erred  by  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Act,   upon    the     Commissioners,    upos 
application  to  review  the  action  of  rail- 
way companies  who    had  raised   their 
rates  during  the  passage  of  the  above 
Act,  and  prior  to  its  coming  into  opera- 
tion, a  case  is  now  being  heard  before 
the  Commissioners ;  and  whether  it  is  a 
fact    that    certain     railway  companies 
have  in  some  cases  increased  their  rates 
subsequent  to  1st  January  last;  and,  if 
so,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  see  that  no  contravention 
of  the  Act  takes  place  ? 

Sir  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  have  communi- 
cated with  the  Registrar  to  the  Com- 
missioners and  am  informed  that  there 
is    no  such  case  before  the  Commie- 
sioners.     In  two  cases  only  have  the 
Board  of  Trade  received    information 
of    increase     of   rates     subsequent  to 
the    1st    of    January    last.      If    anj 
such     increase    is    made    without    the 
giving  of  the  prescribed  notice,  the  com- 
pany making  it  is  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
£5  for  each  offence.     Any  question  or 
dispute  involving  the  legality  of  any 
toll,  rate,  or  charge,  or  portion  of  a  toll,  • 
rate,  or  charge  may  be  brought  before 
the  Commissioners,  who  have  jurisdio- 
tion  to  hear  and  determine   the  same 
under  section  10  of  the  Act,  and  under 
section     31,     whenever     any     person 
receiving  or  sending  goods  by  any  rail- 
way is  of  opinion  that  the  railway  com- 
pany   is    charging    him  an   unfair  or 
unreasonable    rate,    such   person    may 
complain  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  who 
will  thereupon  endeavour  to  settle  the 
matter    amicably.     The    operation    of 
clauses   10  and  31    is    not    suspended 
pending  the  settlement  of  the  maximum 
rates  under  section  24. 

Mr.  watt  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
58th  clause  of  the  Act  confers  retro- 
spective powers  on  the  Commissioners 
only  in  cases  where  litigation  was  pend- 
ing prior  to  1st  January  last  ? 
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Sir  M.  H.  BEACH :  The  hoD.  Mem- 
ber has  giveo  me  no  notioe  of  thia 
queetian. 


Ms.  FF.YNN  asked  theOhiefSecretat? 
to  tiie  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if 
the  statement  in  tbe  hirmingham  feit 
is  well  founded,  to  the  effoct  that  the 
small  Uommittee  on  Prison  Treatment 
will  inoLude  Mr.  n'>urke,  Gbain 
the  Irish  Friaons  Board.  Dr.  MoOabe, 
and  Dr.  O'Farrell;  and,  if  the  state' 
ment  is  not  accurate,  can  he  inform  the 
House  who  are  the  paities  irho  hare 
been  selected,  -and  will  he  undertake 
that  the  Uommittee  will  contain  mem- 
bers other  than  gentlemei  who  have 
been  or  are  conneuted  with  prison  ad- 
mioiatratioa  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  There  is  nc 
truth  in  the  report.     I  shall,  of  course, 
endeavour   to  make  anj  committee 
ooramisaion       representative       in 
charabter. 

FEMALE    ATTESDANT8      AT      POLICE 
STATIONS. 

Mb.  PICKERSQILL  (Beth nal Green. 
9.W.)  asked  the  SectetarjofState for  the 
Home  Department  what  appointments 
have  been  made  of  female  attendanls  at 
Metropolitan  Police  Stations  so 
secure  for  women  charged  during  the 
night,  and  detained  in  custody,  the  pro- 
tection of  persons  of  their  own  sex? 

Me.  MiTTBEWS:  At  all  police- 
stations  there  are  female  attendants, 
who  are  not  resident  on  the  station  pre- 
mises, but  who  reside  close  hy,  ana  at 
night  can  be  summond  by  the  inspector 
if  their  services  are  required.  There 
are  about  200  pilics  stations  in  the 
metropolis,  and  to  provide  quarters 
tor  resident  female  attendants  would 
involve  considerable  structural  altera- 
tions and  a  large  expenditure  of  monej. 
The  hon.  Member  will  bear  in  mtnd 
tlut  Mr.  Justice  Willa's  Committee 
dealt  only  with  police  courts  and  not 
with  police- si atioDs,  to  which  none  of 
their  recommendations  apply. 

RE8DLTS  FEES. 

Mh.  CEILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland  whether  the  resulU  fees  have 

jet  been  paid  the  national  school  teachers 


in  the  Ballagbaderreen,  Oounfy  Uay«, 
District  (No.  21),  whose  schools  were 
examined  before  the  31st  January  last; 
and  whether  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Edscation  in  Ireland  hare 
acted  in  accord  with  the  pledges  given 
on  their  behslf  by  him,  that  payment 
of  results  fees  would  be  made  within 
four  weeks  subsequent  to  date  of  results 
examination  to  teachers  against  whom 
no  complaint  had  been  made  by  the 
district  Inspejtor  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Com- 
missionere  of  National  Education  mfom 
me  that  in  all  cases  in  the  distriol 
named,  in  which  the  Annual  RestUta 
Examinations  were  held  before  the  Slit 
January  last,  the  results  fees  have  b«ui 
paid  with  four  exceptions,  due  to  irregn- 


laritiea  in  the  returns  ( 


tional  oirouiuataQces.  but  paymntt  id 
these  four  cases  will  shortly  isene.  The 
Commissioners  add  that,  in  all  eases, 
except  those  in  which  a  necessity  arisrie 
for  special  investigation,  the  results  fees 
are  issued  within  about  a  month  from 
the  date  of  the  examination  of  the 
school. 

CLERKS  OF  UNIONS. 

Me.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land when  the  Qovemmeot  mean  to 
bring  in  the  Bill,  as  promised  last  Ses- 
sion, to  provide  for  the  service  of  clerks 
of  unions  and  poor  rate  collectors  in 
Ireland  under  the  Franchise  Act  ? 

Mr-  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  supposing  that  a  promise 
had  been  made  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
meet  the  cases  of  the  Poor  Law  officials 
where  they  are  at  present  insufficiently 
remunerated  for  their  duties  in  question. 
I  am,  however,  quite  ready  to  introduce 
a  Bill  on  the  subject,  if  assured  that  it 
will  meet  w.'th  the  general  assent  of  the 
House. 

Mh.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  late  Colonel 
King  Harman  stated  laxt  year  that  the 
question  had  for  some  time  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  Ouvernment  and  that  a 
Bill  would  be  brought  in  on  an  early 
date? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  was 
promised.  But  it  is  the  case  that  the 
matter  has  engaged  the  attention  nf  thft 
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f*-^  ;-^p^.r-4^rAt>.   .ir;i^r*^f/>it,  ^wftrjF^^;       vf,r.   T    mORaTT:  T&«:  ^iia-  JTi 

pfp    f    i^^msyrt    '^^i^Mii^m  /w-  *>^^'  *^  ^^ 

f/>r't  t'-i'^r,:iT>*  of  /r-'«m'f  #♦  ^h^  ^A    ^*»^  rliKt  .itfownoa  aac  dig 

uTrtif;^  ?^?^''*  ^'^'^   *'»»-ii>**^  •fif»f^i*w      J^m  T.  i^.  r/ro!53roa  Li. 

#/f>i  **.'*  /eT^  ''v  A'rj'-M^i*   #r,v;i^^  ^   fe^^M  JM^.,;    Kay  I  M 

htith4sSiiii^1f  iii^  ih^  p&^mtfg  fi4  {^0    1mm  f 

tl^^Hl  ^'mntii^^m  AH.  f^^ft^f  H  wt*       Mm.  A.J.  BALFOUE:  No. 

itr^wf*  irjfirt   tffitf^  ih^^  Otmi  iHftmU  \     Uu,  CLANCY  'VmkAsm  Coostr.  X.:  : 

ih*^  ifi  t^gtrt4   for   ih^pto^wi^/fi   ^A    Ar9  w#  to  i»4«r«Ufid  th^t  thetabvla- 

iht^ffttiHihfti  h^^»f  If.     1f1/<M^j  iUm^md    itn%  of  MmUmk^  Uir  Ub©  7f»^  is  amo«g 

Mlfg?«ft*^M  iiii^M^^f*fk  ih^  Auij  iff  m6»n  1  lli#   or^inury    duiun   of    a    Bendflst 

erf  ffi^  fhft^i-fiftiHfi.  Hti*t  ttittii^ti^   iiw    M«in^r«f«f 

ttPiiU^  {**  ih^f)'ff^ftffftii.    AMtmf^ut'U       Mu.  A.  3.  BALFOUR:  I  deny  that 

ih*'  }ti*^u)tif  in  f^f**  t^tmih  ttntniftiiphf  my  1  •fiiii«tf4MW4rf«i«b<iUt44  f<rr  the  Timeg. 


tffpU  *ft  fn*»  *)ih  *tt  %ititt}iiu  «  #iti4MH}//ti 

AttpUpt  iff  fli0    Mif^t    of    ib9    }(^id{*fit 
W«j!)*fr»*'»*««  t«»fHrMl  in  uti'l   all    other 


Mil.  T.  M.  JiKALV:  Doen  the  right 
b'/ii,  (Jmid^riJMn  iUny  that  Mr.  Home 
}ja«  be«ii  i«o#*fitly  |>romoted  ? 

Ma.  A.  3.  HALKOUH:  No,  I  do  not. 
What  I  deniiKl  was  the  account  given  of 
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that  promotioi^  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  promo- 
tion has  Mr.  Home  received,  when  did 
he  receive  it,  aud  over  whose  heads  has 
he  been  promoted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  I  cannot  possibly 
answer  the  question. 

A  LICENSING  IRREGULARITY. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow)  asked  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  had  re- 
ceived a  memorial  stating  that  Mr. 
Thomas  Sowler,  a  Justice  of  the  Peace 
for  Manchester,  had  committed  a  breach 
of  the  60th  section  of  the  Licensing  Act 
of  lb72  by  sitting  on  the  Bench  at  a 
licensing  session,  when  application  was 
made  for  the  renewal  or  transfer  of  a 
licence  for  u  house  belonging  to  a 
limited  company  in  which  he  was  a 
shareholder :  and  what  steps  he  pro- 
posed to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
B.  Websfbr,  Isle  of  Wight) :  A  memo- 
rial was  received  substantially  to  the 
effect  stated  in  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  In  consequence,  I  di< 
rected  proceedings  to  be  taken  for  a 
penalty,  since  which  I  have  received  a 
statement  from  Mr.  Sovirler  stating  that 
he  acted  from  inadvertence  and  igno- 
rance of  the  law.  I  have  been  in  com 
munication  with  the  solicitor  of  the 
petitioner,  and  the  matter  is  having  my 
most  careful  consideration. 

ROYAL  GRANTS. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  he 
would  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  reference  to  the  Committee 
on  Royal  OrantH  ? 

♦Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.  Strand) :  I 
will  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  reference  as  sorm  as  the  condi- 
tion of  buHitie!«8  affords  me  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  being  al>le  to  proceed  with 
the  Motion  for  the  Committee. 

INTERNATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL 
CONVENTION. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield 
Central)  a^ked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the  Spanish 
Qovernment  had  formally  invited  the 
International  Industrial  Convention  to 


hold  its  Session  at  Madrid  as  proposed ; 
and  if  the  date  of  its  assembly  has  'been 
fixed  ? 

Sib  J.  FERQUSSON :  No  formal 
invitation  has  yet  been  received,  andtlid 
date  has,  so  far  as  Her  MajeBtya 
Government  are  aware,  not  yet  been 
fixed. 

LONDON  EXCISE. 

Me.  DIXON.  HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  whether  th%re 
was  any  truth  in  the  statement  tbat 
some  of  the  London  Excise  colleotozs' 
offices  are  to  be  abolished,  and  the  dntiee 
of  the  clerks  merged  in  the  office  of  tbe 
Receiver  General  of  Inland  Revenue; 
and  whether  that  arrangiement  wonla 
result  in  any  economy  ? 
♦Mr.  \V.  H.  smith  :  A  scheme  is 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  to  transfer  part  of  the 
w(}rk  now  done  in  the  London  colleotora' 
offices  to  the  Receiver  General.  Nothing 
is  definitely  settled ;  but  economy  is  the 
object  of  the  proposed  arrangement. 

PRISON  TREATMENT  OF  MR.  W. 
O'BRIEN. 

Me.  GLADSTONE.  (Mid  LothiaiO: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether,  a  direct  issue  of  fact  haviiig 
been  raised  between  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  ^ 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  in  relation  to ' 
the  prison  treakuentof  Mr.  W*  O^Brien, 
and  an  inquiry  into  this  matter  by  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  having  been  poo- 
posed  "^by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  and 
rejected  by  Her  Maje^ty^s  Goyernmeot 
on  the  ground,  not  that  the  inquiry  is 
improper,  but  that  the  organ  is  inap- 
propriate, Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  propose  an  inquiry  by  what  they 
may  deem  an  appropriate  organ? 

Ur.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  inqHiiy 
by  Committee  was  rejected  on  the 
ground  that  the  instrument  was  inap- 
propriate; but  even  if  an  appropriate 
instrument  wek-e  provided  (not  a  very 
easy  matter)  it  would  not  follow  thatthe 
inquiry  should  be  granted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  Ihat 
conflicts  of  this  kind  on  matter  of  fact 
have  been  frequent  under  many  Ad- 
ministiations,  aud  that  the  mere  occur- 
rence of  such  a  oonfliut  has  not  been,  and 
could  not  be,  thought  in  most  cases  ta^ 
adequjite  reason  for  setting  in  motion  the 
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elaborate  machinery  neoessary  for  an 
inquiry  on  oath.  Bat  in  order  that  the 
rifpit  hon.  Gentleman  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  estimating  the  eridence 
on  vhich  my  statementB  were  founded,  I 
propose  to  lay  Papers  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  which  I  feel  sure  he  would 
wiah  to  see  before  asking  for  an  inquiry, 
or  otherwise  assoclatiag  himself  with 
the  doubt)  expressed  by  the  Lord  Mayor 
ofDublin. 

Mr.  sexton  :  With  reference  to  the 
reply  of  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the 
Onief  Seci'etary  to  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  whether  the  machinery 
necessary  for  inquiry  is  not  already 
created  by  the  11th  aection  of  the  Irish 
Prisons  Act,  1877?  I  for  one  do  not 
intend    to    suffer    him    again    in    my 

Sresence  to  impute  untruths  to  the  hon. 
(ember  for  North-East  Cork  and 
others^  including  myself,  with  regard  to 
fitatements  which  we  know  to  be  true, 
and  which  we  have  offered  to  prove.  I 
beg. to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  is  willing*  as  the  Prisons 
Board  is  bound  by  atatute,  to  direct  them 
to  hold  such  an  inquiry  as  contemplated 
t)y  the  section,  upon  oath,  and  to  allow 
each  of  the  prisoners  to  be  represented 
|by  counsel,  and  the  Press  to  be 
aomitted  ? 

M».  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  must 
correct  one  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.  He  appears  to  think  that 
whenever  I  make  an  assertion  in  this 
House  upon  information  given  to  me 
with  regard  to  matters  of  fact,  and 
^fhenever  hon.  Members  opposite  happen 
to  differ  from  that  statement,  I  am 
giving  them  the  lie.  I  made  no  such 
fitatement  against  the  hon.  Gentleman 
or  his  Friends  below  the  Gangway. 
With  regard  to  bis  request  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry  on  oath,  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  kind  of  inquiry  granted 
by  the  section  would  satisfy  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  or  was  the 
inquiry  to  which  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
pointed.  If  it  would  satisfy  them,  that 
would  put  an  eatirely  different  com- 
plexion on  the  matter. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Our  side  of  the  case 
rests  upon  the  statemont  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  to 
my  hon.  Friends  the  Mayor  of  Clonmel 

Mr.  A.  J.  Baf/our 


and  the  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  I,  therefore,  aak 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intends  to  go  on  imputing  untruths  to 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  ?  [  Cries  of 
••  Order."] 

*Mb.  speaker  :  A  charge  of  imput- 
ing untruth  is  in  itself  un  Parliamen- 
tary. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  grant  an  inquiry  ?  [_Orie$  of 
"Order"  and  "Withdraw."]  I  am 
quite  in  order.  *  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  grant  an 
inquiry.  [^Renewed  erits  of  "With- 
draw "  and  *•  Order."]  Withdraw  what? 
I  withdraw  nothing.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  trrant  an  inquiry  ? 
«Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  am  sure  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  with  the 
propriety  of  the  remark  which  I  made 
to  him  from  the  Chair.  All  I  said  was 
that  a  charge  of  imputing  untruth  is 
not  Parliamentary. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  grant  an  inquiry  under  the 
Prisons  Act  (Ireland),  1877?  Will  he 
make  such  an  inquiry  effective  by  having 
it  on  oath,  with  both  parties  represented 
by  counsel  and  the  Press  admitted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course  I 
cannot  off-hand  answer  a  proposal  of 
that  kind.  Before  I  give  an  answer  to 
that  question  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  an  inquiry  of  that  kind  would 
meet  the  views  which  I  understand  are 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site and  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Although  I  en- 
tirely  dissent  from  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  objection  has  been  taken  to 
an  inquiry  by  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, yet,  undoubtedly,  any  inquiry 
which  fully  brings  out  the  facts-  will 
meet  my  views,  and,  I  believe,  those  of 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin.  As  reference 
has  been  made  to  conversations  which 
took  place,  I  may  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  in  his  recol- 
lection— as  it  certainly  is  distinctly  in 
mine  —  that  he  described  statements 
made  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  by 
the  phrase  "calumny." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  memory 
does  not  carry  me  back  to  that  particular 
speech  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers ;  but  I  think  it  is  very  likely 
that  I  have  in  this  House — certainly  out 
of  it—  described  the  attacks  to  which  I 
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have  been  Bubjeoted  on  tlie  question  of  difference    between    the    two    Gh>Teni* 

prison  discipline  as  calumny.  ments  in  that  respect  it  is  not  due  to  any 

fault  of  mine. 
GOVERNMKNT  CONTRACTS. 

Colonel  LAURIE  (Bath)  :  I  wish  to  THE  GENERALS'  LIST, 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  SibG.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Office  a  Question  of  which  I  hare  given  Bridgeton) :  With  reference  to  a  Motion 
him  private  notice—whether  he  is  ^^jch  I  have  on  the  paper  for  to-mor- 
correctly  reported  in  the  Datly  News  of  ^w,  and  with  reference  to  the  state- 
Saturday  last,  under  the  heading  "  More  ment  made  last  week,  as  to  the  Generals' 
Ministerial  Bribes."  to  have  given  the  List,  I  would  ask  in  what  state  of  ma- 
details  of  orders  to  be  issued  under  the  turity  that  proposal  of  the  Government 
new  Naval  Programme,  and  to  have  jg^  because  if  it  is  very  near  production 
stated  that  more  than  £1,000,000  worth  i  ^^^i^  ^^t  trouble  the  House  with  my 
of  stores  would  be  ordered,  including  Motion. 

Messrs.   Armstrong  £360,000,  Messrs.  ♦^r.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  informed  the 

Whitworth  £257,000,  Messrs.   Vickers  House  last  week  that  I  had  a  scheme 

£1 1 4.000  ?                    «„^«  „-,  *  ^^  in  preparation,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to 

TheFINANOTAL  SECRETARY  to  ja/^it  before  the  House  in  the  course  of 

V^   ^^KR^^F^    (Mr.  BRrjDRiCK,  ^  few  days,  certainly  in  the  course  of  a 

Surrey.  Guildford^:  I  fear,  Sir,  that  the  ^eek,   and.   therefoie,    I   may  say    in 

£ai7y  N4Wi  has  been  wilfully  misled,  answer  to  the  right  b on.  baronet  that  it 

The  report  18  wholly  inaccurate.    I  made  will  be  produced  almost  immediately, 
no  allusion  whatever  to  orders  which 

may  hereafter  be  given  under  the  pro-  ^^    NATIONAL    GALLERY, 

posed  naval  expenditure.     The  figures  ,^       ^  .  r^^r^^^r^,  ^  *  ^^^     ^ 

Siich  I  cited  were  those  of  orders  at  Mb.    GATHORNE- HARDY   (Kent, 

present  current,  which  have  been  given  Medway)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 

out  in  the  past,  and  were  a  quotation  Treasury  whether  it  was  true,  as  stated 

from  the  speech  delivered  by  mv  right  >»  ^^^  public  Press,  that  the  authorities 

hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  of  the  National  Gallery  were  applying  a 

War  on  Thursday    night,    which   was  »«^  ^^^  fanciful  nomenclature  to    the 

public  property  24  hours  before  I  spoke  pictures  there  ;  and,  if  so,   whether  he 

on  Friday.  would  direct  that  the  old  and  well-known 

Sib    W.   HARCOURT  (Derby) :    I  names  of  the  painters  be  also  affixed  to 

would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  them?                         mrr     mi 

he  is  acquainted  with  a  paper  called  the  *Mk.    W.  H.   SMITH:  The  changes 

Manchester    Courier,    and    whether    he  which,  in   a  very   few  instances,   have 

acknowledges  the  accuracy  of  this  report  ^®en  ™a<Jo  on  the  labels  of  pictures    m 

of  his  speech *^®  National  Gallery  consist   merely    in 

..ri..       V  V      J                V  •      *•     1  *•  the  substitution  of  the  true  name  of  the 

"They  beheved  rery  much   in  stimulating  .    .         -        ^,           „        •  i       •  x. 

private  trade.    In  1883-4  the  Liberal  Govern-  painter    for    the   colloquial    nickname, 

ment  gave  to  private  firms  orders  for  big  guns  This  has  been  done  in    anticipation  of 

to  the  value  of  £23,000 ;  in  1886  such  orders  the     appearance    of    the     forthcoming 

were  given  to  the  extent  o££67,000,  but  in  this  catalogue,    in    which     the    system     of 

year  orders  for  big  guns  were  given  to  Messrs.  nomenplftfciir«  will  ncrrea  with  that  now 

Armstrong  to  the  extent  of  £381.000,  to  Messrs.  nomenclature  will  agree  witn  inai  now 

Whitworth  to  the  extent  of  £2oS,000.  and  to  almost  universal   in   the   great    Oonti- 

Metsrs.  Vickers.  of  Sheffield,  to  the  extent  of  nental  galleries  and  in  their  catalogues. 

£114,000.    In  all  the  War  Office  have  given  It  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  better  in 

orders  for  £1,063,000  worth  of  wariike  stores  ^^  ^^^^  ^j^^^^  ^^  alteration  was  neces- 

to  private  firms.  ^^^  ^  y^^^^  j^^^    ^^^    ^j^    ^^^^    ^^ 

Mr.   BRODRIOK  :    The   right   hon.  standing,  and  in  some  instances  this  has 

Gentleman  has  not  had  the  courtesy  to  been  done.     The  sole  reason   for  not 

give  me  notice.      I  have  no  report  of  doing  it  in  every  case  was  the  desire  to 

3ie  speech  with  me.     I  certainly  read  avoid  the  expense  of  new  labels,  and   it 

very  cursorily  the  quotation  which  he  was  hoped  that  no  great  inconvenience 

has  read,  and  the  citation  which  I  made  would  be  felt  from'  the  omission,  since 

was  to  the  effect  that  these  orders  were  it   has    been   made    solely    when    the 

at  present  current.    But  if  the    right  painter^s  surname  was  as  perfectly  well- 

hon.  Gentleman  feels  that  there  is  any  known  to  the  general    public    as    the 
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Christian  name  or  the  nickname.  It  U, 
howerer,  intended  to  reatora  the  mora 
familiar  names  to  the  labels,  bo  as  to 
BB7e  any  inconveiiieDce. 

INDIAN  NATIONAL  CONGRESS. 

UB.BRADLATJaH:  I  begtoaeb  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (1) 

whether  he  has  received  copies  of  the 

reaolationa  pasRed  at  the  Indian  National 


amongr  the  sulJiera  stationed  in  India, 
equal  in  its  retulte  to  the  addition  of  • 
retciment  to  the  forces  in  India  ? 

*SiE  J.  G0R8T :  My  answer  lo  the  first 
question  is,  yes;  ha  was  recommended 
for  honours  by  the  Viceroy — 

"Od  Kccoaot of hii public ipirit in devnIo|»iig 
the  local  nmnrcea  iathsKawul  Piodi dUtri«^ 
and  OD  Bccuuatof  hii  services  to  the  militarjr 
departmeot." 
(2)  As  regards  Mr.  Oregson,  the  Secre- 


CoDgreee  held  at  Allahabad  in  December    \^^    ^^  gfate  is  not  aware  of  any  such 


1888,  embodying  a  tentative  scheme  of 
deotioQ  of  a  moiety  of  members  of  leg! 


recommendation  having  been  made  by 
Sir  F.  Roberts  ;  norbaaanjuuch  reoom- 


lative  councils ;  and  (2)  "hether  he  will    n^endklion  been  made  to  the  S^xetary  of 
lay  the  same  upon  the  Table,  together  [  gj^t^  ^    ^.^^  Yioeroy. 
With  such  portions  of  the  deapatch  from 


the  Ifarquesa  of  Dufferin  and  A' 
lating  to  the  reform  of  the  legislative 
councils  in  India,  as  contain  proposals, 
snggeetioDs,  and  observations  on  the 
modifications  in  the  existing  systeni? 

•The  under  SECEKTARY  op 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Qobst, 
Ohatham)  answered  the  first  queati'm  in 
the  negative,  and,  es  regards  the  second 
said  that  no  Papers  on  the  constitution 
and  functions  of  the  legislative  councils 
in  India  could,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  be  at  present  laid 
upon  the  Table  with  advantage  to  the 
Public  Service. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Can  they  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  before  the  Indian 
question  comes  on  for  discussion  in  this 
Bonae  ? 

*SiR  J.  GOEST  :  I  am  afraid  that  I 


THE  POLICE  AND  THE  UNEMPLOYED 
Mr.  C.  graham  asked  tbe  Home 
Secretary  whether  his  attention  had 
been  caUed  to  a  statement  in  this  mom* 
ing's  Frees  to  the  effect  that  after  a 
parade  of  Jewish  unemplojeil  tu  hear  a 
sermon  by  Dr.  Adier  on  Saturduy  last, 
the  police  broke  into  the  Jewish  Suidalist 
Club  in  Berners  Street,  and  arrented 
four  men  and  severely  beat  the  steward  ? 
Mb.  MATIHEWS:  I  have  seen  the 
Btatement  in  the  Press,  but  have  received 
no  official  information. 

Mb.  G.-  GRAHAM :   Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  inquiry? 

THE  KENNINQTON  ELECTION. 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT  ;  I  wi>Ji  to  ask 

a  question  affecting  the  positinn  of  a 

Member  of  this   House.      An  election 


.  I  ,         .,  Bieujuer  oi    uiui    auuso.      t\.a   ciecuuu 


will  be  laid  on  tbe  Table. 


borough  of  Kenningtoo,  when  a  Mem 
ber  was  returned  to  this  House,  and 
the  poll  was  declared  on  Friday  night. 
Under  the  Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Elections  Act,  1B72,  the  duty  of  tbe 
Returning  Officer  is  forthwith  t»(leclar» 
as  the  Member  elected  the  candidate  to 
whom  the  majority  of  votes  has  been 
given,  and  to  return  his  name  to  the 
Clerk  of  tbe  Crown  in  Chanwry.  Now, 
inquiries  have  been  made  by  the  Mem- 
ber returned  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Cliancery,  in  order  that  he  might 
obtain  the  writ  and  take  his  seat  as 
Chief  of  !  being  returned  by  the  constitufnoy  of 
short  time  ago  i  Kennini;ton,  but  it  appears  the  Clerk 


INDIAN  HONOURS. 
Mr.  GAINE  asked  the  Under  Beore- 
taryof  Slate  for  India  (1)  whether  Mr. 
Josiak  Whymper,  who  was  gazetted  as 
Oompanion  of  the  Indian  Empire  in  tbe 
recent  distribution  of  honours,  waa  the 
manager  of  a  brewery  company  at 
Hurree.  If  so,  what  were  the  services 
rendered  by  him  to  the  Indian  Empire 
which  induced  the  Government  of  India 
to  recommend  him  totliehcinour;  and (2) 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Sir  Frederick 
Roberta,  ihi 
the  forces  ii  , 

recommended  Mr.   J.  Gelsoa  Oregsun,    of  tbe  Crown  has 


from  the  Returning  Officer,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  is  that  the  Member  re- 
turned is  unable  to  take  his  seat  ur  to 
discharge  bis  duties  in  this  House-  I 
an  incresae  of  sobriety  and  good  conduct !  would  ask  you  under  thesi  circumstances 
Mr.  W.  n.  Smith  ' 


lately  the  secretary  of  the  Soldii 
Total  Abstinence  Society,  f»r  a  simile 
honour,  expresaing  the  opinion  that  Mi 
Oregson'e  great  services  had  resulted  ' 
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what  steps  onght  to  be  taken  in  order 
that  the  Member  for  Kennington  may 
enter  this  House  ?* 

«Mr.  SPEAKER:    I  did   not  know 
that    the  right    hon.    Qentleman   was 

ring  to  ask  me  the  question,  but 
recollect  that  a  case  occurred  in 
1848,  when  the  question  arose  as  to 
whether  the  absence  of  the  writ  would 
inralidate  the  hon.  Member's  being  a 
Member  of  the  House.  The  Committee 
decided  that  it  would  not  affect  the  elec- 
tion nor  invalidate  his  being  regarded 
as  a  Member  of  the  House,  but  the  Com- 
mittee added — I  speak  from  recollection 
— that  they  were  strongly  of  opinion 
that  the  practice  of  obtaining  the  writ 
should  hold  in  the  future  before  an  hon. 
Member  could  take  his  seat.  Why  the 
writ  has  not  been  returned  in  this  case 
has  not  come  to  my  knowledge,  and 
I  have  only  hesxd  of  it  within 
the^  last  five  minutes.  Until  the  writ 
arrivep,  it  will  not  be  competent  for  the 
hon.Member  to  take  his  seat,  the  pr^tice 
being  for  an  hon.  Member  to  bring  the 
writ  with  him  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown.  I  may  eay  that  I  will  call  on 
ihe  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  explain  any 
irregularity  that  has  taken  place,  aod 
ask  him  why  the  writ  has  not  been 
returned. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understood 
that  some  half  hour  ago  steps  were  taken 
to  oommiiDicate  to  you.  Sir,  that  a  Ques- 
tion would  be  asked  on  this  subject,  and  I 
have  to  apologize  to  you  that  that  has  not 
been  done.  I  do  not  understand,  how- 
ever, from  the  information  which  reaches 
me,  that  there  is  any  fault  on  the  part 
6t  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown.  •  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  returning  officer  to  send 
the  wiit  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Grown.  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  has 
not  got  the  writ,  and  I  do  not  see  what 
the  Member  is  to  do  in  the  circum- 
stances. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  My  first  duty  would 
be  to  ask  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  then  to 
take  action  through  Chancery,  if  any 
irregularity  has  been  committed.  That 
I  will  certainly  do  at  once. 

Mb.  O.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea): 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  in  the  event  of  the 
writ  arriving  in  the  course  of  the  even- 
ing, will  the  hon.  Member  for  Kenning- 
ton be  able  to  take  the  oath  ? 
♦Mb.  speaker  :  Not  until  the  close 
of  the  bubiues:).     When  the  Orders  of 


the  Day  are  commenced  it  is  not  allow- 
able to  interrupt  the  public  business  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  a  hon.  Member 
to  take  the  oath  or  his  seat. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  contracts  for  the  supply 
of  the  public  service  are  not  made  in 
accordance  purely  with  the  public  con- 
venience and  not  from  political  con- 
siderations; and  if  that  be  so,  whether 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  stop  the  growing 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  of  asking  the  support  at 
contested  elections  of  the  constituency, 
on  the  ground  of  the  selection  of  the 
constituency  for  the  supply  of  the  public 
service? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  1  am  not  aware, 
Sir,  that  any  supporter  of  the  GKivem- 
ment  has  asked  for  the  support  of  any 
constituency  on  the  ground  that  a 
special  contract  has  been  given  out  to 
any .  particular  district.  Undoubtedly 
contracts  are  g^ven  out  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  service,  and  of  the  public 
service  alone.  There  would  be  no 
justification  for  giving  out  any  contract 
unless  thd  public  service  required  it. 
In  all  these  cases  the  parties  concerned 
were  obvibnsly  the  fittest  persons  to 
execute  thA  contract. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  FoUowing 
upon  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, I  would  ask  whether  he  is  not 
aware  that  in  the  election  at  Gt)van 
anbther  subordinate  Member  of  the 
(Government  did  give  forth,  as  a  reason 
for  supporting  the  Tory  candidate,  that 
the  Qovemment  intended  to  give  a  large 
amount  of  orders  to  the  shipbuilding 
firms  of  the  country,  including  those  of 
Qovan,  and  whether  he  is  not  of  opinion 
that  the  mention  of  this  fact,  as  well  as 
of  the  similar  fact  mentioned  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  for  the  War  De- 
partment in  the  course  of  a  political 
address  at  a  contested  ele<*tion,  did  not 
hold  out  the  idea  that  their  selection  of 
a  candidate  would  regulate  the  selection 
of  contracts  by  the  Government. 

♦Mb,  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  facts  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers.  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
that  the  conduct  of  any  hon.  Member  of 
this  House,  be  he  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  not,  is  called  in  question, 
it  would  be  well  to  give  him  notice. 
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Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
my  Question,  with  regard  to  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  followed  upon  the  Ques- 
tion put  to  him  by  one  of  his  colleagues 
on  the  Tory  side. 

IRELAND- VISITS  TO  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  T.  M.'  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  there  is  any  Vote 
taken  for  the  Civil  Service,  whether  he 
can  give  us  any  information  as  to  any 
permits  which  may  have  been  issued, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Special  Com- 
mission Act,  to  visit  a  prisoner  in  Chat- 
ham Prison,  namely,  John  Davey,  con- 
victed of  a  dynamite  outrage.  Has  he 
issued  any  permit  to  any  person,  not 
connected  with  the  public  service,  to  see 
that  prisoner  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  will  put  the 
Question  upon  the  Paper  ? 

THE  COURSE  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  make 
a  statement  to  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  course  of  public  business.  There 
stands  on  the  paper  for  to-night  the 
Civil  Service  Supplementary  Estimates 
and  the  Yote  on  Account  for  the  Civil 
Service.  I  have  been  informed  that  it 
is  not  probable  that  the  Yote  on  account 
will  be  taken  in  a  single  night,  and  in 
these  circumstances,  as  w  e  have  some 
important  Supplementary  Estimates  to 
consider  this  evening,  which,  however, 
ought  not  to  occupy  the  whole  of  the 
evening,  it  will  be  my  duty  to  move  to- 
morrow at  2  oV'lock  that  Supply  for 
these  services  take  precedence  of  all 
other  Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of 
the  Day  until  it  be  concluded.  We  are 
under  the  necessity  of  concluding  the 
Vote  on  Account  at  the  latest  on  Thurs- 
day, in  order  that  it  be  included  in  the 
Financial  Bill  for  the  current  year.  As 
I  stated  in  the  House  a  few  days  ago, 
grave  irregularity  would  occur  if  the 
provision  for  the  Civil  Service  were  not 
included  in  the  Statute  passed  before 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  and  that 
view  has  been  since  confirmed  by  the 
remonstrance  of  a  high  financial  autho 
rity,  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
C^Feneral 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  say,   in  conse^^M^ce  of  the 


notice  which  has  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Navy  Vote  for  money 
was  delayed  by  the  action  of  the  Gentle- 
man's own  supporters  on  Thursday  even« 
ing,  I  shall  oppose  his  Motion  and  take 
a  Division  upon  it. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  how  it  was  delayed  ? 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  was  present 
when  the  Vote  on  the  Navy  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  was  taken  unchaU 
lenged ;  and  I  was  present  when  the 
Vote  for  the  men  was  taken  unchi^l- 
lenged;  and  I  was  present  when  the 
Vote  for  money  was  delayed  by  four 
speeches  from  the  Conservative  side ;  I 
was  present  when  they  were  made — 
before  any  kind  of  opposition  was  made 
on  this  side  of  the  House. 

*The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  G.  J.  Ooschkn,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square)  :  I,  too.  was 
present,  and  after  1 1  o'clock,  when  there 
was  plenty  of  time  to  have  proceeded » 
Member  after  Member  rose  below  the 
Gangway  opposite.  Hon.  Members  will 
remember  the  protest  that  I  made. 
^^Interruption.']  I  am  re(»lying  to  a 
challenge  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  remifld  the 
House  that  there  is  no  Q  lestion  before 
the  House. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS  IN 
IRELAND. 

Dr.  tanner  (Mid  Cjrk) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 
has  received  any  representations  from 
Ballincolig  with  reference  to  the  wide- 
spread destitution  which  will  ensue  in 
consequence  of  Army  Contracts  going 
elsewhere  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE;  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  put  the  Question 
down  for  to-morrow. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  wish  to  know 
whether  these  representations,  pressed 
upon  him  by  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  by  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations in  reference  to  the  con- 
tracts going  elsewhere,  and  the  distress 
which  will  come,  will  be  considered  ? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  not  the 
slightest    idea    what    the    Question   is 
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about.     Will  the  hon.  Oentleman  pat  it 
down  for  to-morrow  ? 
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THE  CHIEF  JUSTICE  OP  THE 
BAHAMAS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Oreen):  I  wish  to  ask  the  learned 
Attorney  General,  whether  he  was  cor- 
rectly reported  in  the  etatement  attri- 
buted to  nim,  that  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Bahamas  had  been  removed  from 
his  oifif  e. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  /or  afford- 
ing me  the  opp^irt unity  of  giving  an 
explanation  of  what  I  said.  I  was  not 
aware  of  the  statement  attributed  to 
me  until  to  day.  What  I  stated  to  the 
House — although  I  daresay  I  was  not 
correctly  heard — was  that  the  Chief 
Justice  was  removeable,  not  remored.  I 
really  referred  to  the  answer  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  in  which  he  said  that 
the  Chief  Justice  could  be  suspended  by 
the  Governor  and  Council  until  the 
Home  Authorities  had  considered  the 
case.  1  did  not  intend  to  say  he  had 
been  removed. 

MOTIONS. 


MKRCHANT  SBIPi'IXG    (toNKAQE)   BILL. 

Oo  Motion  of  Sir  ^fichael  Hicks  Beacb,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Meaanrement 
of  the  Tonnage  of  Merchant  Ships,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach  and 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms. 

Bill  presented  and  read  first  time.  (Bill  162.) 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Serrice 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 

1889,  the  sum  of  XvO.Odl,  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

2.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March. 

1890,  the  sum  of  £9,267,300,  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow  at  Two  of 
the  clock. 
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SUPPLY-CIVIL     SEaVICES    (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES,  1888-9.) 

Considered  in  Oimmittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Class  III. 

(1.^  Motion  made,  and  Question  pra- 

posea — 

**  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£2<>0,  begrantea  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March,  1889,  for  certain  Expenses  of  the  Law 
Agent  in  Scotland  for  Government  Depart- 
ments.*' 

THE  SKYB  DISTURBANCES-CONDUCT 
OF  SHERIFF  IVORY. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Eol- 
lox^ :  There  is  a  matter  in  conaeotion 
with  this  Vote  to  which  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  especially 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  G-ovem- 
ment  who,  first  of  all  refused  to  allow 
the  payment,  and  then,  without  any 
change  in  the  circumstances,  authorized 
it  to  be  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate,  in  assenting  to 
this  coarse  on  the  part  of  the  Ooyem- 
ment,  referred  with  something  like  bitter- 
ness of  feeling  to  the  action  taken  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
the  leading  organ  of  the  Government 
in  Scotland — ^the  SeoUman — also  took 
apthe  subject  matter.  Alluding  to  the 
speech  made  by  the  Lord  Advocate  upon 
the  subject  the  Seotsman  says — 

"The  Lord  Advocate  in  replying^  to  Dr. 
Cameron  told  him  pretty  flatly,  that  if  he  said 
outside  what  he  had  said  inside  that  Chamher, 
he  would  have  heen  open  to  an  action  for  defa- 
mation.  It  is  not  a  very  manly  or  straightfor- 
ward  proceeding  for  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  sbdter  himself  under  the  privilege 
Uiat  his  Membership  confers  to  slander  an 
honest  public  official.  There  was  gross  lawless* 
nese  in  Skye.  Dr.  Cameron  and  some  others 
were  giving  their  approval  to  the  men  who  were 
guilty  of  that  lawlessness,  and  when  it  wa» 
checked  by  the  firm  action  of  Sheriff  Ivory 
they  turned  their  anger  upon  him.  ...  A 
more  dastardly  and  mean  proceeding  was  never 
witnessed.'* 

When  attacks  of  that  kind  are  adopted 
by  the  Gbvernment  after  having  been 
made  by  the  organs  of  the  Government, 
it  need  hardly  be  wondered  at  if  debates 
on  the  subject  dealt  wiA  are  entered 


ea 


Supply — 


(COMMONS} 


Civil  Sertieii. 


64 


right  to  object  if  any  official  of  the  | 
GbTernment  sanctions  a  lawless  course. 
Now,   let  me  point  out    that    Sheriff 
iFory  published  these  documents  while 
legal  proceedings  were  pending  against 
the  man.   He  was  an  accused  party,  yet 
the    Sheriff    published    a    Eeport  de- 
nouncing him  as  the  leading  ringleader 
of   a  mob,  and  he    thereby  did  that 
which  was  calculated  to  prejudice  this 
man  in  his  trial,   which  was  about  to 
take  place  before  a  Criminal  Court.  The 
result  of  the  trial  was  a  verdict  of  not 
guilty ;    it  was  proved    that    Norman 
Stewart,  instead  of  doing  an  illegal  act, 
did  his  best  to  turn  the  mob  back,  and 
prevent  them  molesting  the  officers  of 
the  law.     I  am  surprised  that  any  hon. 
Member  on   the  Government  Benches 
should  stand  up  for  one  moment  and 
defend  the  conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory  in 
trying,  first,  to  influence  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate to  change  the  venue  of  the  trial 
to  Edinburgh,  in  making  public  charges 
against  the  man  before   the  trial  was 
held,  in  making  use  of  precognitions  to 
formulate  a  charge  of  perjury  against 
another  person,  although  ^he  documents 
were  private  ones,  and  were  only  in  his 
possession   in    his  official  capacity,   in 
denouncing  the  accused  before  his  trial 
as  the  leading  ringleader  of  a  mob,  and 
finally,  in  calling  on  the  Sheriff  Substi- 
tute to  give   any  explanation  for   his 
acquittal  of  the  man.    It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Government  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  will   be  able   to  outvote  Scotch 
opinion.     There    is    no    doubt    that 
numbers  of  Members  who  never  even 
take  the  trouble  to   sit  and  listen  to 
Scotch  debates  will  be  found  to  come 
when  the  division  bell  rings  in  and  out- 
vote the  Scotch  Members ;  but  can  the 
Government  wonder  that  there  should 
be  a  feeling  arising  in  Scotland  in  favour 
of  Home  Sule  when  Scotch  business  is 
treated  in  this  way  ?    It  is  easy  to  vote 
down  the  Scotch  Members,  but  it  will 
not  be  found  so  easy  to  beat  down  the 
voice  of  the  constituencies  in  Scotland, 
and  I  warn  the  Government  that  they 
need  not  be  surprised  to  find  Scottish 
opinion     going    against      them.     You 
wonder  why  it  is  that  Scotch  opinion 
is  Liberal  instead  of  Conservative ;  the 
explanation   is   that,  whenever   Scotch 
Questions  arise  in  this  House,  Scotch 
Members  are  promptly  outvoted  by  Eng- 
lish Kepresentativee. 

J/r.  CMwell 


Mr.  W.  a.  HUNTEB  (Aberdeen) :  I 
think  that  the  whole  of  this  diaouMion 
has    shown    the    great    iaooBTenieaee 
which  arises  in  Scotland  from  the  oom^ 
bination  in  the  same  individual  of  the 
functions  of  a  police  officer  with. those 
of  a  judge.    That  I  consider  to  be  the 
mischief  of  the  whole  matter.     In  this 
particular  case  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Inverness  was  perfectly  willing  to  do 
the  police  work,  bat  so  enamoored  was 
Sheriff  Ivory  of  his  executive  f  unctiona 
that  he  preferred  to  carry  it  out  hhn* 
self.     I  truAt  the  Government  will  give 
their  attention  to  this  matter,  and  en- 
deavour to  make  some  arrangement  by 
which,  while  the  executive  functions  of 
the  Sheriff  may  be  retained  to  some  ex- 
tent, the  police  work  shall  be  performed 
by  the    Chief  Constable.     Now,    Sir, 
there  have  been  two  cases  brought  be- 
fore the  House.    In  that  of  Beaton  I 
fully  admit  that  the  Government  .have 
made  out  a  primd  facte  case,  though  I 
think  it  has  been  rebutted  and  destroy- 
ed ;  but,  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Nor- 
man Stewart,  no   possible  justificatioii 
has  been  found  for  the  action  of  a  person 
who  happens  to  be  a  j  udicial  officer  havinff 
of  his  own  motion  gratuitously  published 
a  libel  in  an  ordinary  newspaper  upon 
a  private  individual.   1  think  he  ought 
to  be  made  to  pay  the  costs  which  he 
incurred  in  his   own   defence   in    thi» 
matter.     Now,    what  are  the  facts  of 
Beaton's  case  ?    I  remember  them  very 
well.     Some  few  years  ago  the  disturb- 
ances out  of  which  ,this  case  arose  took 
place  in   the   form  of  what  is   called 
deforcement  of  the  Sheriff;    in  other 
words,   30  or  40  stalwart  Highlanders 
stood  in  the  road  and  invited  the  Sheriff 
to    return    home    without   serving  his 
writs.     That  was  no   doubt  an   illegal 
act,  and  shortly  afterwards  a  number  of 
warrants  were  issued  for  the  arrest  of 
parties  who  were  supposed  to  be  impli- 
cated in  the  deforcement  of  the  Sheriff. 
But    considerable   difficulty    was    ex- 
perienced in  serving  those  warrants  and 
affecting  arrests,  and  finally,  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  to  get  up  a  man-hunting  expedition. 
He  took  a  large  police  force  with  him, 
he  concocted  a  pUn  of  campaign  of  his 
own,  he  had  scouts  in  various  parts  of 
the  district,  he  surrounded  the  village 
about     which     his     attack     was     to 
be    directed,    he    searched  above  and 
below    the    beds    with    warrant    and 
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without  warrant,  and  he  did  not 
find  the  persons  whom  he  was  seekin^^. 
The  expedition  proved  a  failure.  We 
know  that,  in  whatever  form  of  sport 
mankind  indulges,  the  sportsman  never 
likes  to  go  home  with  an  empty  hag. 
Neither  did  8heriff  Ivory.  So,  as  he 
was  going  home,  he  happened  to  spy  a 
shepherd  on  the  hills.  He  ordtired  a 
constable  to  fetch  the  man,  and  when 
the  poor  fellow  was  brought  to  him  he 
was  found  to  be  half-witted.  He  had 
not  been  named  by  any  person  as  having 
taken  part  in  the  deforcement  of  the 
Sheriff;  nevertheless  Sheriff  Ivory, 
rather  than  go  home  with  an  empty  bag, 
arrested  this  man  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, conveyed  him  into  Portree,  and, 
after  keeping  him  incustody  adayortwo, 
was  obliged  to  dismiss  him.  Now  this 
was  the  most  absalutely  gratuitous  and 
unfounded  arrest  which  it  was  possible 
for  any  man  to  make.  I  will  tell  the 
Oovernment  frankly  why  it  is  that  the 
conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory  exjites  such 
bitter  indignation  amongst  the  Scotch 
Members;  it  is  that  the  Sheriff  would 
not  have  dared  to  arrest  Beaton  if  he 
had  been  a  rich  man ;  but  because  he 
was  a  poor  man  with  no  friends  Sheriff 
Ivory  arrested  him,  as  his  expedition 
had  failed.  It  so  happens,  Sir,  that  a 
public  subscription  was  got  up  in  this 
case,  to  enable  Beaton  to  bring  an  action 
against  the  Sheriff  for  wrjogfui  impri- 
sonment. I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  if  that  action  had  been  tried  in 
England  exemplary  damages  would 
have  been  awarded.  But,  so  far  as  I 
can  gather  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Oourt  of  Session,  the  law  of  Scotland 
differs  from  that  of  England,  for  the 
Oourt  of  Session  held  that  the  Sheriff, 
acting  as  a  police  officer,  had  the  same 

firivilegT3s  as  if  he  was  acting  as  Sheriff. 
f  that  be  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  for 
my  purpose  I  must  assume  it  is  so,  the 
conduct  of  the  Oovernment  comes  to  be 
a  very  serious  matter,  because,  although 
Beaton  could  not  get  a  remedy  in  the 
Oourt  of  Session,  tho  very  least  the  Go- 
vernment might  have  done  when  a 
wanton  abuse  of  power  of  this  character 
had  been  perpetrated,  or  at  all  events 
when  an  absolutely  groundless  arrest  had 
been  made,  would  have  been  to  leave 
Sheriff  Ivory  to  suffer  the  natural  and 
probable  consequences  of  his  action, 
namely,  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  action 
which  he  was  not  able  to  recover.    It 
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comes  to  this,  that  it  does  not  matter 
how  unfounded,  how  irrational,  how 
unreasonable,  how  improbable  are  the 
grounds  upon  which  a  police  officer  in 
Scotland  acts,  if  he  is  sued  the  Oo- 
vernment will  pay  his  expenses. 
And  now,  the  second  case,  that  of 
Norman  Stewart,  is  of  an  entirely 
different  character.  When  the  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
spoke  the  other  night,  he  said  that  the 
Oovernment  were  bound  to  defend 
officials  in  the  due  performance  of  their 
duties.  If  this  had  been  an  act  per- 
formed by  Sheriff  Ivory  in  the  due  per- 
formance of  his  duty,  no  one  would  have 
raised  any  question  either  as  to  the 
amount  allowed  Sheriff  Ivory  or  as  to 
the  principle  involved.  What  are  the 
facts  of  the  case?  Sheriff  Ivory  pre- 
pared a  report  for  the  then  Lord  Advo- 
cate in  regard  to  the  then  state  of  the 
coiuitry.  In  that  report  he  made  a 
statement  with  reference  to  Norman 
Stewart.  It  is  impossible  for  anyone 
to  read  that  report  without  peroeiving^ 
that  the  remark  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
thought  fit  to  make  about  Norman 
Stevirart  was  not  only  unfounded,  but 
wholly  irrelevant  to  the  statement  made 
to  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  defence  sei 
up  the  other  night  by  the  present  Lord 
Advocate  was  most  amazing;  it  was 
that  by  gratuitously  publishing  this 
d>cumeDt  in  the  Scots  maa  newspaper, 
Sheriff  Ivory  exposed  himself  to  an 
action  for  libel,  although  there  were  two 
other  ways  in  which  he  might  have 
published  the  document.  As  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  been  so  generous  as  to  expose 
himself  to  the  full  brunt  of  an  action 
for  libel,  the  Lord  Advocate  thought  it 
was  only  proper  that  the  Oovernment 
should  save  him  from  the  consequences. 
It  was  said  that  Sheriff  Ivory  could 
have  published  the  document  through 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary might  have  published  it  as  a  Par- 
liamentary Paper,  but  Sheriff  Ivory 
could  not  have  done  so.  Then  it  was 
said  he  might  have  published  the  docu- 
ment through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply.  He  might 
by  adopting  the  latter  means  have- 
escaped  responsibility,  but  the  news- 
paper which  published  the  statement 
would  not  have  escaped  responsibility. 
This  libel  was  not  only  wanton  and 
gratuitous,  but  monstrous.  It  was 
published  by  Sheriff  Ivory  in  defiance 
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'  of  the  fact  that  the  gentleman  accused 
had    been    acquitted    by    the     Sheriff 
Substitute  himoelf.     Is  it   possible  to 
justify  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  paying  the  cosfs  of  Sheriff  Ivory  in  a 
private  libel  suit  ?    It  is  perfectly  true 
that    the  publication  referred   to   acts 
which  Sheriff  Ivory  had  performed  as  a 
public  officer,  but  that  is  no  justification 
for  shielding  him  in  his  private  libels. 
There  is  one  point  in  regard  to  which  I 
cannot  help  thinking  misconception  has 
prevailed  in  the  minds  of  the  G-overn- 
ment  officials  who  are  responsible  for 
the  expenditure  pf.  this  money.     At  the 
end  of  1887  the  former  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  Macdonald)  wrote  a  memorandum, 
and  in  it  he  recommended  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  pay  the  money  which  had 
been  expended  in  respect  to  this  libel 
suit.     But  the  ground  upon  which  the 
former  Lord  Ad  vocate  justified  that  view 
was  an  erroneous  ground.    The  ground 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
took  was  that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  pub- 
lished this  official  document  without  the 
approval  of  his  official  superior.    That 
may  or  may  not  have  been  the  case,  but 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  Sheriff  Ivory, 
in  his    private  capacity,  publishing  a 
libel.    When  Sheriff  Ivory  published  an 
official  document  in   the    Scotsman  he 
committed    an    offence.      In    the   first 
place,  he  committed  an  offence  against 
Stewart,  because  he  libelled  him ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  be  committed  an 
offence  against  discipline.    I  will  not  go 
at  length  into  the  question  of  the  recol- 
lection of  Sheriff  Ivory  with  regard  to 
this  matter,  but  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
fact  that  Sheriff  Ivory  comes  as  near 
giving  the  Lord  Advocate  the  lie  direct 
as  it  is  possible.     He  says,  in  his  report, 
that  immediately  the  publication  took 
place  the  then  Lord  Advocate,  the  pre- 
sent Member  for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  distinctly  informed  the  House 
that  the  publication  had  taken  place 
without  his  knowledge.     Sheriff  Ivory 
challenged  the  statement,  but  not  until 
two  years  had  elapsed.      If  the  Bill 
which   has    been     proposed     by    the 
•Attorney    General    (Sir    E.    Webster) 
had    been    at    the    time    law,    it    is 
just  possible  that  Sheriff  Ivory  might 
have    been    committed    for    misdeme- 
meanour ;  but  whether  he  acted  without 
the  authority  of  the  Lord  Advocate  or 
not  is  wholly  immaterial.    No  authority 
from  the  Lord  Advocate  could  justify 

Mr.  Hunter 


Sheriff    Ivory    in    publishing    a    libel 
about  8  private  individual,    and    that 
was  the  offence  of  which  he  was  foimd 
guilty.    The  case,  therefore,  is  one  of 
the  simplest  and  strongest    oharaoter. 
Here  is  a  man  who  published  to  the 
world  an  official  document  of   a  confi- 
dential character,  without  the  authority 
of  his  official  superior.    In  that  docu- 
ment he  made  statements  wholly  nnne* 
cessary  for  the  purposes  fur  which  the 
document      was     written,     statementi 
affecting  the   personal  character    of  a 
private     individual.       Besides    which, 
the     statements     were    wholly    false, 
and  the    Government   steps    in     and 
pays  the  man*s   expenses   beoaase   he 
happens  to  be  a  Judge.    It  is  monstroiis 
that  Sheriff  Ivory  should  be  allowed  to 
act  as  a  chartered  libertine,  so  to  speak ; 
and  under    the  circumstances,  I  trust 
the  hon.   Member  for   the  St.  BoUox 
Division  will  go  to  a  division. 

Thb  chancellor  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  G.  J.  GosoHBir,St.  George's, 
Hanover    Square) :    The    hon.    Mem- 
ber  for  the  St.  Eolloz  Division  (Mr. 
Caldwell)  complained  of  the  absence  of 
a  great  many  English  Members  while 
he  was  speaking.      I   think  he  might 
also  have  complained  of  the  absence  of 
Scotch  Members  who  usually  sit  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench.     I  missed  the 
ex-Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour), 
under  whose  auspices  Sheriff  Ivory  was 
employed,  and  who  had  got  a  good  deal 
to  say  upon  this  question.     Now,   the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Hunter),  will  not  expectme  to  follow  him 
into  the  very  intricate  questions  of  Scotch 
law  which  he  has  raised.  I  will  not  do  so, 
neither  will  I  followhim  into  the  question 
whether  an  English  jury  would   have 
acquitted  Beaton  had  they  had  to  deal 
with  his  case.     I  Mb.  Huntsk  :  Would 
have  given  him  damages  for  wrongful 
imprisonment.!    As  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  views  of    Scotch  Judges 
on  this  question,  I  should  like  to  put  the 
view    of    Scotch    Judges    in     regard 
to     Sheriff    Ivory's     conduct     before 
the     Oommittee.     It     is      not      only 
Members   of    successive    Governments 
who  have  dealt  with  this  question,  but 
8  Scotch  tribunal  not  only  dismissed  the 
case  against  Sheriff  Ivory  on  behalf  of 
Beaton,  but  uttered  some  very  strong 
and  significant  words  on  the  subject. 
These  discussions  on  Sheriff  Ivory  date 
back  a  very  long  time.    The  case  has 
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been  brouglit  up  over  and  over  again, 
and  it  is  very  remarkable,  that  while 
both  in  the  Press  and  in  the  House,  the 
most  violent  charges  are  continually 
being  made  against  Sheriff  Ivory, 
affecting  not  only  his  judicial  but  his 
moral  character,  the  moment  Sheriff 
Ivory  calls  someone  a  ringleader  in  a 
riot  hon  Members  opposite  rise  up  and 
assert  that  he  has  committed  the  greatest 
sin  and  the  greatest  imprudence.  [Hon. 
Members  :  "  He  paid  damages."]  These 
actions  against  Sheriff  Ivory  are  part  of 
a  Plan  of  Campaign  announced  in 
advance.  Let  me  remind  hon.  Members 
that  it  is  not  during  the  lifetime  of  the 
present  Government  that  these  transac- 
tions in  regard  to  whioh  this  action  was 
brought  occurred.  They  took  place 
under  the  benignant  rule  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Qladstooe)  and  his  friends, 
and  if  Sheriff  Ivory  is  accused  of  bru- 
talities and  indecencies — ^I  think  these 
were  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division 

Dr.  CAM£E0N:  The  indecencies 
and  brutalities  I  referred  to  were  com- 
mitted in  connection  with  the  expedition 
eonduoted  by  Sheriff  Ivory  under  the 
present  Government. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  persecution  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  began  before  the  advent  of 
the  present  Government.  It  was  deter- 
mined to  ruin  him,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division,  speaking  of 
the  course  which  had  been  adopted, 
said : — 

'*Now  all  this  waa  grossly  illegal  .  . 
Assaults  and  entering  houses  without  war- 
rants were  criminal  offences,  but,  if  they 
were  only  criminal  offences,  they  should 
obtain  as  little  redress  as  they  did, 
in  the  telegram  business ;  but  the  harrying  of 
dying  men,  the  frightening  of  ailing  women 
into  swoons,  and  the  strinng  of  boys  with 
•ticks  were  happily  offences  for  which  the  civil 
as  well  as  the  criminal  law  afforded  redress." 

Those  words  Sheriff  Ivory  might  per- 
haps consider  malicious.  The  moment 
Sheriff  Ivory  took  any  action  which  ex- 
posed him  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
attack,  the  hon.  Member  announced  that 
he  was  prepared  to  subscribe  in  order  to 
punish  nim.  The  action  of  Norman 
Stewart  was  simply  part  of  a  general 
oampaig^  against  Sheriff  Ivory.  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  described  Norman  Stewart  as 
a  ring-leader—  as  taking  part  in  a  law- 
less proceeding.  Norman  Stewart  was 
acquitted  of  the  charge  made  against 


him.  Two  years  afterwards  Norman 
Stewart  brought  an  action  and  laid  his 
damages  at  £1,000,  but  Sheriff  Ivory 
paid  £25  into  Court,  and  the  action  was 
allowed  to  drop.  The  £1,000  was  a 
bogus  claim,  £25  being  considered 
sufficient  compensation  for  the  wrong 
Norman  Stewart  had  suffered.  Now, 
concerning  the  case  of  Beaton,  this  is 
what  the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron) 
said — 

''  He  (Beaton)  went  to  a  lawyer,  and  wanted 
to  raise  an  action  for  wrongous  imprisonment, 
but  was  told  he  had  better  not.  By  all  means 
let  him  raise  an  action,  and  by  aU  means  let 
him  carry  it  from  Court  to  Court ;  aye,  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  For  such  work  cash  was 
needed.  But  such  a  method  was  the  only  way 
in  which  they  oould  vindicate  directly  the 
course  of  law  and  order  in  the  Highlands ;  and 
so  important  did  he  consider  the  adoption  of 
such  a  course  in  the  interests  of  the  High- 
landers at  the  present  moment,  that  he  would 
rather  give  £  1 00  towards  a  fighting  fund  than 
subscribe  £5  to  the  support  of  the  prisoners  or 
their  dependents." 

Db.  CAMERON :  For  the  purpose  of 
vindicating  civil  rights. 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  no  doubt  the 
funds  so  generously  subscribed  were 
used  for  that  purpose.  It  was  thus  that 
this  action  for  libel  was  brought  two 
years  after  the  publication  on  which  the 
libel  was  based  ;  two  years  the  alleged 
libel  had  been  before  the  world  and  no 
one  took  the  slightest  step  until  the 
Fighting  Fund  of  the  Kon.  Member  was 
raised.  The  Lord  Ordinary,  a  man  in 
whom  I  presume  Scotchmen  have  confi- 
dence, said,  in  regard  to  Beaton's  case— 

<*Tho  Sheriff  in  this  case  evinced  firmness 
and  resolution,  and  if  he  had  not  done  so  he 
would  not  have  done  his  duty.  If  the  Chief 
Magistrate  of  a  county  responsible  for  its  peace 
were  to  be  liable  to  an  action  of  damages  for 
what  he  did  in  the  bond  Jid$  execution  of  his 
duty,  the  result  would  be  that  his  powers  to 
qussh  tumult  and  insurrection  would  be  alto- 
gether paralysed." 

Dismissing  the  case,  on  appeal,  the 
Lord  President  said : — 

'*  There  is  a  very  special  protection  surround- 
ing the  defender  in  the  execution  of  his  duty  as 
Sheriff  of  the  County,  and  responsible  for  the 
peace  of  the  County ;  and  that  protection,  I 
think,  extends  to  this,  that  he  will  not  be  liable 
for  anything  that  he  does  in  the  performance  of 
that  duty,  miless  it  can  be  shown  that  he  was 
actuated  by  a  malicious  motire  of  some  kind, 
and  the  mere  use  of  the  word  malice  in  a  case  of 
this  description,  I  think,  is  quite  insufficient  to 
fulfil  the  condition  upon  which  alone  such  an 
aotion  can  be  entertained,  llie  presumption  in 
favour  of  a  public  officer,  that  he  is  doing  no 
more  than  hu  duty,  and  doing  it  honesUy  and 
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b^nn  Jide^  is  a  very  strong  one,  and  certainly 
oaght  not  to  be  overcome  by  a  simple  use  of  the 
word  '  malioe.*  It  is  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  it  is  for  the  interests  of  justice  and  good 
€bvemment«  that  pnblic  officers  acting  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty  should  be  surrounded  by 
a  very  considerable  protection.  The  cries 
brought  out  in  this  thinl  article  of  the  Condes- 
cendence,  I  need  hardly  say,  are  not  such  as  to 
warrant  any  inference  of  malicious  motive,  and 
therefore,  in  that  respect,  I  conceive  the  Record 
tobeirrelevent.". 

Sheriff  Ivory  was  n  )t  only  acquitted  ia 
the  case  of  Beaton,  but  acquitted 
with  complimenta.  I  now  come 
to  the  detailR  of  the  second  case,  the  case 
of  Norman  Stewart,  which  is  more  espe- 
cially before  the  House,  because  it  is  in 
respect  of  this  case  that  the  payment 
of  expenses  is  to  be  sanctioned.  Sheriff 
Ivory  published  a  Report  which  he  had 
made,  and  the  only  point  in  the  Report 
to  which  exception  was  taken  before 
the  Court  was  that  he  had  called  Nor- 
man Stewart  a  ringleader  in  a  riot. 
Stewart  suffered  no  damage  thereby; 
indeed,  the  only  motive  there  could  be 
in  bringing  the  action  for  libel  was  to 
carry  out  tne  intention  announced  when 
the  fighting  fund  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  was 
formed.  It  was  a  bogus  action  for 
libel,  and  the  Sheriff  only  failed  to  make 
a  good  defence  owing  to  a  technical  point. 
He  was  unable  to  bring  forward  his 
proofs,  as  has  been  shown  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  Sheriff 
paid  £25  into  Court  in  satisfaction 
of  damages  of  £1,000  which  had 
been  claimed,  and  the  action  was 
allowed  to  drop.  It  must  be  patent 
to  everyone  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion whatever  of  real  injury  done  by  the 
alleged  libel ;  but  that  it  was  a  question 
how  far  Sheriff  Ivory  should  be  mulcted 
and  punished,  on  the  ground  of  a  tech- 
nical offence,  for  subsequent  conduct 
which  was  displeasing  to  a  certain  Party 
in  this  House.  The  whole  object  now 
18  to  obtain  the  assent  and  sanction 
of  the  House  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  as  against  Sheriff 
Ivory.  It  is  the  conduct  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  that  is  really  at  stake.  A  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clack- 
mannan (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour).  It  was 
asked  in  the  first  part  of  the  discus- 
sion what  he  had  really  said  as  to  the 
payment  of  these  expenses.  Well, 
this  is  what  he  said — 

Mr.  Gotehen 


"  I  consider  that  the  conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivoiy 
throughout  the  Crofter  troubles  wa«  such  as  w 
entitle  him  to  the  favourable  considenition  off 
the  Treasury  in  the  matter  of  coats  xnenrrod  la 
Stewart's  case." 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Oentlenum 
opposite  to  these  words  by  his  own  Lord 
.A.d  voca  te 

Dr.  CAMERON:  As  a  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  the  other  day  to 
produce  that  letter,  and  he  would  not. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  quoted 
the  letter,  should  he  not 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Lay  it  on  the  Table 
— certainly. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Or  rather,  read  the 
whole  of  it. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Certainly.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  other  night  had  not  got 
the  letter— which  was  marked  **  private 
and  confidential  " — with  him.  We  now 
have  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clackman- 
nan to  make  the  letter  public,  aa  it 
shows  how  the  misunderstandinf^:  may 
have  arisen  between  himself  and  Sheriff 
Ivory. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  What  is  the  date 
of  the  letter  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  March  the  20tb, 
1888.     It  pays— 

"(1)  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  Sheriff' 
Ivory  sent  the  report  to  the  newspapers  for 
publication  is  bondjide^  and  that  he  is  speakings 
truly  when  he  says  that  he  believed  he  had  my 
authority  for  doing  so,  although  he  is  mistaken 
in  this." 

This  is  testimony  that,  at  least,  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  acting  hand  fide,  and  I  accept 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  that  efiPect,  as  against  the 
malicious  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  that  he  was  not  so  acting.  Sheriff 
Ivory's  action  may  be  called  imprudent^ 
but,  at  any  rate,  it  cannot  be  suggested 
that  the  Sheriff  did  not  act  honestly. 
The  letter  goes  on  to  say — 

''The  only  conversation  which  I  could  in 
1885  or  can  now  recollect  having  had  with  him, 
in  which  reference  was  made  to  the  publication 
of  official  Reports,  related  to  his  tnmsmitting 
copies  of  such  Reports  to  the  Police  Committee 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  of  the  County 
of  Inverness.  He  had  been  feelinfi^  acutely 
certain  unfounded  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  him." 

and  I  may  here  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  not  only  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  feel  the  charges  brought  against 
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them.  It  is  often  forgotten  that  officials 
of  the  Ooyernment  can  feel  as  keenly  as 
other  people,  and  that  some  little  share  of 
sympathy  is  due  to  them  in  their  diffi- 
culties even  when  brought  on  by  impru- 
dence. It  is  not  pleasant  to  be  vehe- 
mently  and  incessantly  accused,  as 
Sheriff  Ivory  has  been,  without  any 
opportunity  of  reply,  and  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that,  when  such  is  the  case,  an 
official  should  be  betrayed  into  some- 
what hasty  action.  The  letter  con- 
tinues— 

"  Id  certain  newspapers,  and  ho  was  desirous 
that  these  should  be  contradicted  by  the  official 
Heport  from  Skye  being  made  public.  I  de- 
precated such  publication,  and  he  said  some- 
thing as  to  the  Police  Committee  (and  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply)  being  entitled  to  see 
the  Report  relative  to  the  action  of  their  own 
police,  and  I  assented  to  this  view  that  they 
were  so  entitled.  In  the  course  of  the  conver- 
«ation  I  remember  that  he  spoke  of  Reports 
which  so  numerous  a  body  as  the  Commissioners 
«f  Supply  were  entitled  to  see  becoming  vir- 
ioally  public,  and  the  only  surmise  I  can  make 
is  that  he  had  interpreted  an  assent  to  the  view 
that  the  Police  Committee  were  entitled  to 
have  the  Reports  lelative  to  their  police,  even 
though  this  might  lead  to  their  becoming  public 
through  the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  as  an 
assent  to  the  direct  publication  of  the  Report 
in  the  newspapers." 

That  is  precisely  the  version  of  the 
matter  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  the  other  day,  show- 
ing how  the  misunderstanding  arose.  I 
now  come  to  the  second  part  of  the 
letter — 

"  (2)  I  consider  that  the  conduct  of  Sheri£f 
Ivory  throughout  the  Crofter  troubles  was  such 
MM  to  entitle  him  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  Treasury  in  the  matter  of  the  costs  in- 
curred in  Stewart's  case.  The  duties  which  he 
had  to  discharge  were  of  the  most  difficult, 
delicate,  and  anxious  character;  and  I  may 
refer  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Balfour  on  the  16th  of  February,  18:t7  (when 
Secretary  for  Scotland),  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  (Sheriff  Ivory)  hnd  discharged  these 
duties  (*' Hansard,"  vol.  310,  page  1,696),  and 
to  my  concurrence  in  what  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour 
said  Qpage  1,705). 

**  Hoping  that  the  Treasury  may  decide  to 
relieve  Sheriff  Ivory  of  the  costs  in  question, 

••I  remain,  my  dear  Sir,  yours  very  truly, 

»*  J.  B.  Bjllfuuu." 

Therefore  it  seems  that  the  late  Lord 
Advocate,  under  whom  Sheritf  Ivory 
served,  knowing  the  whole  affair  and 
having  had  ail  the  circumstances 
brought  before  him,  thought  it  right  to 
recommend  his  case  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Treasury.  I  do  not 
wish  for  one  moment  to  put  the  case 


before  the  House  solely  on  the  reoom" 
mendation  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate* 
but  I  think  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  wiU 
be  glad  to  know  that,  at  all  events,  in  the 
course  we  are  takiog  we  have  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Lord  Advocate  under  whom 
Sheriff  I  vory  served .  There  has  seldom 
been  a  more  violent  attack  made  npon 
any  public  officer  than  has  been  made 
upon  Sheriff  Ivory.  The  way  in  which 
his  conduct  has  been  viewed,  not  by  his 
present  judicial  superiors  only,  but  by 
the  late  Government,  is  patent  from 
what  I  have  read  to  the  House,  and  the 
Committee  will  agree  with  me,  I  think, 
that  we  owe  something  to  public  officers 
who  discharge  difficult  and  delicate 
duties.  These  gentlemen  should  receive 
the  support  of  their  official  superiors ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  we  do 
not  think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  of 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  will  succeed,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  punish  Sheritf  Ivory  pecu- 
niarily for  the  way  in  which  he  has  dis- 
charged his  public  duties. 

*SiB  GEORGE  TKEVELYAN  (Qlas- 
gow,  Bridgeton) :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to 
me,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  have  forgotten 
the  character  in  which  he  appears  here 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates. 
He  appears  here  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  maintains  the  posi- 
tion with  great  ability ;  and  we  are  here 
in  the  character  of  private  Members  and 
custodians  of  the  publie  money.  We 
attend  to  the  Estimates  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  them  without  passion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
this  being  a  question  of  passion  from 
first  to  last ;  he  has  spoken  of  the  vio- 
lence of  the  strife  that  has  raged  round 
Sheriff  Ivory,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  he 
himself  has  contributed  to  that  strife  in 
no  small  degree.  He  speaks  of  motives 
having  all  along  been  imputed  to  Sheriff 
Ivory.  Well,  I  certainly  am  not  going 
to  impute  any  motives  to  Sheriff  Ivory, 
but  I  must  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  imputed  motives  very 
freely  across  the  House. 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  read  the  extract. 

*SiR  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  :  Yes  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  it  out, 
but  he  afterwards  repeated  it  in  his  own 
words  when  he  said  that  the  object  of 
the  present  action  was  to  punish  Sheriff 
for  his  conduct  in  the  Highlands.  I, 
however,  say  that   the   motive  of  our 


71 


Supply — 


( COMMONS! 


Civtl  SirvUen, 


79 


b^tM  Jidtf  18  a  very  strong^  one,  and  certataly 
ought  not  to  be  overcome  by  a  simple  use  of  the 
word  *  malice.*  It  is  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  it  is  for  the  interests  of  justice  and  good 
C^vemment,  that  public  officers  acting  in  the 
execution  of  their  duty  should  be  surrounded  by 
a  Tery  considerable  protection.  The  cries 
brought  out  in  this  third  article  of  the  Condes- 
cendence,  I  need  hardly  say,  are  not  such  as  to 
warrant  any  inference  of  malicious  motive,  and 
therefore,  in  that  respect,  I  conceive  the  Record 
to  be  irrelevent.". 

Sheriff  Ivory  was  n  )t  only  acquitted  ia 
the  case  of  Beaton,  but  acquitted 
with  complimenta.  I  now  come 
to  the  details  of  the  second  case,  the  case 
of  Norman  Stewart,  which  is  more  espe- 
cially before  the  House,  because  it  is  in 
respect  of  this  case  that  the  payment 
of  expenses  is  to  be  sanctioned.  Sheriff 
Ivory  published  a  Report  which  he  had 
made,  and  the  only  point  in  the  Report 
to  which  exception  was  taken  before 
the  Court  was  that  he  had  called  Nor- 
man Stewart  a  ringleader  in  a  riot. 
Stewart  suffered  no  damage  thereby; 
indeed,  the  only  motive  there  could  be 
in  bringing  the  action  for  libel  was  to 
carry  out  tne  intention  announced  when 
the  fighting  fund  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  was 
formed.  It  was  a  bogus  action  for 
libel,  and  the  Sheriff  only  failed  to  make 
a  good  defence  owing  to  a  technical  point. 
He  was  unable  to  bring  forward  his 
proofs,  as  has  been  shown  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  Sheriff 
paid  £25  into  Court  in  satisfaction 
of  damages  of  £1,000  which  had 
been  claimed,  and  the  action  was 
allowed  to  drop.  It  must  be  patent 
to  everyone  that  there  was  no  ques- 
tion whatever  of  real  injury  done  by  the 
alleged  libel ;  but  that  it  was  a  question 
how  far  Sheriff  Ivory  should  be  mulcted 
and  punished,  on  the  ground  of  a  tech- 
nical offence,  for  subsequent  conduct 
which  was  displeasing  to  a  certain  Party 
in  this  House.  The  whole  object  now 
is  to  obtain  the  assent  and  sanction 
of  the  House  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  as  against  Sheriff 
Ivory.  It  is  the  conduct  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  that  is  really  at  stake.  A  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clack- 
mannan (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour).  It  was 
asked  in  the  first  part  of  the  discus- 
sion what  he  had  really  said  as  to  the 
payment  of  these  expenses.  Well, 
this  is  what  he  said — 

^  nehen 


**  I  consider  that  the  conduct  of  Sh<)riff  Ivory 
throughout  the  Crofter  troubles  was  such  as  to 
entitle  him  to  the  favourable  consideration  of 
the  Treasury  in  the  matter  of  costs  incurred  ia 
Stewart's  case." 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  these  words  by  his  own  Lord 
Advocate. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  As  a  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  the  other  day  to 
produce  that  letter,  and  he  would  not. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  quoted 
the  letter,  should  he  not 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Lay  it  on  the  Table 
— certainly. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Or  rather,  read  the 
whole  of  it. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Certainly.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  other  night  had  not  got 
the  letter — which  was  marked  **  private 
and  confidential '^ — with  him.  We  now 
have  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clackman- 
nan to  make  the  letter  public,  as  it 
shows  how  the  misunderstanding  may 
have  arisen  between  himself  and  Sheriff 
Ivory. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  What  is  the  date 
of  the  letter  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  March  the  20th, 
1888.     It  says— 

"(1)  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  Sheriff* 
Ivory  sent  the  report  to  the  newspapers  for 
publication  is  bonAJide^  and  that  he  is  speaking 
truly  when  he  says  that  he  believed  he  had  my 
authority  for  doing  so,  although  he  is  mistaken 
in  this.*' 

This  is  testimony  that,  at  least.  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  acting  hond  fide,  and  I  accept 
the  evidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  that  effect,  as  against  the 
malicious  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  that  he  was  not  so  acting.  Sheriff 
Ivory's  action  may  be  called  imprudent,, 
but,  at  any  rate,  it  cannot  be  suggested 
that  the  Sheriff  did  not  act  honestly. 
The  letter  goes  on  to  say — 

''The  only  conversation  which  I  could  in 
1885  or  can  now  recollect  having  had  with  him, 
in  which  reference  was  made  to  the  publication 
of  official  Reports,  related  to  his  tnmsmitting 
copies  of  such  Reports  to  the  Police  Committee 
of  the  Commissi onerH  of  Supply  of  the  County 
of  Inverness.  He  had  been  feeling  acutely 
certain  unfounded  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  him.*' 

and  I  may  here  assure  the  House  that 
it  is  not  only  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  feel  the  charges  brought  against 
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them.  It  is  often  forgotten  that  officials 
of  the  Ooyernment  can  feel  as  keenly  as 
other  people,  and  that  some  little  share  of 
sympathy  is  due  to  them  in  their  diffi- 
culties even  when  brought  on  by  impru- 
dence. It  is  not  pleasant  to  be  vehe- 
mentiy  and  incessantly  accused,  as 
Sheriff  Ivory  has  been,  without  any 
opportunity  of  reply,  and  it  is  not  sur- 
prising that,  when  such  is  the  case,  an 
official  should  be  betrayed  into  some- 
what hasty  action.  The  letter  con- 
tinues— 

*'  la  certain  newspapers,  and  ho  was  desirous 
that  these  should  be  contradicted  by  the  oflSdal 
Heport  from  Skye  being  made  public.  I  de- 
precated such  publication,  and  he  said  some- 
thing as  to  the  Police  Committee  (and  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply)  being  entitled  to  see 
the  Report  relative  to  the  action  of  their  own 
police,  and  I  assented  to  this  view  that  they 
were  so  entitled.  In  the  course  of  the  conver- 
«ation  I  remember  that  he  spoke  of  Reports 
which  so  numerous  a  body  as  the  Commissioners 
«f  Supply  were  entitled  to  see  becoming  vir- 
tually public,  and  the  only  surmise  I  can  make 
is  that  he  had  interpreted  an  assent  to  the  view 
that  the  Police  Committee  were  entitled  to 
have  the  Reports  lelative  to  their  police,  even 
though  this  might  lead  to  their  becoming  public 
through  the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  as  an 
assent  to  the  direct  publication  of  the  Report 
in  the  newspapers." 

That  is  precisely  the  version  of  the 
matter  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate  the  other  day,  show- 
ing how  tbe  misunderstanding  arose.  I 
now  come  to  the  second  part  of  the 
letter — 

*'(2)  I  consider  that  the  conduct  of  Sheri£f 
Ivory  throughout  the  Crofter  troubles  was  such 
as  to  entitle  him  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  Treasury  in  the  matter  of  the  costs  in* 
cnrred  in  Stewart's  case.  The  duties  which  he 
had  to  discharge  were  of  the  most  difficult, 
delicate,  and  anxious  character;  and  I  may 
refer  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Balfour  on  the  I6th  of  February,  18:t7  (when 
Secretary  for  Scotland),  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  he  (Sheriff  Ivory)  had  discharged  these 
duties  (*«  Hansard,"  vol.  310,  page  1,696),  and 
to  my  concurrence  in  what  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour 
said  (page  1,705). 

<<  Hoping  that  the  Treasury  may  decide  to 
relieve  Sheriff  Ivory  of  the  costs  in  question, 

**I  remain,  my  dear  Sir,  yours  very  truly, 

•*  J.  B.  Bjllfuuu." 

Therefore  it  seems  that  the  late  Lord 
Advocate,  under  whom  Sheritf  Ivory 
served,  knowing  the  whole  affair  and 
having  had  all  the  circumstances 
brought  before  him,  thought  it  right  to 
recommend  his  case  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Treasury.  I  do  not 
wish  for  one  moment  to  put  the  case 


before  the  House  solely  on  the  reoom* 
mendation  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate* 
but  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wiU 
be  glad  to  know  that,  at  all  events,  in  the 
course  we  are  taking  we  have  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Lord  Advocate  under  whom 
Sheriff  Ivory  served.  There  has  seldom 
been  a  more  violent  attack  made  upon 
any  public  officer  than  has  been  made 
upon  Sheriff  Ivory.  The  way  in  which 
his  conduct  has  been  viewed,  not  by  his 
present  judicial  superiors  only,  but  by 
the  late  Government,  is  patent  from 
what  I  have  read  to  the  House,  and  the 
Committee  will  agree  with  me,  I  think, 
that  we  owe  something  to  public  officers 
who  discharge  difficult  and  delicate 
duties.  These  gentlemen  should  receive 
the  support  of  their  official  superiors ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  we  do 
not  think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  of 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  will  succeed,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  punish  Sheritf  Ivory  pecu- 
niarily for  the  way  in  which  he  has  dis- 
charged his  public  duties. 

*SiB  GEORGE  TKEVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) :  The  right  hun.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to 
me,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  have  forgotten 
the  character  in  which  he  appears  here 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates. 
He  appears  here  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  maintains  the  posi- 
tion with  great  ability ;  and  we  are  here 
in  the  character  of  private  Members  and 
custodians  of  the  publie  money.  We 
attend  to  the  Estimates  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  them  without  passion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
this  being  a  question  of  passion  from 
first  to  last ;  he  has  spoken  of  the  vio- 
lence of  the  strife  that  has  raged  round 
Sheriff  Ivory,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  he 
himself  has  contributed  to  that  strife  in 
no  small  degree.  He  speaks  of  motives 
having  all  along  been  imputed  to  Sheriff 
Ivory.  Well,  I  certainly  am  not  going 
to  impute  any  motives  to  Sheriff  Ivory, 
but  I  must  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  imputed  motives  very 
freely  across  the  House. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  read  the  extract. 

*SiR  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  :  Yes  ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  it  out, 
but  he  afterwards  repeated  it  in  his  own 
words  when  he  said  that  the  object  of 
the  present  action  was  to  punish  Sheriff 
for  his  conduct  in  the  Highlands.  I, 
however,  say  that   the   motive  of  our 


?5 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Civil  Sertfcet, 


76 


aodcm  to-night  is  to  protest  against  that 
which  we  believe  to  be  a  proposed  mis- 
application of  public  money.  I  pass 
over,  without  remark,  the  case  of  John 
Beaten.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
enter  into  the  case,  as  I  believe  this  vote 
may  be  taken  solely  and  simply  on  the 
case  of  Norman  Stewart.  Now,  what  is 
the  case  ao;ain8t  Sheriff  Ivory  as  against 
Norman  Stewart?  It  is  that  he  pub- 
lished an  official  Beport  which  he  was 
not  iustifiod  in  publishing — a  Beport 
which  contained  a  very  serious  statement 
which,  before  an  important  Court,  was 
proved  in  evidence  to  be  an  incorrect 
statement.  That  is  the  simple  case,  j 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  opposite  has  j 
used  a  great  many  words,  but  he  has  j 
refrained  from  reading  any  of  the  vital 
points  from  the  Memorandum  before  the 
Mouse,  and  certainly  he  has  refrained 
from  reading  the  pa3sage  which  appears 
to  mo  absolutely  to  settle  this  question 
in  the  course  of  twelve  lines.  The  Dean 
of  Faculty,  speaking  on  behalf  of  Sheriff 
Ivory,  said  the  statement  made  by  his 
client  in  a  Beport  to  the  Lord  Advocate 
was  that  Norman  Stewart  was  the  ring- 
leader of  acertain  mob.  Nothing  can  be 
more  simple  than  that.  The  statement, 
he  said,  was  made  by  the  Sheriff  on 
information  contained  in  an  official 
document  transmitted  to  him  by  the 
Crown  authorities,  and  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  no  reason  to  doubt  the  correctness 
of  the  document,  and  accordingly  re- 
peated the  statement  which  it  contained ; 
but  he  subsequently  found  that  the  facts 
did  not  justify  the  statement,  and,  con- 
sequently, he  made  a  tender  which  was 
now  before  their  Lordships.  **  I  under- 
stand," said  the  Dean  of  Faculty.  ^*  that 
the  tender  has  been  accepted,  and  your 
Lordships  are  now  at  liberty  to  grant  a 
decree  on  the  terms  of  the  tender  or  to 
dismiss  the  action  as  the  other  side  may 
ask."  Now,  what  had  occurred  to  bring 
this  about?  Why,  it  had  been  shown 
before  the  Sheriff's  Substitute  that 
Sheriff  Ivory's  description  of  Norman 
Stewart  in  his  Beport  to  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  entirely  erroneous.  It 
was  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Judge  that  Norman  Stewart 
had  not  taken  that  course  which 
Sheriff  Ivory  had  attributed  to  him. 
That  was  the  Brst  branch  of  the  griev- 
ance under  which  Mr.  Norman  Stewart 
was  suffering,  and  it  was  the  first  branch 
of    the    malfeasance  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 

Sir  George  Trevelyetn 


That,   I    conclude,  is  undenied.      The 
other   point  is  whether  Sheriff  Ivorj 
was  justified  in  publishing  an  offidal 
paper.     I  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
letter  of  the   late  Lord  Advocate  the 
Member  for  Clackmannan,   and  I  do 
not  gather  that  he  g^es  back  from  his 
original    opinion     that    he    gave    no 
authority  whatever  to  Sheriff  Ivory  for 
the  publication  of  the  Beport.     But  he 
does    make    a  sort  of  half- expressed 
plea  for  mercy  for  Sheriff  Ivory ;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say — speaking  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament  responsible  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  public  money — that  there  ie 
no  ground  for  that  appeal  whatever,  and 
we  have  no  right  to  listen  to  it.     This 
case  was    decided   previously,   not    od 
ad  misericordiam  grounds,  but  on  official 
grounds,  in  accordance  with  the  prece- 
dents of  the  Treasury.     It  was  decided, 
after  consulting  the  late  Lord  Advocate,, 
Mr.  Macdonald,  and  the  opinion    ex- 
pressed by  that  Lord  Advocate — who 
was  exactly  as  much  the  Lord  Advocate 
of  the  present  Government  as  the  Jlem- 
ber  for  Clackmannan  was  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate of  the  late  Government— was  that 
he  was  able  to  recommend  that  the  costs 
of  the  action  of  Beaton  should  be  re- 
funded to  Sheriff  Ivory  in  full,  but  that 
the  case  of    Stewart    presented  much 
greater  difficulty.     He  said  that  under 
the  circumstances  he  could  not  recom* 
mend   that  these  costs  should  be  paid^ 
and  the  Treasury  decided  not  to  pay. 
After  that,  by  the  great  powers  of  im- 
portunity which  Sheriff  Ivory  possessed^ 
an    appeal    was    again    made    to    the 
Treasury.      Sheriff   Ivory  thought   he 
had  at  last  got  a  high  official  who  was 
sure  to  take  his  view  of  the  facts.     He 
appealed    from    the    officials     of    the 
Treasury  and  from  Lord  Advocate  Mac- 
donald  to  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  who,  he  declared,  looked  at 
things  not  in  detail,  who  looked  not  to 
the  points  of  the  case,  but  who  looked 
broadly  to  see  whether  a  public  official 
was  acting  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and 
who  *^  was  intimately  acquainted    with 
the  work  I  had  to  do  in  Skve."     Hon. 
Members  know  what  the  views  of  the 
Chief  Secretary   for  Ireland   are   with 
regard   to   the  agrarian  difficulties  in 
the  Highlands,  and  also  that  when  the 
Crofters'  Bill  was  before  the  Hoilse  of 
Commons     the    Chief    Secretary     for 
Ireland  opposed  it  on  the  ground  that,, 
though  there  might  be  grievances  about 
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root  ia  Ireland,  there  ffere  in  Sootland 
no  landlords  who  over-reDted  their 
teoanta.  That  naa  the  opinion  of  the 
Obief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  then,  and  it 
may  be  now;  but  the  opiaion  of  the 
Land  CommiMtoD,  vhich  has  trone 
deeper  into  the  matter  than  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  has  oome  to  a 
different  conclusion,  for  while  the  roduc- 
tiona  on  rents  have  been  largely  in  ezces» 
of  Irish  reduotioDB,  the  redactions  in 
amors  has  been  freqnently  double  the 
reducti'ins  in  rents.  It  vas  while  the 
right  hoD.  Q-entleman  was  Secretary  for 
Scotland  that  SheriEF  Ivory  appealed  to 
him  aftainstthe  judgment  of  Lord  Advo- 
cate Uacdonald,  and,  above  all,  againal 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Justice  in 
SooUand. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  When  my  righi 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  Secretary  for  Scotland  I  do 
not  believe  this  oonceasion  had  been 
made.  The  whole  point  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  is  absolutely 
chimerical  to  the  last  degree. 

Bia  O.  TEEVEI.YAN  ;  I  have  made 
no  atatement  except  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
Appealed  to  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  What  I  look  to  is  the 
conduct  of  Sheriff  Ivory  when  he  finds 
himself  face  to  face  with  Uembers  of 
Parliament  trying  to  do  their  duty  as 
Hembers  of  Parliament.  I  will  read 
Bome  paseagee  from  Sheriff  Ivoi^'emost 
recent  MemorRndum — 

"  Ths  anBimsiof  Ikw  lad  urdai  will.iiodoiiljt, 
njoic*  tlut  tha  UoTeinmeDt  ifaould  bars 
oluDMd  their  viewt  tni  ceiuared  me  aa  thsy 
hava  dons.  Bnt  I  Tentura  to  predict  that  the  law- 
abiding  public  will  be  of  a  differaDt  opinion 
when  they  laam  tba  ttua  itateol  the  facta.  It 
eiecutive  officeta,  after  doing  their  beat  to 
discharge  their  dntiei  hoaeatly  and  f^arleaalj, 
are  to  be  treated  in  tbia  manner,  no  Oorem- 
ment  oan  expect  them  to  act  in  the  future  with 

the  neeeaaarj'  promptitude  anddecisioa 

I  think  1  have  some  reasoa  to  oomplaiD  that  my 
olaini  for  repayment  of  the  sipenaea  of  a  law- 
suit prompted  by  polilioil  animosity  abould  in 
the ciTCDmstancea  hare  bean  referred  fordsciaion 
to  the  I^w  Officer  of  the  Crown  aa  if  it  depended 
on  •  technical  question  of  law — to  one,  too, 
whose  coodnct  in  regard  to  tbia  very  case  had 
been  so  much  compUined  of  by  me  io  my 
printed  Memaraudum.  Had  it  been  referred 
to  Mr.  &.  J.  Btilfaur,  who  waa  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  work  I  had  to  do  iu  Skye, 
who  knew  the  danger  ut  allowing  falae  and 
nnfoiinded  atatementa  regarding  the  conduct 
of  a  OorernmeDt  eipedilian  to  remain  un- 
anawered,  and  who  would  haie  dealt  with  the 
matter  in  a  broad  and  atateamanlike  ■nanner,  I  . 
sboold  hare  b«ea  perfectly  aatiafied."  . 
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The  queetion  is  whether  an  iadlvidnal 
did  act  in  an  UDbeoomiDfi;  and  riotous 
manner  towards  the  eipedition  to 
which  Sheriff  Ivory  referred.  Sheriff 
Ivory  eaya  he  did ;  but  he  waa 
proved  not  to  have  acted  in  that  manner, 
and  Sheriff  Ivory  was  himself  obliged 
to  acknowledge  that  it  was  so,  and  then 
he  appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  against  "false  and  unfounded 
statements."  I  have  thrown  no  passion 
into  this  question,  end  have  attributed 
no  motive  to  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  blame 
him  for  one  thing  only,  and  that  is  for 
the  indecorous  statements  in  the  last 
Uemorandum  he  has  sent,  aMemoiaa- 
dum  upon  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the 
Uovernment  has  made  a  concession 
which  it  ought  never  to  have  made,  and 
has  rerereed  ite  previous  opinion — aa 
opinion  founded  upon  reaeone  which  I 
believe  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to 
answer  except  by  high- sounding  gene- 
ralities. 

Mb.  £.  BOBKHrSON  (Dundee):  I 
hope  the  right  boa.  Qentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  satisfied 
that  to  night,  at  all  evenip,  he  has  had 
a  patient  hearing  from  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. I  venture  to  think  that  the  com- 
plaint with  whiuh  he  began  hie  speech 
on  this  subject  was  somewhat  disin- 
genuous. We  all  know  that  he  is  a 
master  of  debate,  and  no  one  admirea 
his  debating  poitere  more  than  I  do; 
but  hia  chief  weapon  ia  hie  remarkablo 
power  of  repartee,  aud  it  seems  to  ms 
that  be  rather  courts  interruption  than 
otherwise.  At  all  events,  the  Scotch 
Members  to-night,  after  his  complaint 
on  that  score,  abstaiaed  from  intcifer- 
ing  with  him,  and  I  think  the  result  waa 
that  he  sat  down  somevhat  crestfallen, 
because  he  had  lost  his  usual  oppor- 
tunity. The  right  hon.  Qentleman,  it 
seems  to  me,  has  confused  the  issues  on 
this  qnestion,  or  has  tried  to  do  so.  Tha 
case  is  a  very  simple  one,  but  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  hae  repeated  in  tbo 
House  the  misrepresentation  that  is 
being  made  outside— 1  mean  the  mis- 
rep  reeentati.in  that  this  controversy  is  a 
mere  incident  iu  a  personal  feud  be- 
tween Sheriff  Ivory  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Collpgo 
of  Glasgow.  I  viiah  to  sav  for 
myself  that  I,  for  one,  know  nothing 
whatever  of  that  I'eud.  I  know  nest  to 
nothing  of  Sheriff  Ivory  himself,  and 
my  judgment  on  the   matter  is  baaed 
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Mb.  JACKSON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Clack- 
mannan did  not  deprecate  the  publica- 
tion of  the  letters.  What  he  deprecated 
was  the  publication  of  the  attacks  upon 
Sheriff  Ivory. 

Dr.  CLARK :  The  Lord  Advocate 
said  that  both  wanted  the  letters  pub- 
lished. 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Clack- 
mannan and  Sheriff  Ivory  were  at  one 
in  desiring  that  a  refutation  should  be 
given  to  the  calumnious  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  Sheriff  Ivory. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  understood  him  they 
both  wanted  the  letters  published.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  want  the 
publication,  and  this  is  one  of  the  many 
misrepresentations  that  have  been 
weaved  about  the  facts.  We  are  told 
that  the  Government  must  protect  public 
servants  even  w  hen  they  err ;  but  if  we  are 
going  to  have  men  riding  rough-shod 
over  our  people,  coming  at  midnight 
into  homes  without  warrant,  whether 
women  or  invalids  are  there  or  not, 
taking  prisoners  without  warrant.if  they 
have  been  doing  such  things  and  we  bring 
them  into  Court  to  answer  and  they  are 
mulct  in  damages,  are  we  then  to  vote 
the  money  here  ?  If  that  is  to  be  so  we 
must  have  recourse  to  another  Flan  of 
Campaign.  If  your  Law  and  Order 
procedure  is  thus  of  no  avail,  if  the  Law 
is  to  punish,  have  the  Parliament  to 
find  the  money  we  must  have  recourse 
to  the  prisons.  Sheriff  Ivory  published 
this  lie  for  the  purpose  of  biassing  the 
Court  and  getting  a  man  punished,  and 
what  was  the  evidence  of  the  Sheriff^s 
officer  who  was  deforced  ?  He  was 
mobbed,  he  said,  and  the  man  who  came 
forward  and  tried  to  protect  him  from 
violence  was  this  man,  Norman  Stewart. 
The  officer  swore  that  Stewart  interfered 
and  he  got  away  unhurt.  Here  was  a 
good  citizen  who  came  to  the  protection 
of  an  officer  of  the  law,  perhaps,  get- 
ting himself  into  trouble,  making  him- 
self unpopular  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  he  is  made  the  subject  of  Sheriff 
Ivory's  attack,  and  yet  we  are  to  pay 
Sheriff  Ivory's  costs  !  Let  me  suggest 
to  the  Attorney  General  that  he  should 
look  upon  this  case  of  Sheriff  Ivory  as 
that  of  a  brother  in  affliction ;  let  him 
with  his  colleagues  pay  these  expenses 
•m  their  own  pockets.  The  First 
J       I,  who  has  mad^  oonsiderable  profit 

Br.  Clark 


from  the  sale  of  a  libellous  pamphlet^, 
might  join  with  the  Attorney  General^ 
in  subscribing  from  these  ill-gottaxk; 
gains  and  the  assistance  of  Sheriff 
Ivory.  The  case  of  the  Times  is  exactly 
on  a  par  with  this  of  Sheriff  Ivory.- 
Suppose  the  TifneM^  defeated  in  an  action 
for  libel  by  those  which  had  maligned 
and  slandered,  were  to  come  and  ask  for 
Farliamentary  assistance.  You  may 
whitewash  Sheriff  Ivory,  you  may  con- 
done his  illegal  action,  and  if  you  do  it 
will  not  be  the  first  time  the  cause  of 
law  and  order  has  been  directed  with 
favours  of  illegality. 

Sib  G.  CAMFBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
do  not  take  the  extreme  view  put 
forward  by  some  of  my  friends.  I 
quite  admit  the  duty  of  supporting 
public  officers  in  the  bond  fide  discharge 
of  their  duties,  even  when  they  maj 
err,  unless,  indeed,  you  pay  them  in 
such  a  way  as  to  guarantee  them  against 
the  consequences  of  a  mistake.  I  differ 
then  from  the  view  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  and  had  it 
been  necessary  I  should  in  the  Beat<»i 
case  have  supported  the  Government, 
because  I  believe  the  Sheriff,  occupying  • 
his  responsible  position,  did  what  he  did 
in  the  performance  of  a  public  duty  in 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  public 
interest.  But  when  we  come  to  the 
other  case — that  of  Stewart— then  I  look 
at  it  from  an  entirely  different  point  of 
view.  Here  Sheriff  Ivory  was  mulct  in 
damages  because  he  published  a  libel 
against  Stewart.  Apart  from  the  ques- 
tion whether  he  was  right  or  wrong,  I 
am  willing  to  believe  that  the  Sheriff 
acted  bond  fide,  from  passion  and  preju- 
dice perhaps,  but  not  from  malice.  But 
he  did  not  publish  this  report  as  part  of 
his  official  duty,  he  published  it  in  a 
newspaper,  which  was  a  grave  official 
fault.  It  is  hardly  worth  while  con- 
sidering that  if  he  had  made  the  Report 
to  his  official  superior  the  paper  would 
have  become  public  property  and  the 
Sheriff  would  have  been  protected  ;  it 
is  not  pretended  that  in  publishing  it  in 
a  newspaper  Sheriff  Ivory  acted  for  the 
public  interest ;  no  public  interest  was 
involved ;  he  acted  simply  because  he 
was  irritated  and  aggrieved  by  assaults 
upon  his  personal  character.  There  is 
excuse  for  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  admit  he 
was  greatly  irritated ;  and  if  it  were  a 
question  of  punishing  him  or  dismiss- 
ing him  for  a  grave  error  of  judg- 
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ment  we  might  accept  the  excuse, 
but  this  is  not  a  qaeation  of  panishing 
him,  the  proposal  is  to  panish  the  tax- 
payers by  levying  the  damages  the 
Sheriff  is  called  upon  to  pay,  and  I  must 
say  I  do  not  think  we  are  justified  in 
doing  that.  So  I  must  vote  in  the  Lobby 
with  my  hon.  Friends. 
♦Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh.  E.) :  I 
have  no  feeling  against  Sheriff  Ivory, 
and  do  not  know  much  about  him ;  he 
has  done  me  no  harm  and  I  wish  to  do 
him  no  harm,  the  object  of  my  dis- 
pleasure is  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  what  I  complain  of  is  their  alter- 
native negative  and  affirmative  action. 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  they 
succeeded  in  refuting  their  own  argu- 
ments against  this  claim.  The  old 
adage  that  secood  thoughts  are  best  has 
been  falsified  in  this  case;  the  first 
thoughts  of  the  GoTernment  were  good, 
their  subsequent  thoughts  worse  and 
worse.  I  am  surprised  at  the  clumsy 
and  discreditable  manner  in  which  they 
have  ''  turned  their  backs  upon  them- 
selves," certainly,  if  I  had  to  perform 
the  feat  I  would  try  to  do  it  in  a 
more  graceful  way.  What  did  Sheriff 
Ivory  do  ?  An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  make  light  of  the  libel; 
but  it  was  in  fact  a  libel  pub- 
lished upon  a  man  about  to  be  tried 
by  himself  or  his  representative.  He 
declared  this  man  to  be  a  ringleader  of  a 
mob,andpromoter  of  lawless  proceedings. 
I  should  like  to  ask  English  Members 
to  put  such  a  case  as  this  before  them- 
selves for  one  moment.  This  Judge  is 
going  to  try  this  prisoner  for  being  a 
ringleader  of  a  mob,  for  being  a  pro- 
moter of  lawless  proceedings,  yet  two 
months  before  the  trial  comes  on  he 
pablishes,  on  his  own  authority  and 
without  any  special  provocation,  a  state- 
meiit  of  his  opinion  in  a  newspaper  that 
the  person  whom  he  was  going  to  try  was 
the  leading  ringleader  of  a  mob  and  the 
principal  promoter  of  the  lawless  pro- 
eeedings  in  the  district.  What  would 
hon.  Members  for  English  constituencies 
feel  if  any  one  of  their  own  Judges, 
with  respect  to  a  prisoner  whom  he  was 
going  to  try  four  weeks  hence,  were  to 
print  in  the  T\m6»,  or  any  other  journal- 
istic receptacle  for  mendacious  and  de- 
famatory garbage,  a  statement  that  the 
man  awaiting  trial  was  the  principal 
promoter  of  burglaries  or  murderous 
proceedings  in  the  district  ?   I  tlunk  that 


steps  would  be  taken  to  remove  such  aai^ 
unjodicial  man  from  the  Bench.  What' 
are  the  defences  that  have  been  made 
for  Sheriff  Ivory  in  this  matter  ?  It  has 
been  said  that  he  had  the  sanction  of  a 
gentleman  whom  'I  may  be  allowed  to 
call  Lord  Advocate  Balfour — by  reason 
of  his  position  in  a  former  Parliament 
— His  authority  has  been  adduced  as 
justifying  the  action  of  the  Sheriff. 
iBut  we,  who  know  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Olackman- 
namshire,  believe  it  to  be  perfectly 
unconceivable  and  utterly  impossible 
that  so  eminent  a  jurist  as  he  is,  should 
have  ever  given  his  authority  or  advice 
to  any  person  in  the  position  of  a  judge 
to  libel  an  untried  prisoner.  That 
Sheriff  Ivory  could  imagine  that  he  had 
any  such  authority  goes  far  to  convince 
me  that  he  is  not  a  person  suitable  to 
continue  in  the  exercise  of  judioial 
functions.  The  person  Sheriff  Ivory 
libelled  was  acquitted ;  he  was  proved 
in  Court  to  be  innocent,  yet  after  he  had 
retired  itoxsi  the  action,  which  the 
accused  person  naturally  brought 
against  him,  by  paying  the  costs  of  the 
plaintiff,  he  actually  continued  to 
defend  the  publication  of  the  libel,  and 
maintained  that  it  was  true.  The  accu- 
sation was  published  in  Feburary ;  the 
man  was  acquitted  in  March,  in  June 
the  libel  action  was  disposed  of,  and  on 
the  26th  August,  Sheriff  Ivory  sent  a 
long  and  elaborate  statement  to  the 
Treasury,  in  which  he  continued  to 
maintain  that  the  man  to  whom  he  had 
paid  damages  was  still  guilty  of  the 
thing  of  which  by  paying  the  costs,  he 
had  previously  tacitly  admitted  that 
he  was  innocent.  Now,  Sir,  with 
respect  tp  the  case  of  Norman  Stewart 
What  does  Sheriff  Ivory  say  in  respect 
to  him?— 

*'  That  he  showed  consciousness  of  his  guilt 
in  absconding  to  the  hills  on  the  approadi  of 
the  police  to  his  dwelling,  and  in  doing  his 
utmost  to  evade  the  law." 

But  how  could  he  show  consciousness  of 
guilt  when  he  was  proved  in  a  Oourt  of 
Law  to  be  innocent  ?  What  he  did  do 
was  to  show  his  consciousness  of  the 
extreme  danger  under  which  he  would 
be  if  he  fell  into  the  hands  of  Sheriff 
Ivory.  For  myself,  if  I  were  wanted 
for  judioial  purposes  by  Sheriff  Ivory, 
I  would  retire  not  only  to  the  hills,  but 
to  the  valleys  and  to  all  the  ''rocks, 
caves,    lakes,    fens,    bogs,    dens,    and 
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shades  of  daath"  I  could  ihiok  of, 
before  I  would  entrust  my  character 
into  the  keeping  of  a  magistrate  who 
has  shown  tnat  he  does  not  possess 
even  the  most  rudimentary  vestige  of 
the  elementary  principles  of  justice. 
Then  we  have  the  Lord  Advocate  com- 
ing forward  voluntarily  in  opposition  to 
his  predecessor  in  office,  in  order  to 
defend  Sheriff  Ivory.  I  was  sorry  to 
see  him  take  rather  a  light  view  of  this 
matter.  He  speaks  lightly  of  a  £200 
subject— with  Lis  nose  in  the  air — but  is 
that  all?  He  said  it  was  merely  a 
technical  error  of  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  been  guilty.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  Sheriff  could  have  secured  publication 
of  his  version  of  the  matter  under 
privilege  if  he  had  only  waited  for  tbo 
issue  of  the  Iteport  of  the  Commission 
of  Supply,  so  that  he  committed  a  mere 
formal  offence  in  publishing  it  in 
anticipation  of  the  trial  of  this 
unhappy  crofter.  But  is  it  a  right 
thing — ^'is  it  merely  a  technical  error 
to  libel  an  innocent  man  even  under 

Srivilege?  Is  there  only  a  technical 
istinction  to  be  drawn  between  a  publi- 
cation by  your  own  act  in  defiance  of 
your  duty,  and  a  publication  through 
the  act  of  others  consequent  on  the 
compulsory  discharge  of  your  duty? 
I  think  it  is  a  substantial,  and  not 
a  technical  distinction.  Was  it  a 
mere  technical  wrong  that  was  done 
to  this  unfortunate  crofter  ?  Would 
it  not  have  been  safer  for  him  if  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  waited  until  his  Beport  had 
been  issued  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  in  April?      The  trial  and  ac- 

2uittal  took  place  in  March,  while  Sheriff 
vory  published  the  Eeport  in  February, 
and  so  this  unfortunate  man  had  to 
fight  against  tremendous  odds,  of  the 
public  denunciations  of  the  official 
superior  of  the  Judge  who  was  to  try 
him.  This  is  a  strange  revelation  of 
judicial  life  in  the  North  of  Scotland. 
Sheriff  Ivory,  in  the  most  ingenuous  way, 
shows  the  ideas  of  justice  which  pre- 
vail in  his  mind  by  writing  to  his 
substitute  for  the  reasons  for  the  partial 
breaking  down  of  the  case.  The  reply 
was  that  the  Crown  witoesses  did  not 
come  up  to  the  precognitions  at  either 
of  the  crofter  trials.  That  is  to  say, 
when  these  poor  people  were  examined 
in  secret  before  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
they  were  willing  to  say  a  good 
deal     so     long     as    they     were     not 
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on  oath ;  but  when  they  oame 
to  be  put  upon  oath,  they  shrank  from 
the  statements  which  they  had  pre- 
viously been  tempted  into  making  by 
the  intolerant  swagger  and  overbearing^ 
demeanour  with  which  we  are  too  well 
acquainted.  The  Sheriff  next  brings  ia 
a  Deu9  ex  machind  in  the  shape  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  who  was  then  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.     He  says — 

**  I  furnished  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  with  notes 
on  a  speech  of  Dr.  Oioieroa  containing  innu- 
merable charges  against  me,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  answer  those  charges  in  the 
Crofters'  Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  was  then  about  to  take  place." 

Later  on,  he  says — 

"  But  in  consequence  of  the  turn  which  the 
debate  took,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  fortunately  for 
me,  considered  it  necessary  to  supplement  the 
observations  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  was 
pleased  to  adopt  a  very  different  line  of  con- 
duct in  reference  to  the  charges  made  against 
me.  Mr.  Balfour  answered  conclusively  one  by 
one  the  numerous  charges  that  had  been 
brought  against  me  " — 

having  been  previously  primed  by  this 
gentleman  himself.  Later  still  this 
document  continues  that  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  observed — 

"The  truth  is,  in  my  judgment,  very  scant 
j  ustice  has  been  done  to  Sheriff  Ivory  in  this 
matter." 

**Our  law,"  he  continued — 

"  is  administered,  after  all,  not  by  angels,  but 
by  men  ;  and  if  you  impose  upon  men  a  most 
difficult,  laborious,  and  delicate  task,  seme 
slight  failure  there  must  necessarily  be.*' 

I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  con- 
troversy with  the  Chief  Secretary  on  a 
question  of  angels.  A  philosopher  who 
having  first  written  a  successful  Pyrr- 
honistiu  treatise  proving  that  science 
is  as  baseless  as  theology,  has 
afterwards  elicited  rapturous  ap- 
plause from  bishops,  archdeacons, 
and  honourable  women  in  Church 
Congress  assembled,  by  apologizing 
for  Christianity  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  the  best  working  creed  for  this 
world  if  one  can  only  believe  in  it,  is 
not  a  person  with  whom  ordinary 
inquirers  should  ribk  a  controversy. 
But  I  had  always  understood  that  even 
angels  suffer  for  their  offences  for  the 
sake  of  maintaining  law  and  order  in 
the  universe;  and  from  this  it  would 
seemingly  follow  a  fortiori  that  men  in 
general,  and  sheriffs  in  particular, 
should  suffer  for  their  blunders  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  good.     I  there- 
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fore  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
perfectly  justified  in  their  first  purpose 
of  making  Sheriff  Ivory  suflPer  a  little 
inconvenience  in  order  that  he  might  be 
made  a  sadder,  if  not  wiser,  man 
and  Sheriff.  Now,  I  will  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Committee  while  I 
tarn  to  the  second  position  assumed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  March, 
IHSS.  What  are  the  reasons  that  they 
assign  for  the  remarkable  reversal  of 
their  position  six  months  before  ? 
''  Taking  note  of  the  opinion  of  Lord 
Advocate  Balfour,"  that  *<the  SheriflP 
had  acted  on  the  bond  fids  though  mis- 
taken belief"  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  approved  of  the  publication,  they 
sanctioned  the  payment  of  the  costs  and 
damages.  But  that  the  Sheriff  per- 
sisted in  thinking  that  he  was  in  the 
right  is  ju^t  what  makes  him 
all  the  more  objectionable.  The  more 
a  fanatic  of  injustice  believes  he  is 
right  when  he  is  indefen8ib]y  wrong 
the  more  unfit  he  is  for  his  position. 
If  a  man's  ideas  are  totally  wrong  and 
outrageous,  then  the  greater  his  bond  fides 
the  more  mischief  he  is  likely  to  do. 
Let  me  point  out  that  Ix)rd  Advocate 
Balfour  takes  very  good  care  to  intimate 
that  he  never  gave  Sheriff  Ivory  any 
reason  to  suppose  he  had  his  approba- 
tion for  the  outrageous  act  of  wnich  he 
had  been  guilty.  But,  even  if  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  that  authority,  still  the  act 
was  glaringly  wrong.  Lord  Advocates 
may  be  very  great  officers,  but  they  can- 
not posbibly  give  authority  to  a  sensible 
man  to  contradict  his  own  common  sense, 
or  rather  to  do  that  which  he  knows — or 
ought  to  know — to  be  utterly  unjudicial 
or  anti-judicial.  We  are  told  to  lay  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  Lord  Advo- 
cate Balfour  was  pleased  to  say  he 
considered  the  general  conduct  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  in  his  work  was  such  as  to  entitle 
him  to  favourable  consideration  as 
re^rds  the  costs  in  question.  But  the 
opinion  of  "Lord  Advocate  Balfour" 
was  written  bv  him  when  he  had  ceased 
to  be  Lord  Aavocate,  and  when  he  was 
simply  a  private  member  of  the  Scotch 
Bar ;  and  a  Government  which  contains 
the  philosopher  who  teaches  that  law  is 
administered  not  by  angels  but  by  men, 
might  have  remembered  the  popular — I 
do  not  say  the  accurate — impression 
that  lawyers,  upon  questions  of  costs 
and  fees,  are  not  only  not  angelic,  but 
barely    human,     and    even    accipitral 


in  their  nature,  and  in  such  a  matte^ 
not  disposed  to  pick  out  each  other's 
eyes.  A  brilliant  master  of  antithesy 
signaliz'^d  the  difference  between  Bacon 
seeking  for  the  truth  and  Bacon  seeking 
for  the  Seals,  and  similarly  there 
is  a  vast  difference  between  Sheriff 
Ivory  seeking  for  the  crofters  and 
Sheriff  Ivory  seeking  for  the  costs ;  in 
the  document  seeking  for  costs  there 
is  an  evidence  of  skill  and  capacity 
which  is  sufficient  to  dumbfound  anyone 
who  has  read  only  his  first  Memorandum* 
The  whole  of  his  trust  is  wisely  reposed 
upon  the  name  of  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  who 
is  declared  over  and  over  again  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  his  actions.  From  what  I 
know  of  the  feeling  which  exists  in  Scot- 
land upon  this  matter  it  is  regarded  as 
a  shameless  job.  It  is  thought  that 
it  has  been  wrung  out  of  the  good 
nature  of  one  wearer  of  the  name 
of  Balfour,  and  by  flattering  the  im- 
periousness  of  another  wearer  of  the 
same  name ;  and  that  though  the  man 
who  tries  to  support  himself  on  two  stools 
is  certain  to  come  to  grief  and  to  the 
eround,  the  man,  and  especially  the 
Sheriff,  who  succeeds  in  supporting 
himself  on  two  Balfours  is  equally  cer- 
tain to  come  to  cash  and  victory. 
♦Mb.  FRASER.MACKINT9SH  (In. 
vemess-shire) :  I  desire.  Sir,  in  speak- 
ing on  this  subject,  to  call  attention  to 
what  the  Scottish  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  feel  with  regard  to 
it.  What  we  complain  of  is  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  in  February,  1885,  having  re- 
ported a  confidential  communication,, 
containing  slanderous  matter  to  the 
Lord  Advocate,  took  upon  himself 
to  issue  it  to  the  newspapers.  When 
Sheriff  Ivory  published  that  letter 
he  started  by  stating  that  he  had 
communicated  it  to  the  Police  Com- 
mittee at  Inverness,  and  gave  that 
as  a  reason  why  it  might  be  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers.  From  my 
point  of  view  it  does  not  matter  whether 
the  Lord  Advocate  gave  his  consent  to 
the  publication  or  not,  and  I  would 
point  out  that  the  document  was  never 
published  by  the  Police  Committee  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply,  although  the 
Sheriff  implies  that  when  communi- 
cated to  them,  it  would  necessarily  have 
been  made  public.  No  authority  given 
by  the  Lord  Advocate  or  Commissioners 
of  Supply  could  privilege  slander,  and 
the  effect  of  any  such  authority  would 
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'there1;»y  be  to  make  them  accessories, 
and  liable  in  the  consequences.:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  very  severe  in  his 
remarks  to-night  on  what  was  said  on  a 
former  occasion  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College,  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
whose  ezertioDS  on  behalf  of  the  people 
of  the  Highlands  and  Islands  will  never 
be  forgotten  in  Scotland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  said  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  not  guilty  of  anything 
in  the  nature  of  malice  in  regard 
to  the  man  Norman  Stewart.  I  do  not 
want  to  impute  to  Sheriff  Ivory  more 
than  is  necessary  under  present  circum- 
stances ;  but  I  will  take  the  case  against 
that  official  from  the  documents  that  are 
before  us,  including  the  Memorials  to 
the  Treasury,  and  I  will  say  that  though 
the  statements  they  contain  are,  to  a 
large  extent,  inaccurate,  if  they  do 
not  also  convey  the  idea  of  bias  or 
malice,  then  one  is  at  a  loss  to  know 
what  malice  is.  Let  us  deal  in  illus- 
tration with  one  inaccuracy.  The  Sheriff 
aays,  in  one  Memorandum — 

*'TheM  proceedings,  and  also  the  condact 
of  the  Government  in  Skye  generally,  have 
frequently  been  brought  under  the  nptice  of 
ParliameDt,  and  repeated  Motions  hare  been 
made  by  Dr.  Cameron  and  others  for  public 
inquiry  in  .regard  to  them,  as  well  as  for  the 
stoppage  of  my  salary  and  my  dismissal  from 
office ;  but  these  klotions  have,  after  full  and 
ample  discussion,  invariably  been  refused  by 
boui  Conservative  and  Liberal  GovemiAents.*' 

Now,  it  is  not  correct  to  say  that  any 
Motion  has  ever  been  made  in  this  House 
for  the  stoppage  of  Sheriff  Ivory 's,salary. 
No  such  Motion  could  be  made,  as  the 
salary  does  not  fall  under  the  Estimates. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
BoUoz  (Mr.  Caldwell)  has  commented, 
with  just  severity  on  the  conduct  of 
Sheriff  Ivory  after  the  trial  of  the  men 
who  were  charged  with  a  breach  of  the 
law,  and  has  pointed  out  that  he,  being 
the  Sheriff  of  the  County,  communicated 
with  the  Sheriff  Substitute  by  whom 
Norman  Stewart  was  acquitted,  and 
demanded  to  know  how  it  was  that  he, 
the  Sheriff  Substitute,  had  acquitted  that 
person.  The  Sheriff  Substitute,  being 
obliged  to  report  to  his  superior, 
replied  that  it  was  because  ''The 
Grown  witnesses  did  not  come  up 
to  their  precognitions  at  either  of 
the  crofters'  trials."  I  corroborate  to^ 
the   fullest   the   statement  that   such' 
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an  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Sheriff 
with  the  Sheriff  Substitute  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  is  not  only  unjustifiable, 
but  such  as  has  never  before  been 
brought  under  the  observation  of  the 
public.  The  publication  was  made 
in  February,  1885,  and  the  trial  took 
place  in  March ;  and,  this  being  so, 
on  what  ground  was  the  statement 
published. by  the  Sheriff  to  the  whole 
of  the  Highlands,  before  the  man 
was  tried,  that  Norman  Stewart  was  a 
ringleader  of  the  mob?  One  of  the 
reasons  put  forward  by  Sheriff  Ivory 
for  the  publication  of  the  document 
was  his  wish  to  clear  himself  from  the 
charges,  brought  agaiost  him  by  the 
Eev.Mr.  M'Callum,  of  Watemish.  How 
was  Mr.  M'Callum  treated  subsequently  ? 
Some  time  after  these  charges  IumL 
appeared,  Mr.  M'Callum  was  going  to 
preach  for  a  friend  on  Sunday,  and 
having  to  go  a  considerable  distance 
from  his  home,  travelled  on  the  Satur- 
day night,  when  he  was  arrested  and 
taken  a  great  number  of  miles  to  Portree, 
being  only  released  on  the  following 
Monday  on  a  bail  of  £iOO.  And,  what 
happened  after  this?  Why,  no  further 
proceedings  were  taken  against  Mr. 
M'Callum.  The  proceediugs  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  and  his  subordinates  stand  con- 
demned by  the  documents  on  the  Table. 
I  may  add  that  I  have  great  fault 
to  find  with  the  Treasury.  I  refer  to 
the  Treasury  Minute,  dated  23rd 
March,  1888.  In  it  the  Permanent 
Secretary  states  to  the  Board — 

**  At  the  same  time,  my  Lords  fully  recognsie 
the  toying  nature  of  the  work  with'  which  the 
8heriff  was  entrusted,  and  his  great  and  natural 
sense  of  irritation  at  the  serious  and  unfounded 
charges  of  misconduct  then  made  against  him. 
Moreover,  their  Lordships  desire  to  give  full 
support  to  any  public  officer  who  acts  to  the 
best  of  his  judgment  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty." 

Now,  what  right  has  the  Treasury  to 
say  this  ?  I  do  not  think  my  language 
too  stroog  when  I  say  that  it  is  an 
audacious  thing  for  the  Treasury  to  sup- 
port Sheriff  Ivory  in  this  way,  when  it 
is  known  that  public  inquiries  .into 
his  conduct  have  been  made  over  and 
over  again  and  refused.  With  regard 
to  what  the  people  of  the  Highlands 
think  of  Sheriff  Ivory,  they  know  that 
though  he  has  been  whitewashed  over  and 
over  again — they  cannot  but  recollect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  has  more  than  onoe 
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stopped  the  sending  of  troops  and  gan- 
boats  that  might  have  done  a  g^eat  deal 
of    mischief     in    the     Highlands.      I 
say  of    Sheriff  Ivory  that,    by  many 
things    he    has    done,     he    has    lost 
the  confidence  of  the  Highland  people. 
They  say  that  if  there  be  one  name 
more  obnoxious  to  them  than  another  it 
is  that  of  Sheriff   Ivory,   and  this  not 
because  he  happens  to  be  Sheriff  of  the 
county,  but  from  the  high-handed  way 
in  which  his  proceedings  were  over  and 
over  again  carried  out  in  matters  which 
aflbcted  the  minds  of  the  people.  And  I 
would  point  to  the  course  the  debate 
of  to-night  has  taken.     When  the  case 
used  to  come  before  the  House  years  ago 
there  were  very  few  who  took  notice 
of  it,  but  on  this  occasion  we  have  hon. 
and  right  hon.    Members  taking    the 
matter  up,  *not  only  on  these  benches, 
but    on    the  front   bench    above    tbe 
^3tmrway,  and,  for  my  part,  I  beg  to 
thank  those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  been  induced  to  aid  our 
action.     As  far  as  the   people    of  the 
Highlands  are  concerned,  it  is  to  them  in- 
explicable how  the  present  GK>vemaient 
ahoold  mix  themselves  up  in  a  matter 
with    which    they    have    no    concern 
whatever;    and,  although  they  have  a 
right  to  stand  up  for  any  official  who 
has  done  his  duty,  they  will,  in  passing 
the  Vote  now  before  the  Oommittee,  do 
that  which  those  who  are  most  affected 
by  it  will  hear  of  with  deep  regret. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Db.  OLAJRE  (Caithness):  We  can 
bring  it  up  again.  One  illegality  fol- 
lows another. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  Oommittee  divided :  — ^Ayes  186 ; 
Noes;^67.— (Division  List,  No.  J2.) 

Question  put  accordingly, 

''That  s  Sapplementary  som,  not  exceeding 
4S00,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Oblige  which  will  come  in  coane  of  payment 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1889,  for  certain  Xzpenaes  of  the  Law 
Agent  in  Scotland  for  Goyemment  Depart- 


The  Oommittee  divided :— Ayes  187; 
Noes  77.— (Div.  List,  No.  28.) 

(2.)  £24,690,  Supplementary,  PubUo 
SdooatioiL 


THE  ADMINISTRATION  OP  SWAZILAND 
(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  anm,  not  exceediDg; 
£28,310,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1889,  for  certain  Charges  connected 
with  the  Orange  River  Territory,  the  Trans- 
vaal, Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  the  Island  of 
St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Commissioner  for 
South  Africa." 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  not  40  Members  present. 

The    House    was    counted,    and   40 
Members  were  found  to  be  present. 
♦Sir  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
have  given  notice  of  several  reductions 
of  this  Vote ;  but  as  they  refer  to  totally 
different  subjects,  I  hope  you,  Sir,  will 
allow  me  to  move  them  separately.    In 
the  first  place,  I  beg  to  move  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  £250,  the  cost  of  Missions 
to  Tongaland  and  Swaziland,  and  I  do 
so  for  the  purpobe  of  obtaining  informa- 
tion as  to  those  Missions,  and  also  as 
to  the  state  of  things  existing  in  those 
countries.     I  want  to  know  what  has 
been  the  result  of  the  Missions  ?    I  want 
to  know  whether  we  have  a  Besident  or 
an  Adviser  in  Swaziland?     I  want  to 
know  who  is  Mr.  0.  Shipstone,  who  I 
see  mentioned  in  the  papers  ?  I  want  to 
know  who  he  is,  and  what  his  present 
position  there  is  ?    We  have  been  told 
that  by  the  Convention  of  London  we 
have  boimd  ourselves  to  maintain  the 
independence  of   Swaziland  ;    but  my 
impression  is,  that  that  Convention  has 
been  broken  in  a  good  many  particulars 
since  it  was  made.  At  all  events  it  seems 
to  me  there  is  no  use  whatever  in  guaran- 
teeing the  independence  of  Swaziland, 
if  we  really  leave  the  country  a  prey  to 
adventurers.    If  any  sort  of  indepen- 
dent Gt>vemment  is  to  be  maintained 
there,  some  civilized  Power  must  protect 
it.    If  we  are  not  prepared  to  protect 
it  properly,  we  had  better  leave  it  alone 
altogether.      Swaziland  is  much  in  the 
same  position  as  Lord    Salisbury  has 
said  Samoa  is  in— that  is  to  say,  the 
native  Government  cannot  stand  alone. 
If  there  is  any  interference  it  would  be 
better  it  should  be  on  the  part  of  one 
Power.    In  tbe  case  of  Swaziland  there 
is  not  the  serious  quarrel  between  great 
Powers  which  there  is  in  the  case  of 
Samoa ;  indeed,  I  think  we  are  proba- 
bly in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  native 
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GoTemmentif  we  are  so  wishful.     I  am 
not  for  aanexation  of  any  kind,  for  we 
have  enough  on  our  hands  already,  but  I 
have  always  thought  that  if  we  are  to 
extend   our  interests  in    Africa,  it  is 
better  we  should  do  so  in  districts  near  the 
sea—notin  the  far  interior  of  the  country, 
where  we  are  altogether  shut  in  by  other 
territories.     Now,   as   to   Swaziland,  I 
think  we  ought  either  to  thoroughly, 
effectually,  and  practically  protect  the 
native  Qovernment  in  the  independence 
we  have  guaranteed  them,  or  wash  our 
hands  altogether  of  any  responsibility. 
I  confess  the  affairs  of  Swaziland  have 
no  great  interest  for  me,  and  that  proba- 
bly I  should  not  have  thought  of  bring- 
ing them  before  the  Committee  if  it  had 
not    been   for    something    I  read  the 
other  day  in  the  newspapers.     It  seems 
that  a  Committee  of  white  traders  have 
established  themselves  in  the  country, 
and  that  they  have  passed  a  tariff  of  im- 
port duties,  with  what  authority  I  do  not 
know.     I  see  it  was  unanimously   re- 
solved by  this  Committee — and  this  is 
what  I  most  strongly  object  to — **  that 
no  Asiatic  shall  be  allowed  to  trade  in 
Swaziland."     I  do  not  wonder  that  they 
were  unanimous ;  traders  generally  like 
to  exclude  rival  traders.     If  the  Qovern- 
ment  profess  to   exercise  any  influence 
in  the  country,  I  want  to  know  whether 
they  will  permit  this  gross  monopoly  on 
the  part  of  the  white  traders ;  whether 
they  will  allow  our  Indian  subjects  to  be 
shut  out  of  that  country  ?    I  am  afraid 
the  Kesolution  I  have  quoted  is  only  a 
symptom  of  a  feeling  which  is  growing 
very  widely  in  the  South  of  Africa,  and 
especially  in  our  own  Colony  at  Natal. 
There  is  no  objection   in  Natal  to  the 
Indian  community  as  long  as  they  are 
represented  by  men  acting  in  the  capacity 
of  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water, 
but  the  moment  Indians  by  their  own 
industry  and  their  own  talent  begin  to 
accumulate  property  and  to  rise  in  the 

world 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  is  travelling  beyond  the  item. 
The  item  his  Motion  refers  to  only  justi- 
fies discussion  as  to  our  relations  with 
Swaziland 

*SiE  G.*  CAMPBELL:  I  only  re- 
ferred to  the  state  of  things  at  Natal  as 
illustrative  of  that  at  Swaziland,  the 
traders  in  Swaziland  being  a  kind  of 
overflow  from  Natal.  I  want  some 
assurance    that    the    interests    of   the 
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Rwazies  wiU  be  cared  for,  and  that  if  we 
have  any  influence  in  the  country  it  will 
be  exercised  most  strongly  in  faToor  of 
the  natives.  I  beg  to  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £250. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed : 
<<That  Item  D.  3,  £250  for  High  Com- 
missioners' Travelling,  be  omitted  from 
the  proposed  Vote." 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  WoBMs) :  The  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses to  reduce  the  Vote  in  connection 
with  the  Missions  to  Tongaland  and 
Swaziland. 

♦3iE  O.  CAMPBELL:  SwazUand. 
♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Also  Tonga- 
land. 
♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  My  observa- 
tions applied  to  Swaziland  only. 
♦Ba  RON  H.  DE  WORMS :  Then,  with  re- 
gard  to  S  ^aziland,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
money  set  down  was  expended  in  de- 
frayiDg  the  expenses  of  Colonel  Martin, 
who  went  to  Swaziland  to  meet  the  Por- 
tuguese Commissioner  and  also  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  Transvaal  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  delimitation  respecting 
Delagoa  Bay.  That  question  was  satis- 
factorily settled  at  the  time,  and  tha* 
Portuguese  Government  accepted  the 
award,  although  it  was  not  very  favour- 
able to  the  views  they  put  forward. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  me  what  we  in* 
tend  to  do  with  Swaziland,  and  he  said 
we  had  either  a  Protectorate  or  we  had  not. 
I  can  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  w» 
have  no  Protectorate,  and  that,  therefore^ 
we  are  not  responsible  for  what  takes 
place.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  15  members  exists  in  Swazi- 
land ;  but  those  gentlemen  are  not  in 
the  slightest  degree,  directly  or  indirectly, 
connected  with  the  British  Govern- 
ment, and  we  have  no  control  whatever 
over  them.  The  hon.  Member  alluded 
to  Mr.  Shepstone.  Mr.  Shepstone  is 
simply  a  private  individual,  who  is  the 
head  of  the  White  Committee  of  15,  and 
theprincipaladviserofKingUmbandine. 
1 1  do  not  know  whether  this  Committee 
has  made  a  stipulation  that  no  Asiatic 
shall  trade  in  Swaziland  ;  but  if  such  a 
restriction  eziiita  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  nothing  to  do  with  it — it  de- 
pends entirely  on  the  will  of  King 
Umbandine  and  his  European  advisers. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 
pursue  the  subject  further.    Neither  in 
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Tongaland  nor  SvrazUand  hive  the 
Goyernment  aoj  direct  cr  indirect  in- 
fluence whatever. 

♦Mr.  BRADLA.UGHI:  I  sliouU  be 
obliged  if  the  Under  Secretary  will  say 
whether  any  portion  of  this  £250  repre- 
sents expenses  incurred  by  Sir  Hercules 
BobioBon  or  by  Sir  Sydney  Sheppard  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  No  portion 
of  it. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  T^t  year 
I  asked  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  0.  Camp- 
bell) not  to  discuss  this  question  upon 
the  main  Vote,  in  t)ie  hope   that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  do  some- 
thing in  South  Africa,  and  that  this  year 
we    would    know    what    their    South 
African   policy  is.     But,  as  far  as   we 
know,  Her  Majesty's  Govern ment  have 
no  policy  in  South  Africa,  but  that  of 
drift.     We  are  spending  money  foolishly 
in  Swaziland,  just  as  we  are  in  every 
other  portion  of  South  Africa  where  we 
can  get  a  chance  to  do  so.     The  Under 
Secretary  tells  us  the  Government  have 
DO  control  over  the  whites.     That  is  per- 
fectly true,  but  it  is  a  fact  of  which  the 
Government     ought    to    be    ashamed. 
Although  you  repudiate  control,  you  are 
morally  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
things  in  South  Africa.     To  repudiate 
control  in  Swaziland  is  to  my  mind  dis- 
honourable on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment.     Swaziland  is  a  portion  of  the 
Transvaal ;   it  was  cut  away  from  the 
Transvaal  when  we  gave  that  country 
back  to  the  Boers,  because  it  was  princi- 
pally inhabited  by  natives  themselves. 
I  thought  at  the  time  the  arrangement 
made  by  the    C  )nvention  was  a   very 
wise  one,  for  it  gave  the  people  an  op- 
portunity of  developing  their  own  civili- 
zation.    If  Uer  Majesty's  Government 
had  aided  and  abetted  the  Swazies  in 
keeping    Swaziland  for  themselves,  we 
might  have  witnessed  an  improvement 
there  similar  to  that  which  has  taken  place 
in  Basutoland.     King  Umbandine  has 
granted  mineral  concessions  over  nearly 
the  whole  of  his  territory,  and  some- 
times the  same  concessions  have  been 
given    to    different    persons,    so    that 
the  strongest  hold  what  was  g^ven  to 
•hem  against  their  weaker  competitors 
at  present.  Swaziland  is  nearly  parcelled 
out    amongst    white    men,    principally 
from  Natal,  the   bulk   of   them  beine 
British    subjects.     These   men   control 
the  country ;  they  have  set  up  a  Oastom 
House,  and  they  levy  blackmail  on  all 
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go  )d8  passing  through  the  countrv  into 
the  native  territory  and  into  the  Trans- 
vaal.    The  result  is   that  the  Swazies 
have   no   chance    at   all   in    their  own 
count  y.      The     Government    will    not 
even  carry  out  tho  policy  of  their  own 
High     Commissioner.      Sir      Hercules 
Kobinson  lias  pointed  out  to  them  that 
a  conditi  m  of    anarchy   exists    in  the 
country,  and  has  strongly  recommended 
them  to  modify  the  treaty.     You  will 
allow  the  thing    to    g  >   on    until    you 
have  a  row  between  ttie  King  and  his 
White  Council  lor  .4,  and  then  somebody 
will  have  to  step  in,  and  you  will  have 
to  spend,    perhaps,  half  a    million    of 
money.      It   will   be   the   old  story  of 
Bechuanaland  over    again.      You  are 
spending  a  little  money  now,  and  you 
will  probably  be   compelled  to  send  a 
big  expedition    by  and  by.     I   do  not 
know    what  on  earth    Her    Majesty's 
Government    intend    to    d^,    but    the 
poor    unfortunate    natives   are    being 
driven  away  from   their  own  territory 
and  the  condition  of  things  is  truly  de- 
plorable.    From  what  I  have  seen  my- 
self, I  know  that  the  people  are  being 
demoralized   by   that  great  engine    of 
civilisation,  grog— that  is  to  say,  bad 
Hollands  gin,  and  a  species  of  Scotch 
whisky  which  is  called  rum.     You  may 
shirk  responsibility  as  much  as  you  like ; 
but  you   are   morally  bound  either  to 
take  over  Swaziland  yourselves  or  to  let 
the  Transvaal  take  it  over.     I  do  not 
expect  that    you   will    offer  it  to  the 
Transvaal;   and  the  difficulty  will    be 
how  you  are  going  to  get  there,  as  you 
cannot  do  so  through  your  own  terri- 
tory.    Some  of  my  hon.  Friends  think 
that  the  Transvaal   Government    does 
not   behave    very   well  to   the    native 
races.     All  I  can  say  is  that  the  natives 
who  live  under  that  Government  have 
more  comfort  and  a  higher  degree  of 
civilization  than  in  any  British  Colony 
in  South  Africa. 

♦Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale) :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  why  this 
particular  item  comes  in  the  High  Com- 
missioner's Vote.  There  is,  I  believe,  to 
be  a  considerable  agitation  in  this  country 
respecting  our  rule  in  South  Africa,  and 
it  is  news  to  me  to  find  Swaziland  and 
Pondoland  placed  under  the  Yoto  for 
the  Commissioner,  I  should  have  ex- 
pected to  find  them  under  the  Special 
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Oommissioner's  Yote.  No  doubt,  how- 
ever, the  High  CommtssioDer  is  now 
the  representative  of  Imperial  authority 
Id  South  Africa,  and  I  am  one  of  thoso 
who  are  determined  to  see  the  Imperial 
policy  in  South  Africa  made  consistent 
and  strong,  and  to  prevent  its  drifting. 
I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary,  has  explained  the  official 
view  of  this  Vote,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
has  yet  stated  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  as  to  the  consequences  of 
the  mission.  I  suppose  we  should  uot 
have  sent  a  nii8sion  to  Swaziland  if  we 
had  not  felt  that  we  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form to  the  Swazis.  We  are  bound  by 
duty  and  honour  to  look  after  them,  and 
are  also  bound  frum  the  point  of  view 
of  our  material  interests  to  do  so. 
There  are  many  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  British  capital  invested  there.  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  he  has  heard  that  a  foreign 
nation  is  supposed  to  be  buying  up  con- 
cessions in  Swaziland,  with  a  view  to 
putting  an  end  to  the  independence  of 
the  Swazi  nation  ?  We  are  also  bound 
to  look  after  the  Swazis  by  the  tie  of 
honour.  Not  only  did  we  originally 
guarantee  the  independence  of  Swazi- 
land, but  we  are  bound  by  the  Conven- 
tion of  1884  to  uphold  and  maintain  its 
independence.  I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  the 
Government  are  consideiing  the  policy 
of  placing  in  Swaziland  a  resident  Com- 
missioner to  represent  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment. We  cannot,  looking  at  the 
mattereitherfromabusiness  point  of  view 
or  from  the  point  of  view  of  our  own 
honour,  allow  the  Swazis  to  pass  under 
the  control  of  adventurers,  and  I  think 
the  first  step  we  ought  to  take  is  that  of 
appointing  a  Eesident  or  Commissioner 
in  the  country. 
♦SiK  Q.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.): 
There  is  much  force  in  what  has  been 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  and  also  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell),  but  I  must  say  I  am  not 
aware  that  we  have  entered  into  any 
obligations  towards  the  Swazis  which 
should  bind  us  to  protect  them  against 
invasion.  I  am  not  prepared  to  object 
to  the  policy  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  when  he  told  us  that  the 
Government  had  no  influence  in  Swazi- 
land.   At  the  same  time  I  want  to  know 
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why  it  is.  if  the  Government  hare  no 
influence  in  Swaziland,  we  are  asked  to 
vote  this  money  for  the  demarcation  of 
the  boundary  line.  If  we  can  do 
nothing  there  to  protect  either  our  white 
or  our  cjloured  subjects,  should  thie 
House  be  asked  to  pay  this  £250  f  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  Her  Majeaty'a 
Government  are  really  determined  eoii* 
sistently  to  follow  out  the  policy  of  non- 
interference whi<  h  has  been  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  to  night,  all  we  can  do  is  to 
say  to  the  Swazis,  "  Be  independent  if 
you  can ;  we  are  not  going  to  protect 
you."  The  only  interference  we  oan 
exercise  is  to  say  to  Germany  and  other 
Foreign  Powers  that  we  think  we  maj 
fairly  claim  that  they  should  not  inter- 
fere in  the  country.  As  the  Under 
Secretary  has  given  no  reason  why  we 
should  pay  this  £250,  I  feel  compelled 
to  divide  the  House  Cooimittee  against 
the  item. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Motion  ta 
reduce  the  Yote,  because  the  explana- 
tion which  has  been  given  to  us  is  of 
the     vaguest     and     most    unsatisfac- 
tory   character.       It    is    quite    clear 
that    if    we    have    nothing    whatever 
to  do  with  Swaziland  we  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  anything  for  it ; 
and  if  we  have  anything  to  do  with  it 
we  need  some  further  explanation.     It 
is  quite  clear  that,  under  cover  of  these 
missions  to    different  parts    of    South 
Africa,  during  the  past  six  months,  there 
has    been    an    amount    of    disgraceful 
jobbery,  which  the  Government  has  not 
been  perfectly  straightforward  about  in 
its  answers  in  this  House.     The  answers 
to    questions  put    by    tlie    right    hon. 
Gentleman    the     Member     for    West 
Birmingham    (Mr.    Chamberlain)    and 
myself,  with  reference  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner,  have  been   absolutely    con- 
tradictory in  terms.     Probably  a  modi- 
fication was  made  in  the  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West    Birmingham,    because     of    his 
greater  influence  in  this  House,  but  it 
was  a  modification  of  an  exceedingly 
serious    character,    and,    unices    some 
further  explanation  is  given,  it  will  not 
only  be  my  duty  to  divide  on  this  Vote, 
but  to  take  every  opportunity  of  getting 
at  the  truth  of  the  matter.     When  you 
find  the  High  Commissioner  figuring^ in 
connection  with  transactions  such  as  that 
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to  wbich  the  boo.  Member  for  Caitb- 
ness  (Dr.  Clark)  has  alluded,  it  is 
time  something  was  done  in  this 
House  to  preyeot  the  recurrence  of 
Bcandals  of  so  disgraceful  a  character. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOr  (Sussex, 
N.W.):  No  one  who  has  read  the 
papers  or  who  has  known  anything  about 
South  Africa  during  the  last  year  or  two 
oan  feel  that  the  Government  has  taken 
up  as  strong  a  position  in  regard  to  that 
part  of  the  world  as  we  have  a  right  to 
expect.  If  we  are  to  hold  these  terri- 
tories^  many  of  which  I  believe  to  be 
all  important  to  this  country,  we  must 
know  precisely  on  what  terms  they  are 
to  be  held.  Our  High  Commissioner 
ought  to  be  a  Commissioner  over  all  our 
interests  in  South  Africa,  and  should  not 
be  mixed  up  with  any  particular  Colony. 
How  can  a  man  who  is  Governor  of  the 
Cape  Colony  do  justice  to  the  great 
imperial  interests  we  have  in  South 
Africa  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entering  into  too  large  a  subject. 
The  Question  mubt  be  restricted  to  the 
missions. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT:  Of  course. 
Sir,  I  obey  your  ruling,  though  I 
would  point  out  that  at  the  head  of 
these  Estimates  appear  the  words : 
''  High  Commiitsioner,  travelling.'' 
Well,  I  may  say  I  look  on  these 
questions  of  Swaziland  and  Delagoa 
Bay  as  being  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance t)  this  country.  \Ve  might  have 
had  Delagoa  Bay,  which  would  have 
formed  an  admirable  connecting 
link  between  Natal  and  Sieaziland, 
afld  in  my  judgment  we  ought 
not  to  have  left  a  stone  unturned 
till  we  had  obtained  Delagoa  Bay.  I 
know  the  views  and  opinions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  ;  I  do 
not  think  his  policy  would  be  in  unison 
with  the  policy  which  he  has  expressed 
to-night.  My  belief  is  that  if  he  was  in 
charge  of  the  Colonial  OtHce  he  would 
adopt  such  a  policy  that  we  should  hold 
pur  own  iu  South  Africa,  and  I  hope  he 
will  be  able  to  express  an  opinion  more 
in  consonance  with  the  views  held  in 
this  country  than  he  has  done  up  to  the 
present. 

♦Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  and  another  hon.  Member  said 
they  could  not  understand  why,  if  we 
bad  nothing  to  do  with  Swaziland,  we 


should  be  called  upon  to  pay  £260  for  a 
mission  there.  The  explanation  is  very 
simple.  The  Convention  of  London  of 
1884  provided  that  the  indepen- 
dence of  Swaziland  within  th^ 
boundary  line  should  be  fully 
recognized.  The  mission  of  Colonel 
Martin  is  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  that  treaty 
by  arranging  with  the  Portugese  Com- 
missioner that  the  limits  there  laid  down 
should  be  strictly  observed.  As  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark), 
his  arguments  were  extremely  ingenious. 
The  hon.  Member  was  very  indignant 
that  we  should  do  nothing  in  Swaziland, 
and  went  on  to  say  that  if  we  did  any- 
thing we  should  be  violating  the  Con- 
vention of  1884.  But  he  blamed  the 
Government  all  the  same.  Therefore, 
we  are  blamed  for  not  doing  that  which 
he  considers  we  could  not  by  any 
possibility  do.  Having  told  us  that  we 
ought  to  do  it,  and  having  satisfit  1  him- 
self that  by  the  Treaty  of  1881  we  c^uld 
not  do  if,  he  then  most  ingeniously  sug- 
gests that  we  should  allow  Swaziland  to 
pass  into  the  hands  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
is  a  very  able  advocate  of  the  interesta 
of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  and  I  can- 
not always  in  my  own  mind 
divide  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
from  the  Consul-General  of  the  Boer 
Republic.  It  is  somewhat  difficult  for 
me  to  do  so  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind, 
when  I  find  that  under  guise  of  an  attack 
upon  the  Government  he  suggests  that 
we  should  be  parties  to  assisting  the 
Transvaal  to  take  Swaziland,  notwith- 
standing the  Convention  of  1884.  If 
his  argument  means  anything  it  means 
that.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  enter  into  no*  such 
arrangement.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sussex  (Sir.  W.  Barttelot) 
said  he  hoped  we  would  pursue  a  firm 
and  just  policy  in  South  Africa.  It  is 
because  we  feel  it  necessary  to  have 
a  just  and  firm  policy  that  we  conceive 
our  first  duty  to  be  not  to  violate  inter- 
national Conventions,  but  to  respect  them 
to  the  utmost.  If  the  course  of  events 
should  render  it  necessary  either  for  the 
protection  of  the  natives  or  for  tbe 
security  of  British  interests  generally  to 
modify  those  Conventions,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  shrink  from  the  re- 
sponsibility of  so  doing.  But  between 
modifying  them  and  breaking  them,  as 
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Oommissioner's  Vote.  No  doubfc,  how- 
ever, the  High  Commissioner  is  now 
the  representative  of  Imperial  authority 
in  South  Africa,  and  I  am  one  of  those 
who  are  determined  to  see  the  Imperial 
policy  in  South  Africa  made  consistent 
and  strong,  and  to  prevent  its  drifting. 
I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Under 
Secretary,  has  explained  the  official 
view  of  this  Vote,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
has  yet  stated  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  consequences  of 
the  mission.  I  suppose  we  should  not 
have  sent  a  mission  to  Swaziland  if  we 
had  not  felt  that  we  had  a  duty  to  per- 
form to  the  Swazis.  We  are  bound  by 
duty  and  honour  to  look  after  them,  and 
are  also  bound  frum  the  point  of  view 
of  our  material  interests  to  do  so. 
There  are  many  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  British  capital  invested  there.  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  he  has  heard  that  a  foreign 
nation  is  supposed  to  be  buying  up  con- 
cessions in  Swaziland,  with  a  view  to 
putting  an  end  to  the  independence  of 
the  Swazi  nation  ?  We  are  also  bound 
to  look  after  the  Swazis  by  the  tie  of 
honour.  Not  only  did  we  originally 
guarantee  the  independence  of  Swazi- 
land, but  we  are  bound  by  the  Conven- 
tion of  1884  to  uphold  and  maintain  its 
independence.  I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  the 
Government  are  consideiing  the  policy 
of  placing  in  Swaziland  a  resident  Com- 
missioner to  represent  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment. We  cannot,  looking  at  the 
matter  either  from  a  business  point  of  view 
or  from  the  point  of  view  of  our  own 
honour,  allow  the  Swazis  to  pass  under 
the  control  of  adventurers,  and  I  think 
the  first  step  we  ought  to  take  is  that  of 
appointing  a  Eesident  or  Commissioner 
in  the  country. 
*SiE  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.): 
There  is  much  force  in  what  has  been 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  and  also  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell),  but  I  must  say  I  am  not 
aware  that  we  have  entered  into  any 
obligations  towards  the  Swazis  which 
should  bind  us  to  protect  them  against 
invasion.  I  aoi  not  prepared  to  object 
to  the  policy  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  when  he  told  us  that  the 
Government  had  no  influence  in  Swazi- 
land.   At  the  same  time  I  want  to  know 
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why  it  is,  if  the  Government  have  no 
influence  in  Swaziland,  we  are  asked  to 
vote  this  money  for  the  demarcation  of 
the  boundary  line.  If  we  can  do 
nothing  there  to  protect  either  our  white 
or  our  coloured  subjects,  should  thi» 
House  be  asked  to  pay  this  £250  ?  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  really  determined  con- 
sistently to  follow  out  the  policy  of  non- 
interference whi<  h  has  been  announced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  tonight,  all  we  can  do  is  to 
say  to  the  Swazis,  *'  Be  independent  if 
you  can ;  we  are  not  going  to  protect 
you."  The  only  interference  we  can 
exercise  is  to  say  to  Germany  and  other 
Foreign  Powers  that  we  think  we  may 
fairly  claim  that  they  should  not  inter- 
fere in  the  country.  As  the  Under 
Secretary  has  given  no  reason  why  we 
should  pay  this  £250,  I  feel  compelled 
to  divide  the  House  Committee  against 
the  item. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Motion  ta 
reduce  the  Vote,  because  the  explana- 
tion which  has  been  given  to  us  is  of 
the     vaguest     and     most    unsatisfac- 
tory   character.       It    is    quite     clear 
that    if    we    have    nothing    whatever 
to  do  with  Swaziland  we  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  anything  for  it ; 
and  if  we  have  anything  to  do  with  it 
we  need  some  further  explanation.     It 
is  quite  clear  that,  under  cover  of  these 
missions  to    different  parts    of    Sdnth 
Africa,  during  the  past  six  months,  there 
has    been    an    amount    of    disgraceful 
jobbery,  which  the  Government  has  not 
been  perfectly  straightforward  about  in 
its  answers  in  this  House.     The  answers 
to    questions  put    by    tlie    right    hon. 
Gentleman    the     Member     for    West 
Birmingham    (Mr.    Chamberlain)    and 
myself,  with  reference  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner,  have  been   absolutely    con- 
tradictory in  terms.     Probably  a  modi- 
fication was  made  in  the  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West    Birmingham,    because     of    his 
greater  influence  in  this  House,  but  it 
was  a  modification  of  an  exceedingly 
serious    character,    and,    unless     some 
further  explanation  is  given,  it  will  not 
only  be  my  duty  to  divide  on  this  Vote, 
but  to  take  every  opportunity  of  getting 
at  the  truth  of  the  matter.     When  you 
find  the  High  Commissioner  figuring"  in 
connection  with  transactions  such  as  that 
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to  which  the  hoo.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness (Dr.  Clark)  has  alladed,  it  is 
time  something  was  done  in  this 
House  to  preveot  the  recnrrence  of 
BcaDdals  of  so  disgraceful  a  character. 
♦Sir  \V.  BARTTELOr  (Sussex, 
N.W.):     No    one   who   has    read   the 

Sapers  or  who  has  known  anything  about 
outh  Africa  during  the  last  year  or  two 
oan  feel  that  the  Government  has  taken 
up  as  strong  a  position  in  regard  to  that 
part  of  the  world  as  we  have  a  right  to 
expect.  If  we  are  to  hold  these  terri- 
tories, many  of  which  I  believe  to  be 
all  important  to  this  country,  we  must 
know  precisely  on  what  terms  they  are 
to  be  held.  Our  High  Commissioner 
ought  to  be  a  Commissioner  over  all  our 
interests  in  South  Africa,  and  should  not 
be  mixed  up  with  any  particular  Colony. 
How  can  a  man  who  is  Governor  of  the 
Cape  Colony  do  justice  to  the  great 
imperial  interests  we  have  in  South 
Africa  ? 

Thb  CEIAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entering  into  too  large  a  subject. 
The  Question  must  be  restricted  to  the 
missions. 

♦Sir  W.  BARTTELOT:  Of  course. 
Sir,  I  obey  your  ruling,  though  I 
would  point  out  that  at  the  head  of 
these  Estimates  appear  the  words : 
''  High  Commiitsioner,  travelling.'' 
Well,  I  may  say  I  look  on  these 
questions  of  Swaziland  and  Delagoa 
Bay  as  being  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance to  this  country.  We  might  have 
had  Delagoa  Bay,  which  would  have 
formed  an  admirable  connecting 
link  between  Natal  and  Swaziland, 
afld  in  my  judgment  we  ought 
not  to  have  left  a  stone  unturned 
till  we  had  obtained  Delagoa  Bay.  I 
know  the  views  and  opinions  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary ;  I  do 
not  think  his  policy  would  be  in  unison 
with  the  policy  which  he  has  expressed 
to-night.  My  belief  is  that  if  he  was  in 
charge  of  the  Colonial  Otiioe  he  would 
adopt  such  a  policy  that  we  should  hold 
pur  own  in  South  Africa,  and  I  hope  he 
will  be  able  to  express  an  opinion  more 
in  consonance  with  the  views  held  in 
this  country  than  he  has  done  up  to  the 
present. 

♦Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  and  another  hon.  Member  said 
they  could  not  understand  why,  if  we 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Swaziland,  we 


should  be  called  upon  to  pay  £260  for  a 
mission  there.     The  explanation  is  very 
simple.     The  Convention  of  London  of 
1884      provided     that     the     indepen- 
dence     of      Swaziland      within      th^ 
boundary      line      should       be      fully 
recognized.       The    mission  of  Colonel 
Martin  is  simply   for   the   purpose    of 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  that  treaty 
by  arranging  with  the  Portugese  Com- 
missioner that  the  limits  there  laid  down 
should  be  strictly  observed.      As  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark), 
his  arguments  were  extremely  ingenious. 
The  hon.  Member  was  very  indignant 
that  we  should  do  nothing  in  Swaziland, 
and  went  on  to  say  that  if  we  did  any- 
thing we  should  be  violating  the  Con- 
vention   of  1884.     But  he  blamed  the 
Government  all  the  same.     Therefore, 
we  are  blamed  for  not  doing  that  which 
he   considers    we    could    not    by    any 
possibility  do.     Having  told  us  that  we 
ought  to  do  it,  and  having  satisfiel  him- 
self that  by  the  Treaty  of  1881  we  c^uld 
not  do  if,  he  then  most  ingeniously  sug- 
gests that  we  should  allow  Swaziland  to 
pass  into  the  hands  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic.     Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
is  a  very  able  advocate  of  the  interests 
of  the  Transvaal  Republic,  and  I  can- 
not     always      in       my     own      mind 
divide  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
from  the  Consul -General  of  the  Boer 
Republic.     It  is  somewhat  difficult  for 
me  to  do  so  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind, 
when  I  find  that  under  guise  of  an  attack 
upon  the  Government  he  suggests  that 
we  should  be  parties  to  asMsting  the 
Transvaal  to  take  Swaziland,  notwith- 
standing the  Convention  of  1884.     If 
his  argument  means  anything  it  means 
that.   Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  enter    into    no'  such 
arrangement.       My    hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  Sussex  (Sir.  W.  Barttelot) 
Slid  he  hoped  we  would  pursue  a  firm 
and  just  policy  in  South  Africa.    It  is 
because   we  feel  it  necessary  to  have 
a  just  and  firm  policy  that  we  conceive 
our  first  duty  to  be  not  to  violate  inter- 
national Conventions,  but  to  respect  them 
to  the  utmost.     If  the  course  of  events 
should  render  it  necessary  either  for  the 
protection    of    the  natives   or  for    the 
security  of  British  interests  generally  to 
modify  those  Conventions,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  shrink  from  the  re- 
sponsibility of  so  doing.     But  between 
modifying  them  and  breaking  them,  as 
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was  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness,  there  is  a  vast  and  important 
difference.  The  hon.  Member  for  Nor- 
thampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  asked  me  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  mission  to 
Tongaland.  That  mission  was  under- 
taken by  Colonel  Martin  for  the  purpose 
of  cementing  the  friendly  relations  which 
exist  between  us  and  the  Queen  of 
Tongaland.  I  hope  now  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  will 
withdraw  bis  Motion. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Of  course, 
we  have  got  the  usual  reply  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.  It  is  the  old  story. 
The  Government  have  nothing  to  say  as 
far  as  the  facts  or  arguments  are  con- 
cerned ;  but  they  always  talk  about  the 
Member  for  Caithness  being  Consul 
General  for  the  Boer  Bepublic,  and  they 
also  give  me  the  credit  of  being  the 
author  of  the  policy  recommended  to 
them  by  Her  Majesty's  High  Commis- 
sioner and  which  they  published  a  couple 
of  years  ago.  All  I  say  is  that  you 
should  either  carry  out  the  advice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Commissioner  or  take 
Swaziland  yourself.  It  is  said  that  by 
the  Convention  of  1884  our  hands  and 
the  hands  of  the  Transvaal  are  tied ; 
but  it  is  perfectly  well-known  that  the 
Transvaal  is  quite  willing  that  the 
Treaty  should  be  modified,  because  the 
conditions  are  changed.  The  Treaty 
was  made  at  a  time  when  there  were 
very  few  white  men  there.  Now  there 
are  many  white  men,  and  the  land 
chiefly  belongs  to  white  men. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim.  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  has  not  seen  fit  to 
give  the  House  any  assurance  whatever 
with  regard  to  protection  being  afforded 
to  Indian  traders  in  connection  with 
exploiters  from  Natal.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  encourage 
people  from  Natal  in  using  these  Indians 
as  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water, 
as  remarked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell). 

♦Sir  G.  BADENPOWELL  :  I  think 
we  ought  to  support  this  Vote,  in  order 
to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
carry  out  their  existing  policy.  Those 
who  oppose  the  Vote  oppose  a  consistent 
policy  in  South  Africa. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  64; 
Noes  156.— (Div.  List,  No.  24.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Baron  R.  D$  Worm$ 


THE  ADMINISTRATION  OP  BECHU- 
AN  ALAND. 

♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :    The  next  re- 
duction   I    have    to    submit    to     the 
Committee    has    relation    to   a  larger 
question — the  grant  of  £28,000  in  aid 
of  the  administration  in  Bechuanaland. 
The  first  complaint  I  have  to  make  is 
that  such  a  very  large  question  should 
be  shoved  through  Committee  at   the 
tail  end  of  a  Supplementary  Vote,  and 
that  it  has  not  been  submitted  to  us  at 
a  proper  time.     The  Vote  really  raises 
the    whole     question     whether     Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  under- 
take on  the  part  of,  and  at  the  expense 
of,  the  people  of  this  country,  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  vast  territory  in  Central 
Africa  running  up  to  the  Zambesi.     I  do 
not  even  know  that  the  Government  pur» 
pose  to  stop  at  the  Zambesi.    I  belioTe 
they  purpose  to  claim  navigation  up  to 
the  district  where  the  Militant  Mission- 
aries are  now  carrying  on  operations  on 
Lake  Nyassa,  seeking  to  extend  their  in- 
fluence over  the  series  of  great  lakes  in 
Central  Africa.      Whether  we  look  at 
the    ulterior  prospect  or    the  present 
extent  of  territory,  the  question  is   a 
large  one  indeed,  and  it  comes  before  us 
for  the   first  time  in   the  form    of    a 
challenge  to  a  Vote  in  Supply.    The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  taunted 
us  the  other  day  with  wasting  upon  such 
small  items  as  the  allowances  of  game- 
keepers   in   Windsor     Park    the   time 
we  might  devote  to  the  elucidation  of 
great  Colonial  questions;  but  I  think 
the  fault  lies  with  the  Government  and 
their  arrangement  of  these  Votes,  puttihg 
those  that  raise  important  questions  of 
Colonial  policy  last.     Last  Session,  too, 
the  time  of  private  Members  was  appro- 
priated, and  we  had  to  find  such  oppor- 
tunities as  we  could  in  Supply,  and,  in 
consequence,     important    Votes      were 
rushed  through   in   one    sitting.      An 
attempt    was   made    in    a   manner    I 
will  not  describe,  to  rush  the  Supple- 
mentary Vote  through  after  midnight. 
We  defeated  that  intention,   and  now 
we  have    to    decide    upon   this    Vote, 
and     give    a    decision    on  the    policy 
of    the    Government,     or    rather,      I 
should   say,  the  want   of  policy,  that 
has  allowed  us  to  drift  as  we  did  in  re- 
lation   to  Swaziland,   and  as  we  now 
appear  to  be  drifting  in  relation  to  this 
great  territory  between    Cape   Colony 
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and  the  Zambesi.  This  great  territory 
was  in  the  first  instance  taken,  as  the 
Colonial  Secretary  told  a  Deputation,  on 
the  understanding  that  Cape  Colony 
would  take  it,  and  the  noble  Lord  went 
on  to  say — ''I  will  not  pledge  myself 
that  it  will  not  be  offered  to  Cape  Colony 
again."  This  is  an  illustration  of  our 
indefinite  Colonial  policy.  This  Vote, 
remember,  does  not  represent  the  whole 
expenditure.  The  Colonial  Secretary 
was  frank  in  his  declaration  to  the 
deputation.     He  said — 

'*  I  hope  you  will  support  those  Members  of 
Parliament  who  will  he  prepared  to  vote  a 
Tery  large  increase  that  must  appear  in  the 
sums  upon  the  Estimates  for  the  Colony.*' 

I  am  afraid  Members  do  not  realize  the 
enormous  burden  we  are  laying  on  the 
country  by  this  Vote  to-night.  We 
pass  a  Vote  for  £28,000  for  Police  in 
Bechuanaland,  and  that  for  only  a  por- 
tion of  the  year.  I  understand  that  the 
whole  year  will  not  be  less  than  £66,000; 
and  with  the  indication  pf  further  ex- 
penditure thrown  out  by  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
expenditure  will  result  from  our  ac- 
cepting the  position  in  which  we  find 
ourselves  placed.  I  hope  the  Under 
Secretary  will,  at  all  events,  explain 
what  the  expenditure  of  the  year  will 
be,  and  tell  us  how  far  the  extension  of 
territory  is  to  go.  I  maintain  we  are 
not  justified  in  passing  these  Votes  and 
simply  allowing  the  Qovemment  to 
drift  with  the  course  of  events,  while 
still  "the  British  taxpayer  has 
heavier  burdens  put  upon  him.  If 
this  great  burden  must  be  imposed, 
why  should  the  Government  endeavour 
to  smngele  the  Vote  through  at  the  fag 
end  of  the  financial  year ;  why  do  they 
not  boldly  and  frankly  come  forward, 
explain  their  policy  and  invite  the 
decision  of  the  House?  Hitherto  the 
Government  have  drifted  in  these  South 
African  transactions  into  taking  more 
territory,  without  any  definite  idea  what 
to  do  with  it,  and  the  result  has  been  a 
continuously  increasing  strain  on  the 
resources  of  the  mother  country.  The 
Government  have  taken  territory  they 
had  much  better  have  left  alone.  I 
cannot  understand  why  they  should 
annex  these  vast  territories  in  Central 
Africa.  It  is  no  advantage  to  our  self- 
governing  colonies  to  have  their  atten- 
tion diverted  from  their  own  resources 
to  the  administration  of  native  territories. 


If  we  take  over  these  tenitories  we 
should  face  the  administrative  as  well  as 
the  financial  question.  In  the  Bechua- 
naland  territory  we  have  no  iccess  to 
the  sea,  we  have  the  Germans  on  one  side 
the  Portuffese  or  another,  and  an  inde- 
pendent colony  or  another.  We  are  at 
the  mercy  of  Cape  Colony  in  regard  to 
roads  and  railway  for  communication. 
If  we  do  take  over  the  territory  we  are 
bound  to  protect  the  Natives  and  not 
make  administration  a  cover  for  scan- 
dalous concessions  to  speculatois.  We 
are  bound  to  prevent  the  land  and  min- 
erals of  the  country  being  disposed  of 
to  land  jobbers  and  concession  mongers. 
What  U  the  distinction  I  would  ask  in 
these  matters,  between  British  Colonies, 
or  British  Protectorate  and  British  in- 
fluence? If  British  influence  becomes 
a  British  Protectorate  and  perhaps  an- 
nexation follows  then  the  British  people 
are  deprived  of  their  rights  through 
this  system  of  concessions.  What  is 
the  meaning  of  these  great  concessions 
made  by  Lo  Bengula  to  Mr.  Rudd? 
What  is  the  political  reason  why  Sir 
Hercules  Hobinson  approved  of  them  ? 
The  .result  is  that  with  concessione 
here  and  concessions  there  the  whole 
country  is  a  prey  to  concession  mongers. 
I  want  some  explanation  as  to  the 
political  reasons  ^why  it  is  desirable  to 
encourage  this  annexation,  and  in  order 
to  elicit  some  opinion  as  to  whether  or 
not  it  is  right  that  we  should  sanction 
these  proceedings,  I  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £20,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  Item  E,  Grant  in  Aid  of  British 
Beohuanaland,  be  redaced  by  £20,0U0.*'^(iSrtr 
George  Campbeti.) 

^Mb.BAUMANN  (Peckham):  Though 
this  is  only  a  supplementary  Esti- 
mate, and  though  the  sum  the 
Government  ask  for  is  a  very  small 
one,  I  think  the  discussion  is  of  great 
importance,  from  the  fact  that  I  under- 
stand the  High  Commissioner  is  shortJv 
coming  home,  and  that  a  new  Hign 
Commissioner  Governor  of  Cape  Colony 
will  be  sent  out.  I  think  that  before  we 
vote  another  shilling  to  be  spent  in  - 
Bechuanaland  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the 
Government  three  questions,  and  we  are 
entitled  to  get  plain  answers  to  these 
three  questions.  We  are  entitled,  I 
think,  to  ask,  in  the  first  place,  do  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  extend 
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you  fear  you  could  prevent  it  more 
effectually  by  Imperial  troops.  If  you 
keep  men  in  Bechuanaland  for  warlike 
purposes  you  want  an  army.  All  the 
money  thrown  away  in  this  country  is 
spent  upon  the  police.  There  was  a 
school  for  white  children,  and  land  was 
given  to  support  it;  but  the  school 
ceased  to  exist  because  the  Government 
took  the  land  away,  and  the  condition  of 
things  now  in  this  big  British  Colony  is 
this,  that  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  it  there  is  not  a  single  school 
for  white  children.  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard 
begs  and  prays  you  to  give  him  a 
school,  but  you  will  not  give  him  that — 
you  give  him  200  more  police  at  a  cost 
of  £28,000.  On  page  5  of  the  last 
Blue  Book  issued,  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard 
urges  you  to  give  favourable  considera- 
tion to  the  proposal  for  making  some 
expenditure  on  education.  Again,  your 
sanitary  arrangements  are  as  bad  as 
they  can  be.  In  the  capital  of  the 
coimtry  your  prisoners  in  gaol  are 
dying  of  gaol  lever,  and  yet  we  learn 
that  the  only  medical  man  in  the  country 
is  a  hundred  miles  from  the  capital. 
What  is  the  character  of  the 
police  force  in  Bechuanaland,  and 
what  is  it  used  for?  I  have  been 
asked  to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
House  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Brown,  the  suc- 
cessor of  Dr.  MofTatt,  in  the  Kuru 
country.  In  a  letter  he  has  sent  me,  the 
whole  of  which  I  cannot  read,  as  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  the  House  blush,  he 
says  : 

"When  I  think  of  the  BritiBh  taxpayer 
having  to  pay  a  large  sum  of  money  every  year 
to  keep  up  Bechuanaland,  I  am  thoroughly 
diigusted,  and  if  you  were  here  your  blood 
would  boil  with  indignation,  as  mine  does." 

He  goes  on  to  say  that  crimes  are  com- 
mitted by  the  magistrates,  but  as  those 
persons  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
replying  here,  I  will  not  read  what  he 
says.  He  declares  that  the  only  work 
the  men  of  the  police  force  seem  to  do  is 
that  of  seducing  the  native  women,  and 
leaving  behind  them  numbers  of  half- 
caste  children.  He  says  that  two  blots 
stain  the  country,  namely,  drunkenness 
and  fornication,  and  he  declares  that  to 
his  mind  this  is  a  shameful  waste  of 
British  money.      He  says  that  the  Chief 

of  Police  doesnothingthatheknowsof  but 
hunt,  and  usually  takes  an  escort  of  police 
with  him  to  beat  the  lushes,  and  that  as 
A  consequence  the  men  go  by  the  name 

J)r.  dark 


of  Oarrington's  rangers.  The  men  boast 
of  being  able  to  procure  as  many  natir* 
girls  as  they  please  for  brandy.      Now, 
I  myself  am  prepared  to  say  that  to  a 
certain     extent    there    is  some    tmth 
in    these    statements.    I     have    heard 
complaints   from  Montsoia  similar    to 
those  made  by  the  Bev.  Mr.  Brown.     I 
maintain  that  if  you  spent  the  money 
you  are  squandering  on  the  police  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  educational  facili- 
ties in  the  Colony  and  of  making  a  land 
survey,  and  would   make  provision  for 
bringing  emigrants  into  the  country  in- 
stead   of    carrying    out    those    bogni 
schemes  which  we  saw  last  year,  where 
we  saw  people  taken  out  to  places  where 
six  or  eight  months  in  the  year  there  it 
DO  water,  you  would  be  doing  praise- 
worthy work.    I  would  ask  the  Goyem- 
ment  what  they  intend  to  do  with  regard 
to  Bechuanaland  as  a  whole.    There  are 
fi?e  tribes  between  the  Matabele  Hiver 
and  our  colony.    We  take  in  two* and- a- 
half  of  the  tribes,  and  another  tribe  ie 
north  of  our  Protectorate,  but  that  por- 
tion of  the  territory  is  practically  worth- 
less, the  wood  having  been  cut  down. 
That  portion  which  is  under  our  Proteoi- 
torate  is    really  the  finebt  country   in 
South  Africa.  It  is  a  land  where  you  can 
have  splendid  farms  and  good  coloniefl> 
and  not  occupied  by  any  game.     There 
are  very  few  natives  in  the  whole  terri- 
tory—not 30,000, 1  believe.     This  is  the 
place  where  concessions  are  being  given, 
and    where  you  ha?e  the  same  thing 
being  carried  out  in  our  British  territorj 
that  you  had  in  Swaziland.     I  will  tell 
you  how  the  rights  of  the  natives  have 
been  protected.     In  the  last  Report  of 
Sir  S.  Sheppard,  we  are  told   that  a 
question  arose  between  a  native  chief, 
Kama    Sechele,  and    certain    Commis- 
sioners, and  that  it  had  been  referred 
to  an  assistant  Commissioner  to  report. 
Then  the  Report  says — 

"A  form  of  mineral  concession  has  beem 
carefully  supplied  with  a  view  to  proteut  the 
interests  of  the  Chiefs  in  the  Protectorate,  and 
that  in  future  it  be  recommended  for  adoption 
in  all  cases." 

After  Sir  S.  Sheppard  left,  Mr.  Woolatt' 
his  surveyor,  remained  behind,  and  go^ 
the  concession  from  the  Chief  withou^ 
the  missionaries  knowing  anything  a^ 
all  about  it,  and  without  the  Council 
knowing  anything  at  all  about  it.  The 
man  drinks  and  is  in  his  dotage,  and, 
without  his  son  knowing  anything  of  it» 
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Mr.  Woolatt  got  this  oonoession  from 
him.    Mr.  Wiuiams,  a  missionary,  told 
me  the   whole  of  the  particulars    18 
months  ago.    By  this  concession,  this 
man  Woolatt    eets  400  square  miles, 
and  all  the  wood  and  water,  for  £400  a- 
year,  and  there  is  no  limitation  of  time. 
I  have  seen  woods  sold  for  £20  where 
£40,000  worth  of  wood  could  he  taken 
out,  not  to  speak  of  the  mineral  rights. 
But  here  is  the  400  square  miles  granted 
to    an    individual    under    the    British 
Gk>vemment.      The    same    thing   has 
occurred  to  old  Sechele,  but  the  son  of 
Sechele  says  he  does  not  intend  to  carry 
the  transaction  out.    And  you  will  have 
considerable    difficulty  whenever  these 
men  come  to  attack  these  concessions, 
because  the  chiefs  and  the  head  men  are 
opposed  to  them.      That  is  how   you 
have   been    guarding  the  interests  of 
individuals  in  the  Protectorate.    As  for 
the  Colony  itself,  well,  go  there,  and  you 
will  find  nothing  but  complaints.    The 
unfortunate  Montsoia  had  been  put  into 
territory  not  sufficient  for  his  people, 
and  the  head  chief,  or  the  king,  was  tell- 
ing me  when  I  was  up  there,  1 8  months 
ago,  that  he    had  only  water  for  his 
cattle  once  in  three  days;  that  all  of 
his    best    lands    were     taken     away 
from  him ;  and  now  they  have  granted 
locations    to    bubble    companies    who 
write  misleading  statements,  and  gull 
the  British  public  to  buy  the  land  taken 
from    those    native  chiefs.     I  frankly 
admit  that,  as  far  as  some  of  the  famu 
were  concerned,  you   could    not  help 
this ;  but  there  were  other  portions  of 
the    territory   that    might    have    been 
made  native  settlements,  and  you  could 
have  bought  out  some  of  those  farms 
for  £3,000    or   £4,000^here    is    one 
that  has  been  got  for  £400;  but,  in- 
stead of  that,  you  spend  £28,000  over 
this  absolutely  useless   and  pernicious 
police.     I  want  to  know,  again,  having 
called   the   attention    of   the    Oolonial 
Secretary  to  it  before,  why,  when  gold 
was  discovered  in  the  land  of  Montsoia, 
you  did  not  give  him  the  same  rights 
as  are  granted  to  other  farmers  ?    His 
son-in-law,  who  is  in  the  Transvaal,  got 
£700  a  year  for  prospecting,  and  you 
give  to  every  man  in  Beohuanaland  on 
whose  farm  gold  is  discovered  the  right 
to  peg  out  20  claims.     When  Montsoia 
wanted  to  peg  out  20  claims,  the  Grown 
said,  **  No ;  this  is  Crown  land."    And 
this  is  how  the  British  Qovemment  pro- 


tects the  natives !    Questions  have  been 
raised  as  to  the  future.    I  frankly  say 
that,  if  you  want   to    have  a    direct 
British  policy  in  South  African,  then  you 
must  have  somebody  to  carry  out  that 
policy.  If  you  intend  to  keep  Bechuana- 
land  as  a  Crown  Colony,  do  not  throw 
away  £80,000  on  useless  police.    Send  a 
body  of  soldiers  there,   and  keep  the 
peace  with  a  dozen  Europeans  and  a 
hundred  natives ;  and  if  you  only  spend 
proportionately  as  much  as  the  Statee 
round  about  you  are  spending  on  educa- 
tion,   you    will    find    that     you    will 
spend    almost    as    much  as    you    are 
now     paying     for     police.      But,     if 
the    present    system    is    to    continue, 
then  the  best  thing  wou^d  be  to  hand 
the  territory  over  to  the  Cape  Colony. 
The  first  thing  that  we  ought  to  do 
would  be  to  annex  thie  whole -of  Bechu- 
analand.    You  are  asking  settlers  out 
there  because  you  have  decent  lands  to 
give  them  where  they  can  live  comfort- 
ably.   I  think  the  sooner  the  Protecto- 
rate is  abolished  the  better ;  and  the 
whole  of  these  people  would,  I  know,  at 
once  come  under  the  Colony.    I  daresay 
that  Sechele  and  Montsoia  wouldstandon 
their  rights.  Seven-eighths  of  the  tribes 
would  be  very  glad  to  come  under  our 
control.  Then  beyond  there  is  a  portion 
of  territory  which  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  wise  at  the  present  time  to 
take  in.    Probably  it  would  be  better  to 
take  it  than  merely  have  a  Protectorate 
over  it.    I  think  you  ought  to  have 
power  as  well  as  responsibility,  and  that 
you  ought  to  be  able  to  prevent  in  the 
future  in  those  countries  under  your  con- 
trol those  anarchic  methods  by  which 
they  have  been  taken  by  the  whites.  You 
ought  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  na* 
tives,  and  to  prevent  the  Chiefs  selling 
their  lands  to  white  adventurers,  and 
the  poor  people  being  eaten  up,  as  they 
say  in  South  Africa.    One  thing  I  would 
like  to  say  to  hon.  Gentlemen  and  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  that  is  that  you  may 
require  your  armed  police,  unless  a  more 
definite  policy  is  carried  on  regarding 
the  conditions  which   now  subsist  be- 
twean  Matabeleland  and  Kamaland.    I 
believe  Kama  to  be  one  of  the  ablest  of 
the  chiefs ;  but  since  he  has  come  under 
our  Protectorate  his  action  is  to  try  and 
force  all  the  natives  who  do  not  own  hit 
sway  across  to  the  Transvaal ;  and  daioia 
have  been  made  which,  if  persisted  in^ 
will  probably  bring  about  a  war  be- 
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Member  for  Northampton  that  there  is 
not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for  Bup- 
poBing  that  any  undue  influence  has 
been  offered  bj  Sir  H.  Bobinson  with 
respect  to  the  concession  of  Lo  Bengula's 
country.  I  have  read  a  letter  in  this 
House  absolutely  denying  that  state- 
ment on  behalf  of  Sir  H.  Kobinson,  and 
for  my  own  part  I  absolutely  deny  that 
Sir  H.  Bobinson  exercised  any  sort  of 
improper  influence  with  regard  to  the 
concession  by  Lo  Bengula. 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUGH:  Do  I  under- 
stand  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  deny 
that  Mr.  Bbodes  represented  Sir  Her- 
cules Bobineon,  and  that  he  held  his 
proxy  at  the  De  Beers  Mine  meeting  ? 

♦Barow  H.  Db  WORMS :  1  stated  that 
Mr.  Bhodes  acted  as  proxy  for  Sir  H. 
Bobinson  at  the  meetiag  of  the  De 
Beers  Mine,  but  that  connection  existed 
long  before  the  concession.  I  have  the 
the  permission  of  Sir  H.  Bobinson  to 
read  a  letter  from  him  with  regard  to 
this  matter.    He  says — 

"I  hare  never  embarked  in  either  diamond 
or  gold  speculations,  and  have  never  made  one 
single  sixpence.  AU  I  have  done  is  this.  Some 
time  ago  I  shifted  a  portion  of  some  money  1 
had  in  Colonial  Four  per  Cents,  into  De  Beer 
shares,  having  reason  to  think  well  of  the 
matter  as  a  permanent  investment.  I  have  not 
sold  a  share,  and  consequently  have  never 
speculated.  Having  bought  in  when  the  shares 
were  low,  my  investment  has  returned  me  nearly 
12  pner  cent.,  and  I  shall  be  well  content  if  it 
continues  to  give  such  a  result  in  future.  You 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  diamond  mines  of 
Kimberley  have  long  passed  the  speculative 
age,  and  now  represent  a  capital  of  £17,600,000 
paying  nearly  jei,000,000  a  year  in  dividends, 
and  may  be  looked  upon  in  pretty  much  the 
same  light  as  British  railways.  In  my  view 
there  is  no  more  harm  in  mjr  putting  my  spare 
capital  into  it  than  there  would  be  in  a  Minister 
at  home  investing  in  Great  Western  Preference 
Stock.  If  I  thought  the  thing  wrong  I  should 
not  do  it  at  all,  but  as  I  do  not  I  have  no  con- 
cealment. As  to  gold  mines,  shares,  syndi- 
cates, and  concessions,  over  which  people  in 
London  as  well  as  here  seem  to  have  simply 
gone  mad,  I  have  never  touched  one  of  them, 
and  I  am,  neither  directly  or  indirectly,  inter- 
ested in  anything  of  the  kind.  In  the  furious 
scramble  that  has  taken  place  the  wildest  false- 
hood has  been  rife." 

♦Mb.  BBADLAUQH:  When  Sir  H- 
Bobinson  wrote  that,  had  he  or  the  ad- 
ministrator under  his  charge  any  know- 
ledge that  that  concession  to  Budd  was 
being  negotiated  ? 

*BiJM)N  DB  WOBMS :  I  am  not  aware 
that  either  of  those  persons  knew  of  or 
exercised    any    influence,     direct     or 

Baron  de  JFormt 


indirect,  in  the  matter.    As  I   pointed 
out  the  other  day,   the  Adminiatrmtor 
was  more  than  100  miles  away  from  the 
Kraal  of  Lobengula,  where  the  oonoee« 
sion  was  grant^.     It  is  said  that  we 
ought  to  extend  our  Protectorate,  Iml 
not  to  enlarge  our  police  force.     Such  a 
proposal  as  that  is  manifestly  absurd. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  always  pro- 
fessing the  greatest   anxiety    for    the 
welfare  of  the  native  tribes.     If  thej 
mean  anything    at  all,  how  do    thej 
imagine  that  we  can  protect  those  tribes 
without  police  ?    We  are  told  that  oei^ 
tain  concessions  ought  not  to  be  made^ 
though  hon.  Members  know  as  well  as 
I  that  the  only  power  the  G-oyemmeat 
possess   is  to  give  good   advice.     The 
GoverDment  are  obliged  to  send  polioe, 
not  only  to  protect  our  own  interests,  but 
to  prevent  the  native  chiefs  from  quarrel- 
ling among  themselves.     That  is  one 
reason  why  we  are  extending  the  polioe 
at  present.    In  the  British  Protectorate 
the  Government  will    do  all  in   their 
power  to  prevent  concessions  being  im- 
properly gpranted,  and  within  the  sphere 
of  British  influence  we  shall  do  all  we  can 
in  the  way  of  giving  g^od  advice  to  pre- 
vent the  granting  of  concessions  which 
are  ridiculous  in  themselves  and  a  frand 
upon  the  persons  to  whom  they    are 
granted  and  the  public  who  invest  in 
them.  The  Government  have  no  soldiers 
in  that  territory,  and  an  adequate  polioe 
force  is,  therefore,  required,  not  only  for 
the  protection  of  our  interests,  but  for 
the  well-being  of  those  natives  whose 
interests  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
so  much  at  heart. 

♦Sib  B.FOWLEB  (London):  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House  for  any  time, 
because  I  believe  this  question  is  ^  be 
raised  by  an  eminent  Member  of  the 
House  —namely,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain),  but  I  desire  to  ex- 
press the  great  disappoinment  with  which 
I  have  listened  to  the  statement  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  especially  when  he 
said  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  question  of  separating* 
the  Government  of  Bechuanaland  from 
that  of  Cape  Colony.  I  hope  on  another 
occasion  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing my  views  to  the  House  as  re- 
gards the  Vote  itself.  I  think  this 
country  owes  a  ereat  deal  to  the 
Bechuanaland  people.    The  House  will 
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remember  that    the    interests  of   this 
people  were  very  eloquently  advocated 
by  an  honoured  Member,  the  late  Mr. 
Forster.     I  certainly  think  it  desirable 
that  we  should  not  grudge  money  to 
advance  the  interests  of  those  who  in 
the  hands  of  past  British  Qovemments 
have  been  placed  in  positions  of  great 
difficulty. 
♦Sib     GEORGE     CAMPBELL:      I 
moved      my    Amendment    to    reduce 
this    Vote    in    order   to   elicit  an  ex- 
pression of  policy  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  up  to  three  minutes 
ago,  I  must  say,   I  thought   that  my 
efforts  were  all  in  vain.      Within  the 
past  three  minutes,  however,  I  have  been 
somewhat  comforted  on  hearing  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  discourage  by  every  means 
in   their  power  the  (granting  of  these 
wild    concessions.       I    was    extremely 
glad    to    hear    that,    especially,    as   I 
have    an  extract  here    from   a  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  made  in  Liver- 
pool the  other  day,  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  it  is  a  great  mis- 
take   to   suppose  that  Her    Majesty's 
Government  are  opposed  to  these  con- 
oeasions.     On  the  contrary,  he  said  so 
long  as  they  were  fairly  entered  into, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  anxious 
to  encourafire  them.     I  regret  that  we 
have  not  had   anything  more  definite 
from  the  hon.  Member,  but  although  I 
feel  that  most  of  us  disapprove  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Bechuanaland,  and  feel  that  it  would 
have  been  much  better  if  we  had  never 
gone  there  at  all,  after  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  the  Under  Secretary 
I  think  I  shall  be  justified  in  refraining 
from  pressing  the  matter  to  a  division. 

Bk.  CLAEK:  I  was  glad  to  hear 
the  last  words  of  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Oolonies,  because  I  would  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  form 
in  which  all  these  concessions  are 
granted — which  concessions  he  so 
eloquently  denounces — was  drawn  up 
by  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard.  It  is  the 
official  form,  and  if  the  House  will  turn 
to  Sir  Sidney's  letter  of  September  the 
30th,  1887,  they  will  find  it  there  stated 
that  the  form  had  been  drawn  up  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  Chiefs,  and 
would  be  recommended  for  adoption  in 
all  cases.  It  has  been  the  adoption  of 
that  form  which  has  brought  about  all 
these  concessions  which  we  now  deplore, 


and  I  trust  that  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard 
will  be  made  aware  of  that  circumstance. 
I  have  not  yet  heard  a  single  word  in 
favour     of     this     £28,000    extra    for 
the  200    police.    The   only  thing  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  can 
fell   us    was  that  in    1883    there    was 
trouble  on  the  frontier.     From  1881  to 
1883  there  was  a  war  going  on  there, 
and  during  the  time  that  it  was  going 
on  the  Government  proclaimed  a  Protec- 
torate and  sent  out  an   unarmed  mis- 
sionary, without  even  a  single  policeman, 
to  declare  it  to  be  a  British  Protectoi^ate. 
This  missionary  was  unable  to  fulfil  that 
object.  But  there  is  no  war  in  Bechuana- 
land now,  and  it  is  as  much  a  British 
possession  as  the  Isle  of  Wight ;   and  if 
anybody  attacks  it,  the  whole  force  of 
the  Crown   will  be  used  to  overthrow 
them.      Information  on  these  subjects 
has   been  kept  back  from  us  by  the 
Guvemment,  and  I  protest  against  such 
a  proceeding.      I   ask  again   why  the 
Heports  which  have  been  referred  to 
have  not  been  gpiven?     In  conclusion, 
I  must  express  a  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  be  able  to  develop  some  kind 
of  real  policy  in  South  Africa  rather 
than  that  of  drift,  whiob  pleases  nobody. 
♦Mr.  a.  M'ARTHUR  (Leicester) :    I 
must  say  I  feel   much  disappointed  at 
the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  the 
effect  that  the  High  Commissioner  must 
continue  to   be  the  Governor  of  Cape 
Colony.      No   doubt,  if  any  man  can 
satisfactorily  serve    two    masters    that 
man  is  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  anyone  can  perform  that 
Herculean  task.     So  far  as  the  ultimate 
settlement  of  the  Bechuanaland  Question 
is  concerned,  I  trust  that  the  territory 
will  not  be  handed  over  to  Cape  Colony 
or  to   the  Transvaal;  and  I  hope  the 
Government    will  re-consider    the    de- 
cision to  which  we  are  informed  they 
have  come. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Progress  reported. 

House  resumed. 


MOTIONS. 

PURCHASB    OF    LAIO)    (iBSLAND)  AOTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  amend 
''  The  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  lt85/' 
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uid  tha  Acta  amendiiiK  th«  laine.  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by   Colonel    Kolan,   Ur.  Richard 
Power,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Heal;. 
BiU  picKuted.  and  read  flret  time.  [Bill  163.] 

NOKTH  DUBLIN  UNION. 

Hr.  sexton  :  I  bog  to  move  for  a 
copy  of  correepondenoe  between  the 
Boud  of  GoTemorB  of  the  Poor  of  the 
North  Dublin  Union  and  the  Firet  Local 
OoTemment  Board  in  reference  to  the 
tenure  of  the  ofHce  of  Treasurer  of  the 
TTnion  bj  the  Bank  of  Ireland. 

An  hon.  Meubeb  :  I  object. 

Mb.  SKXTON  ;  May  I  a«k  if  there  is 
any  nee  in  allowing  this  Motion  to 
remain  on  the  Faper  ?  Oa  Thureday  last 
I  gave  notice  of  the  Motion,  and  on 
Thuieday  at  the  request  of  the  Cbief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  I  put  ii  down  for 
tO'day.  Surely  I  am  entitled  to  move 
for  it  now,  as  I  bare  received  no  intima- 
tion of  opposition. 

Xm  SOLICITOE  aENEEAL  for 
IBKLAND  (Mr.  Madden)  :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
on  the  subject  of  the  Return,  and  he  in- 
forms me  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  see  objection  to  laying  this  oorre- 
epondence  on  the  Table,  and  he  also 
states  that  it  bas  piaotically  become 
public  already,  so  that  no  advaDiage 
would  be  gained  by  laying  it 
Table. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Is  it  the  coat  of 
the  paper  ? 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  We  hare  seen 
fragments  in  tbe  newspapers,  but  we 
cannot     get     it    altogether,    which 
extremely  inconvenient.     I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  call  attention  to  the 
matter  on  the  Vote  on  Account. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

TBE  KENNIKGTON  ELECTIOS. 

*Me.  CHILDERS  :  May  last  you,  Sir, 
if  you  can  now  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation reepoctiog  the  return  of  the 
Writ  for  the  Kennington  election  ? 

*Mb.  SPEAKER;  I  may  say  tbat, 
after  what  took  place  this  afternoon  in 
the  House,  I  at  once  sent  to  ascertain 
what  were  tbe  factsof  the  case  regarding 
the  non-receipt  of  the  return  of  the  Ken- 
nington Writ.and  the  information  I  have 
obtained  I  will,  with  the  pleasure  of  the 
House,  lay  before  it  at  once.  It  is  this. 
The  return  of  the  Writ  waa  delivered  to 
the  Clerk  of  tbe  Orovn  at  9  p.m.  this 


A  telegram  has  been  rMjeired 
from  the  retuming  officer,  Vr.  Abbott, 
to  the  effect  tbat  the  Writ  was  left  at 
the  Kennington  Post  Office  on  Saturday 
momiDg.  Tbe  Clerk  at  the  Foat  Office 
at  Kennington  says,  in  atfllegram.  that 
the  return  of  the  Writ  waa  aent  in  a 
registered  envelope,  addreeaed  to  the 
Clerk  of  tbe  Crown,  House  of  Lord*,  by 
the  1.15  p.m.  despatch  on  Satuiilay. 
The  postman  whose  duty  it  is  to  deliver 
letters  to  the  House  of  Lorda  received 
it  from  the  south-west  district  at  3.40  on 
Saturday.  He  left  it  for  custody  in  the 
Central  Post  Office  of  the  Houae  of 
Commons  in  order  to  deliver  it  on  Mon- 
day morning,  he  thinking  tbat  the 
Crown  Office  was  closed.  That  was 
certainly  a  reasonable  mistake,  the 
closing  hour  of  the  Crown  Office  on 
Saturday  being,  I  believe,  two  o'clock, 
by  wliich  time  the  clerks  Isare  the 
ofSoe.  It  so  happened,  however,  tbat 
the  office  was  open  as  lata  as  Bve  o'clook 
last  Saturday,  and  there  were  officers 
present  until  that  hour,  so  that,  if  the 
Writ  had  been  delivered  there,  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  would  not  have 
taken  place.  Ho  took  it  out  of  the  Post 
Office  at  five  minutes  to  nine  o'olook 
this  evening  to  take  it  to  the  Crown 
Office,  where,  as  I  have  already  stated 
to  the  House,  It  was  received  at  nine 
o'clock — five  minutes  later.  That  is  all 
the  information  I  have  been  able  to 
obtain,  and,  if  I  may  say  so,  it  appeal* 
that  there  was  certainly  some  failure  in 
not  sending  the  return  of  the  Writ 
earlier  on  Saturday  morning.  Aa  the 
House  is  aware  the  result  of  the  election 
was  announced  in  this  House  at  II 
o'clock  on  Friday  night,  and  an  earlier 
hour  on  Saturday  morning  might  hare 
been  chosen  for  tbe  despatch  of  the 
Writ  through  tbe  KenninRton  Post 
Office.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Returning 
Officer  to  deliver  it  at  the  Poet  UfBoe 
either  personally  or  by  his  clerk.  Uaaj 
of  the  Returning  Offices  in  Londoa 
return  the  Writs  to  the  Crown  Office 
personally,  though  there  ia  no  statutory 
obligation  on  the  m  to  do  ao.  That  is  aU 
the  information  I  am  able  to  give  tho 
House. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  19 th  March,  1889. 


FACTOBS   BILL.      (NO.  27.) 

A  Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Factors 
Acts— Presented  by  The  Lord  Chancellor  :  read 
1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL.        (NO.  9.) 

Committe<l  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  19M  March,  1889. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL    ORDERS    BILL. 

Head  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
QUESTIONS, 

DAIRIES  AND  COWSHEDS. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  -  BAILLIE  (St. 
Pancras,  N.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Ooverament  Board  whether,  in 
view  of  a  statement  that  he  made  last 
Session,  that  every  district  should  have 
regulations  as  to  the  cleanliness  of 
Dairies  and  Cowsheds,  he  has  had  any 
reports  from  the  sanitary  authorities 
that  his  instructions  have  been  carried 
out,  and  that  a  more  stringent  super- 
vision is  being  maintained  ? 

VOL.  CCCXXXIV.     [third  series.] 


The  president   of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower    Hamlets,     St.     Oeorge's-in-the 
East) :  In  accordance  with  the  promise 
I  gave  last  Session,  letters  have  been 
addressed    to   the  sanitary   authorities 
urging  Ihem  to  make  regulations  with 
regard  to  dairies,  cowsheds,  and  milk- 
shops,  in  all  cases  in  which  there  has 
been  any  reason  to  suppose  that  such 
regulations  have   not  yet   been   made. 
The   Annual    Reports,    which   are  now 
being  received  from   the  Medical  Offi- 
cers of  Health,  are  carefully  examined 
with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether 
special  conununications  are  necessary  in 
particular  cases,  and  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  say  that,  in  the  large  majority 
of  cases,  the  Medical  Officers  of  Health 
have    stated    that    the    inspections    of 
dairies,  &c.,  have  been  made  with  satis- 
factory results. 

LICENSING  LAWS  IN  LAGK)8. 

Mr.  COCHRANE- B a ILLE  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any 
arrangements  have  been  made  for  the 
extension  of  Licensing  Laws  to  Katanu, 
a  district  of  the  Protectorate  of  Lagos, 
I  in  accordance  with  the  desire  of  the  in- 
habitants, who  have  petitioned  for  some 
means  of  checking  the  unrestricted  sale 
of  liquor? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :  It  will 
be  seen,  on  reference  to  the  report  on 
Lagos,  No.  4,  presented  to  Parliament 
in  December  last,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  called  for  a  Report  from  the 
Governor  on  this  subject,  but  as  yet  no 
reply  has  been  received.  Accordingly 
the  Governor  was  reminded  by  the  last 
mail. 
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IRKLASD-THE  DINGLE  UNION. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  charges  and 
allegationtt,  amounting  to  forgery,  were 
made  against  officials  and  others  in  con- 
nection with  the  Poor  Law  elections 
held  in  Dingle  Union  in  1888  ;  whether 
the  Board  of  Guardians  have  asked  the 
Local  Ooyernment  Board,  on  the  9th  of 
February,  to  hold  a  sworn  inquiry  ;  and, 
whether  the  request  will  be  granted  ? 
The  hon.  Member  also  asked  whether 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  in 
March,  September,  and  October,  1888, 
Lord  Yen  try,  through  his  agent,  Cap- 
tain E.  A.  De  MoTeyus.  recorded  12 
property  votes,  as  immediate  lessor  of 
under-rated  holdings)  in  the  Dingle 
Electoral  Division  of  the  Dingle  Union, 
at  the  Poor  Law  Elections  of  the  above 
dates,  whilst  owing  two  levies  of  Poor's 
Bate  for  the  houses  occupied  at  that 
time  by  John  Lee  and  Mary  Walsh,  in 
dreen  Lane,  Dingle;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mrs.  Mary  Fitzgerald,  of 
Mai.  Street,  Dingle,  was  landlady  of 
said  houses  until  July  1887,  when  Lord 
Yentry  dispossessed  her,  and,  as  she  owed 
rates  when  dispossessed,  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  vote  in  the  following  March,  as 
those  rates  were  unpaid ;  whether  Mrs. 
Fitzgerald,  although  having  her  rates 
paid  for  the  house  in  which  she  resides, 
was  refused  a  voting  paper  in  March, 
September,  and  October  last,  as  the 
rates  of  the  two  above-mentioned  houses 
were  unpaid,  whilst  Lord  Yentry,  who 
was  in  possession  since  July  1887,  was 
allowed  to  vote  as  if  the  rates  were  paid ; 
whether  Lord  Yentry  also  voted,  as 
immediate  lessor,  in  the  Dunquin  Elec- 
toral Division  last  March,  whilst  owing 
£1  168.  Poor's  Hate  for  holdings  on  the 
townland  of  Ferriters  Quarter  in  said 
division  ;  and,  whether  a  representation 
has  been  made  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
whether  an  inquiry  will  be  held 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE-  I 
LAND    (Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour,   Man- 
chester, E)  said,  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  directed   an  inquiry 
into  the  matter. 

DISUSED  CARBINES  FOR 
80H00L  DRILLS. 
Ma.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

Banm  H.  de  fTormi 


War  whether  his  attention  hms^  been 
called  to  a  circular  letter  recently  issued 
by  the  head  master  of  Mayall  College, 
Dulwich  Road,  Brixton,  to  the  parents 
of  boys  under  his  charge  in  whiob 
he  says — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  more  thoroughly  attend- 
ing to  the  physical  training  of  the  papQs  jondo' 
my  charge,  I  have  receiTea  the  pennia^ion  of 
the  Government  to  form  a  Cadet  Corps  in  con- 
nection with  a  regiment;  carbines  have  been 
issued  by  permission  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  a  course  of  drill  has  been  ]>re- 
scribed  that  will  especially  benefit  g^rowing 
boys  and  improve  their  physique  and  deport- 
ment,  besides  being  condudve  to  habits  of 
obedience  and  orderliness.  Tunics  and  belts 
will  >>e  provided  and  kept  at  the  headquartera  : 
I  have  been  gazetted  Captain  by  the  War  Office,. 
and  take  entire  charge  and  responsibility.*' 

Will  he  iuform  the  House  whether  the 
Government  have  supplied  the  carbines;. 
aud,  if  so.  from  what  fund;  and, 
whether  any  other  schools  are  under  the 
same  conditions  ? 

*Xhb  SECEETART  oi  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  Yes,  Sir.  Unserviceable 
carbines,  which  have  been  rendered  in- 
capable of  being  fired,  have  been  sup- 
plied, on  payment,  for  drill  purposes. 
In  answer  to  the  second  question,  all 
duly  constituted  cadet  corps  and  many- 
schools  have  been  so  supplied. 

IxNDlA— THE  CRAWFORD  COMMISSION. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  it  was  true  that  in  course 
of  the  evidence  recently  given  before  the 
Crawford     Commission    certain    native- 
magistrates,  under  promise  of  indemnity 
from    the   Bombay  Gt>vemment,   gave- 
evidence  that  they  had  corruptly  pur- 
chased their  judicial  appointments  and 
promotion ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  Judges  of  the  Bombay  High  Courts 
Justices  Jardine  and  Birdwood,  who  are 
specially  responsible  for  the  representa- 
tives of  inferior  courts  and  offices,  have 
sent  to  the  Bombay  Government  minutefi- 
pointing  out  the  illegality  of  maintain- 
ing on  the  bench  magistrates  who  had 
corruptly  purchased  appointments  and 
promotion,  and  its  fatal  effect  upon  the 
public  estimation  of  our  Law  Courts  if 
permitted  to  be  presided  over  by  suoh 
men;    whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  any  steps  to  pre- 
vent   a    continuation    of   the    scandal 
against  which  the  Judges  of  the  Bombajp 
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High  Court  protest ;  and,  whether  the 
Minutes  of  Justices  Jardine  and  Bird- 
wood,  together  with  a  Minute  endorsing 
them  by  Mr.  Justice  Scott,  having  been 
published  in  the  Press  of  India,  he  will 
lay  them  before  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  The  Papers  m  the  Crawford 
Case,  including  Mr.  Crawford's  Memo- 
rial, arrived  by  mail  yesterday.  They 
are  being  dealt  with  with  the  utmost 
promptitude  consistent  with  a  due  con- 
sideration of  the  important  issues  in- 
volved. The  Secretary  of  State  is  of 
opinion  that  any  statement  at  this  mo- 
ment in  Parliament  on  the  subject  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
public  service. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  present  Papers  on  the  parti- 
cular branch  of  the  case  to  which  my 
question  refers  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  That  branch  is  a 
very  important  part  of  the  case,  and 
among  other  branches  it  is  undergoing 
careful  and  anxious  consideration .  I 
cannot  make  any  promise  as  to  Papers. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Then  I  will  take 
an  opportunity  of  calling  attention  to 
these  Fapers,  as  they  appear  in  the 
Indian  Press. 

TRADE  SOCIKTIKS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
Trade  Societies  and  BriEinches  of  Trade 
Societies  have  been  permitted,  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
General  Post  Office,  to  invest  their  funds 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  with- 
out restriction  as  to  amount,  for  a  period 
of    a  quarter  of  a    century ;    whether 
recently  some  societies  or  branches  of 
societies  have  been  refused  so  to  invest 
their     funds;     and,    if   so,    by    what 
authority,     and      for     what    reasons; 
whether    some    such    societies,    being 
obliged  by  their  rules  to  keep  separate 
accounts,  such  as  those  for  sick  and  other 
benefit  purposes  and  those  for  trade  pur- 
poses, are  forbidden  to  keep  separate 
accounts  for  such  separate  fund ;  whether 
the  recent  regulations  as  to  the  signa- 
tures of   trustees    are  disregarded    as 
regards   withdrawal    of   amounts    and 
otherwise ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
absence  of  statutory    regulations,    the 
Government  will  propose  such  legisla- 
tion as  will  prevent  miaoonoeption  and 


annoyance  to  the  lawfully    constituted 
bodies  herein  referred  to  ? 
♦The      postmaster     GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The    facts    as  stated  in  the    first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  are,  as  I  pointed  out  to  him  in 
my  reply  of  the  28th  ult.,  substantially 
correct.     I  am  still  in    communication 
with  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
on  the  subject,  and  I  confidently  hope 
that  all  difficulties  will  shortly  be  sur- 
mounted.     With  regard  to    the    third 
garagpraph,     I    would    state    that    the 
avings  Bank  regulations  do  not  permit 
any  person  or  society  to  have  more  than 
one  account,  although,  fur  my  part,  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  this  rule  should 
not    be    relaxed    in    the  case  of  such 
societies  as  those  referred  to,  seeing  that 
they  can  place  their  funds  on  deposit 
without  limit  as  to  amount.     Indeed,  I 
was  anxious  when  the  regulations    of 
1888  were  under  consideration  to  make 
such  exemption.     With  regard  to  para- 
graphs four  and  five,  I  would  refer  the 
Hon.  Member  to  thelatter  part  of  the  reply 
to  a  question  asked  by  him  on  the  26th 
ult.     I  am  not  prepared  at  the  moment 
to  state  whether  fresh  legislation  will  be 
required;    but  the  hon.   Member  may 
rest  assured  that  I  shall  spare  no  pains 
to  prevent  misconception  and  annoyance 
to  the  large  body  of  depositors  whose 
interests  he  advocates. 

DEFECTIVE   SWORDS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
addition  to  the  regiments  in  Ireland 
mentioned  in  the  recent  Report,  the  de- 
fective swords  of  pattern  1685  are  in  tlie 
hands  of  other  regiments;  and,  if  so, 
what  regiments  ;  whether  they  have  all, 
or  any  of  them,  been  tested,  as  were 
those  of  the  regiments  stationed  in  Ire- 
land; and  who  assisted  the  Inspector 
of  Small  Arms  when  inspecting  the 
swords  of  the  latter  regiments? 
♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  think  that  I 
informed  my  hon.  Friend  in  June,  1887, 
in  reply  to  a  question  which  he  then  put 
to  me,  that  all  cavalry  regiments  otlier 
than  those  in  India  have  swords  of  the 
pattern  known  as  that  of  1885.  Up  to 
the  present  time,  the  swords  of  six  regi- 
ments  have  been  inspected  since  issue, 
and  the  remainder  will  be  examined  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  Chief  Inspector 
of  Somll  Arms  was  assisted  in  his  work 
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bj  qaalified  men  employed  in  his  De 
partmeut. 

Dk.  TAXNG'R  :  How  cames  it  to  psss 
that  the  War  Offina  are  an  anzioas 
ahont  the  Hn-ords  in  Ireland  being 
«peciallj  examined  ? 

•Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  Defeota  were 
reported  in  one  regiment,  and  then  the 
others  were  examined. 

ALLEGED  OBSTRUCTION  TO  THE 
POUCE, 

Mr.  HATDGN  fLeitrim,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
the  cases  of  seamen  who  were  recently 
sentenced  by  the  resident  ma^atratee  I 
at  Ballaghadeirin,  county  Mayo,  Petty 
Sessions,  to  imprisonment  for  a  month 
and  a  day  for  allegod  obstruction  of  the 

Eilioe  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  at 
issacal,  county  Roscommon,  and  who 
eerred  formal  notices  of  appeal  to  the 
neit  quarter  sessions  for  the  diriBion. 
which  take  place  at  Athlone  on  the  22nd 
instant,  can  be  tried  at  a  more  conve- 
nient place  than  Athlone,  which  is  at 
the  opposite  end  of  the  county  to  that 
in  which  the  defendants  reside,  being 
nearly  50  miles  distant ;  whether  he  was 
aware  that  there  will  also  be  Quarter 
Sessions  at  Castlerea  on  the  29th  March 
for  the  same  division  of  the  county, 
which  ie  only  sfven  miles  from  the 
defendants;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  defendants  are  too  poor 
to  defray  the  expense  of  travelling  to 
and  attending  at  Athlone.  he  would 
consent  to  a  postponement  of  the  cases 
from  Athlone  to  Castlerea  Quarter  Ses- 
sions on  the  39th  instant  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  unable 
to  answer  the  Question  on  account  of  in- 
sufficient notice. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  As  the  Quarter 
Sessions  meet  on  Friday,  will  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  make  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Inquiry  has 
been  made  already,  but  I  have  not 
received  information  that  would  enable 
me  to  answer  the  question. 

DINUZULU. 
Mr.  WALTERM'L.\RBN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  was 
aware  that  it  is  impossible  to  set  down 
the  appeal  against  the  validity  of  the 
varrant  on  behalf  o|  Dinuzulu,  for  which 
leave  has  been  obtained,  until  the  record 
Jtfr,  E.  Stauhop* 


hai  been  sent  by  the  Natal  Begistrar 
direct  to  the  Registrar  of  the  Ptiwjr 
Council;  whether  the  OHer  in  Oouiu^ 
granting  leave  to  appeal  was  sent  oat  to 
Natal  by  Messrs.  Longhborough  and 
Gedge.  solicitors  or  agnnta  in  the  OBse, 
OD  the  day  they  reoeired  it,  a  moath 
agn.  and  whether  evarvthing  has  boon 
done  on  their  part,  and  on  the  part  of 
Dinuzulu's  friends,  to  push  on  the 
appeal;  and,  whether,  in  theae  oiroum- 
stances,  the  Qovemment  intend  to  take 
advantage  of  this  technicality  and  allow 
the  trial  to  take  place,  or  whether  they 
will  rather  give  time  for  the  appeal  to 
be  heard  ? 

Bahon-  H.  db  WORMS:  The  reply 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber's Question  is  io  the  affirmative  ;  and 
as  regards  the  second  paragraph,  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  information. 
In  answer  to  the  last  paragraph,  I  may 
saythatthisisnotamatteroftschsitality, 
as  the  result  of  the  appeal  in  no  way 
atfscts  the  competency  of  the  Commia- 
eion  to  try  the  case.  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  answers  whioh 
I  have  already  given  in  the  House  to 
himself  and  other  hoa.  Memben, 
especially  to  that  which  I  gave  him  on 
the  8  th  inst. 

working  hours  in  the  govern- 
ment dockyards. 

Mr.  KNATOHBULL-HUOESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  would 
consider  the  possibility  of  re-arran^ng 
the  working  hours  at  the  dockyards,  ao 
as  to  enable  the  men  to  leave  work  at 
5  p.m  during  the  summer  months? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  raB  ADMI- 
RALTY (I^rd  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing^ :  This  question  is  under  con- 
sideration ;  but  at  present  there  is  no 
intention  of  causing  work  to  cease  in 
the  summer  before  5.30  p.m.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  wage-earning  power  of  the  mea, 
especially  if  the  system  of  task-work  be 


RAID  ON  A  WORKMAN'S  CLUB. 
Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  fur  the  Home  Department 
if  be  has  now  any  information  to  lay- 
before  the  House  as  to  the  alleged  raid 
on  a  workman's  club  by  the  police  on 
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Saturday,  after  a  parade  of  Jewish  un-  Mr.  Kichard  Pigott  allowed  to  see  John 

employed  ?  Daly  in  prison  ? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for  Mr.     MATTHEWS :     Mr.    Richard 

THE    HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mr.  Pigott    did  —  I     am     speaking    from 

Matthews)  :    I  am    informed    by  the  memory,  I  am   not  quite  sure    I    am 

Commissioner    of    Police    that    there  correct — in  the  month  of  December  last 

was  no  raid   whatever,  but  the  police  visit  John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prison^  at 

were  themselves  assaulted,  and  a  case  the  prisoner's  own  request.    The  visit 

is  now  pending    before  a  magistrate,  was  a  private   visit  under  the    prison 

Until  the  facts  are  ascertained  at  the  rules. 

trial,  it  would   obviously  be  improper  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    I  shall  put  a 

that  I  should  make  any  further  state-  further  question  on  this  subject, 
menton  the  subject. 

DIVISIONAL  COMMISSIONERS. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION.  ^,         m^r-rroATxrTU          *            u 

ui  fv  xM  tr^ATV  /T  f  A  ^\  Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
Me.  T  M.  HEALY  (Longford  N.)  ^^^  ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
m  rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  btate  ^^^^^^  ^^  j^^l^^^  whether  the  newly 
for  the  Home  Department  the  name  of  ^^^  Divisional  Commissioners  had 
any  visitor  admitted  to  see  the  pnsooer  ^^^  appointments  as  Resident  Magis^ 
John  Daly  at  Chatham  Prison  since  the  ^^^^  cSncelled  by  the  Lord  Lieuteant : 
passing  of  the  fcJpecial  Commission  Act,  ^h,,ther,  thereupon,  they  were  imme- 
1888;  the  reason  for  the  visit;  whether  diately  re- created  magistrates  for  their 
It  took  place  without  the  presence  of  various  counties  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
warders;  and,  in  what  manner  and  on  ^^y^^^  -^  ^i^  they  be  obKged  to 
what  grounds  the  permission  to  visit  ^^g^^  their  functions  to  certain  Petty 
was  granted,  said,  that  he  had  re-  gesaions  districts,  as  was  ruled  in  the 
ceived  a  letter  from  the  Home  Secre-  ^^^  ^^  j^  j^^g  Byr^e,  of  Mallow ; 
tary  desirmg  him  to  postpone  the  ques-  ^^  ^y^^^  p^^^  Sessions  districts  hav6 
tion  unui  he  obtained  details.  Might  they  selected  to  act  for  ? 
he  ask  whether  the  information  was  not  ^^  ^  j  BALFOUR:  It  is  the  case 

**  ^^  T*T^  Li^^fiL      T   .  that  the  Divisional  Commissioners  are 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:    I  have  no  m-  to  have  their  appoint meuts  as  Resident 

formation  at  the  Home  Office.     I  have  Magistrates  canoeUed ;  also  that  1  am 

asked  lor  the  details.          ^    ^  ^     ,,  advised  that  they  will  be  appointed  by 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  May  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  Commission 

1  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^f  the  Peace  for  the  particular  counties 

cannot  obtain  the  information  from  the  comprised  in  their  respective  divisions. 

Prison  Commissioners,  and  whether  the  f^^^^  ^^  ^^t  adjudicate  in  any  Petty 

Prison  Commissioners  are  not  under  the  Sessions    district,   their   duties  havings 

same    roof  as  the   right   hon.   Gentle-  ^j^^  ^11  along  purely  executive. 

n^»  ^  Dr.  TANI^ER  :  is  it  the  intention  of 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  question  the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  deal- 
put  to  me  asks  information  as  to  whether  j^g  ^jth  this  question  ? 
the  interview  took  place  in  the  presence  j^^^  j^^  j^  BALFOUR:  Speaking 
of  warders.  Information  on  such  facts  without  notice  of  the  question,  my  im- 
could  only  be  ascertained  through  the  p^ession  is  that  a  Bill  will  not  be  neces- 
Governor.  sary  for  the  purpose  of  the  proposed 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Can  the  right  change, 

hon.  Gentleman  give  the  names  of  any  d^^  TANNER :  Are  Her  Majesty's 

person  or  persons  admitted  to  see  the  Government  going  to  keep  their  word  ? 

dynamitard,  John  Daly,  since  the  Special  ♦Mb.  SPE/^^ER  :  Order,  order ! 
Commission  Act  was  passed  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  1  have  not  the  rxvrxiN  RFftRAVF 

materials   with   me    to    enable    me  to  CAPTAIN  SEGRAVE. 

answer  that  question  accurately,  and  I  Db.   TANNER :   I  beg    to    ask  the 

told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  post-  Under     Secretary     for    the     Coloniea 

poned  hia  question,  1  could  give  him  a  whether  facilities  will  be  afforded  at  the 

full  and  not  a  partial  answer.  Government  Offices  for  Cape  Colony  to 

Mb.   T.   M.  HEALY  :  Then  I  shall  search  the  columns  of  the  Cap§  Oauite^ 

put  the  question  in  another  form.     Was  with  the  object  of  ascertaining  why  Mr. 
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O'Neil  Segrave  was  obliged  to    retire 
from  Hie  Oape  Mounted  Infantnr  ? 

Baron  EL  db  WORMS :  The  noti- 
fioatioQ  in  the  Cap§  OoMtU  is  as 
follows: — 

<*  Colonial  Secretary's  Office, 

Cape  Town,  Cape  of  Gk>od  Hope, 

July  20,  1886. 

His  Excellency  the  Governor,  with  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Executive  Council,  has  been  pleased 
to  approve  the  following  alteration  in  the  Cape 
Inf  intry  Ref^ment :  — 

<  The  services  of  Lieutenant  0*Neil  Segrave 
are  dispensed  with.  Dated  the  16th  of  July, 
1885.* 

John  Tudhopb,  Colonial  Secretary." 

I  shall  be  happy  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  faciiitios  he  desires  for  seeing 
the  CapB  Oatette,  should  he  still  wish  to 
do  so.  No  answer  has  as  yet  been  re- 
oeived  from  the  Cape  in  reply  to  the 
telegraphic  inquiry  as  to  the  cause  of 
Mr.  Segrave's  dismissal.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  a  further  question  on 
Thursday,  I  will  give  him  the  informa- 
tion, should  I  have  then  received  it. 

Sm  W.  HAROOUET  :  I  have  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
Captain  Seg^ave's  salary  will  be  upon 
the  Vote  on  Account,  and  whether  that 
Yote  on  Account  will  be  taken  without 
any  reasons  being  given  with  reference 
to  the  matter  on  which  the  interrogation 
has  been  made  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  It  will  not 
be  upon  the  Colonial  Estimates. 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT  :  WiU  it  be  on 
the  Vote  on  Account  of  the  Irish  Esti- 
mates? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Segrave 
is  still  a  Resident  Magistrate  in  Ireland, 
and  will  remain  a  Resident  Magistrate 
until  there  is  some  evidence  to  show 
that  he  ought  to  be  dismissed,  and,  he 
being  a  Resident  Magistrate,  I  presume 
his  salary  will  be  provided  in  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  Agent  General  of  the  Cape  Colony, 
in  sending  a  copy  of  the  Official  Oazette, 
has  not  stated  that  Lieutenant  Se- 
grave's  services  would  not  have  been 
dispensed  with  unless  he  had  been 
guuty  of  some  grave  offence;  and 
whether  under  these  circumstances 
Captain  Segrave  will  be  continued  as 
a  Resident  Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  really  am 
amazed  at  the  principles  of  justice  which 
appear  to    animate     hon.    Gentlemen 

nZV.  Tanner 


opposite.  I  have  done  my  best  to  get 
full  information  regarding  Mr.  Be- 
grave's  career  in  South  Africa,  and  if 
there  has  been  any  delay  dne  to  any 
office  in  this  country,  that  is  not  at  the 
door  of  the  Irish  Office,  but  at  the  door 
of  the  Colonial  Office,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  on  the  head  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  that  all  the  viids  of  the 
wrath  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  will  be  poured  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
that  I,  as  responsible  for  the  Irish 
Government,  am  going  to  dismiss  any 
servant  of  the  Irish  Government  until 
full  particulars  have  been  obtained  with 
regard  to  the  offence  of  which  he  is 
accused,  they  are  entirely  mistaken. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  May  I  aak 
whether  all  these  circumstances  were  not 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  December  1 9  last ; 
and  when  he  seeks  to  evade  responsi- 
bility, when  he  disclaims  responsibility, 
for  the  Irish  Office,  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  after  the 
lapse  of  three  months,  he  is  not  at 
present  in  possession  of  that  informa* 
tion  which  has  been  asked  for  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  made  a 
request  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  for 
information,  and  I  have  not  got  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  I  have 
no  direct  means  of  communicating  with 
the  Cape  Government.  Any  farther 
question  'on  the  subject  dfiould  be 
addressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Then  I  will 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
why,  if  he  was  requested  three  months 
ago  to  inquire  into  this  matter,  he  has 
not  done  so  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  The  only 
answer  is  that  the  request  was  made 
to  the  Cape  Government.  [  Cries  of 
''When?''] 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  At  the  time, 
and  repeated  since  by  telegraph.  It  was 
repeated  again  to-day. 

Dr.  tanner  :  If  a  question  is  sent 
by  telegraph,  why  cannot  an  answer  be 
received  by  wire  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  An  answer 
might  be  received  by  telegraph  if  it  had 
been  sent. 

IRELAND— THE  BARROW  DRAINAGE 

SCHE^IE. 

Mr.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County) :    I  begto  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
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tary  ^to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  be  possible  to  frame  any  estimate  for 
whether  he  has  received  a  copy  of  the  their  probable  cost.  It  has  not  been 
Tcsolution  passed  by  the  Queen's  County  necessary  to  expend  any  money,  and 
Grand  Jury  at  Maryborough,  in  which  no  money  has  oeen  expended  on  the 
they  expressly  endorse  the  resolutions  pier  since  its  transfer  to  the  Grand 
adopted  by  the  public  meeting  previously  Jury  in  1888.  The  Board  of  Works 
held  at  Portarlinjrton,  which  resolutions  hold  that  it  was,  and  is,  a  perfectly 
condemned  the  Government  scheme  for  sound  and  stable  marine  work,  having 
the  drainage  of  the  Barrow  by  means  stood  the  most  severe  storm  with- 
of  embankments,  and  advocated  the  out  showing  the  slightest  failure  or 
scheme  recommended  by  Lord  Castle-  weakness.  The  only  expenditure  since 
town's  Commission ;  and,  whether,  in  the  transfer  to  the  Ghrand  Jury  has 
face  of  this  second  expression  of  opinion  been  for  the  removal  of  some  rubble 
from  the  locality  interested,  he  intends  stones  from  the  bed  of  the  harbour 
to  adhere  to  the  scheme  embodied  in  his  (£il  Ss.  5d.),  and  for  labour  in  con- 
Bill  of  lastyear  ?  nection  with  the  examination  during  Mr. 

Mr.  a.  J\  BALFOUR  :  As  at  present  Wolfe  Barry's  inquiry  (£30  lis.  3d.), 
advised  I  do  not  propose  to  alter  the       Mr.  LANE :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 

Boheme.  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 

the  Heport  which  was  submitted  to  this 

MR.  WILSON  AND  THE  IRISH  POLICE.  House  has  not  yet  been  issued  to  Mem- 

Me.    JOHN    BLLI8   (Nottingham,  t";.^"l±^*^.«' J^^f  Jf  ^1^^^^^ 


■D    1.  'i'i»    TV  •  •     \     T  v^     i-  J\.  ii,i  for  tte  ramour  that  this  Beport   has 

RushchfiFe  Division) :   I  beg  to  ask  the  .^^  ^^^^  ^^^  during  the  wurse  of 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  j„^.      ^  ^^^  j^^^  q^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  y 

of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  ^  ^  JaCKSON  :  I  am  not  quite  sure 

i"ll^l'SiL*:'ri^?Jll?^lJi''^r^^^  whether  I  am  sorry  or  glad  thi^t  die  hon. 


uUt  taking  a  walk  with  Mrs.  WUson  q^^ji^^^^  ^^  put  the  question,  because 

in  tfie  neighlBourhood  of  the  Gweedore  ^^^„     .^  ^^^^^  ^^  fmputation  upon 

Hotel    on   Saturday  16th  instant,  was  t^e  Board  of  Works  and  the  Treasi^y, 

persistently    foUowed    about    by    two  ^Wch  I  think  it  is  extremely  desirable 

armed  constables;    wheOier    when  the  ^  ^^^^^^     j  ^-^^  ^^  l^^/  Member, 

hon.  Member  shortly  after  took  a  car  j^^^  j  ^^  ^^^  ^       ^           ^^^  ^^y^ 

for  a  drive  with  Mrs    Wilson,  three  ^j  ^j^^  ^          ^^^^  \^  ^J^^^^  ^     ^^^ 

armed  constables  mounted  another  car  ^  ^j^^  ^^^^;^  ^^^  .^  ^^        therefore, 

and  persistentty  followed  them  for  some  ^^^  J^^.  ^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^^  '^^  ^^^^  ' 

time ;   and,  what  was  the  object  of  this  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^j      j^  j^^j      .^  ^^^^  ^^y^j 

police  8]>P«i"«on  ?  jj,^  jj^   ^j^        ^  ^^j     jjlj  ^^^    jj^. 

Mb.  a.  J .  BALFOuE ;    This  is  one  ---tment 

of  the  questions  with  regard  to  which  I  P  ^     ^-  ^  hEALT  :  May  I  ask  the 

have  not  yet  received  information.  j^^^    Gentleman   whether  anything  is 

being  done  to  prevent  the  delays  of  the 

BALLYCOTTON   PIER.  printer,  of  which  constant  complaints  are 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  County,  E. ) ;  I  beg  being  made  ? 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mr.  JACKSON :  As  one  who  knows 
if  he  can  state  approximately  the  cost  something  of  the  difficulties  with  which 
of  oariring  out  tne  alterations  recom-  the  printer  has  to  contend  at  this  season 
mended  by  Mr.  Wolfe  Barry  on  Bally-  of  the  year,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  stand 
cotton  Pier ;  and,  what  has  been  the  up  in  his  defence,  and  say  it  is  almost 
cost  of  the  other  repairs  and  alterations  impossible  for  him  to  get  through  the 
executed  on  this  pier  by  the  Board  of  work  which  falls  upon  him  this  fort- 
Works  since  their  engineer  certified  in  night.  The  House  decided  that  this 
1888  thatthepierwas ''a  perfectly  sound  work  should  be  let  by  contract  to  one 
and  stable  marine  work  ^'  ?  [Tuesday,  printer,  and  the  whole  of  the  printing 
19th  March.]  lor  Uie  Estimates    of  the  Army,  the 

The   SEOkETARY  to  the  THEA-  Navy,  and  the  Civil  Service,  and  the 

SURY    (Mr.    Jaoksoit,    Leeds,     N.):  whole  of  the  other  papers  in  the  course 

Until  a  detailed  and  complete  specifica-  of  distribution  to  Members,  has  to  be 

tion    of   the  works    recommended    by  done  bv  this  one  firm,  and  for  about  a 

Mr.   Barry  has  been  made  it  will  not  fortnight  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 
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tho  men  are  almost  worked  bejood  their 

r>wer  of  endurance.     I  say  this  because 
believe  they  have  done  the  very  best 
they  can. 

GAMBLING  AT  TATrERSALL'S. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Fliotshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing remarks  of  Mr.  Justice  Manisty,  as 
reported  in  the  Tmes  of  March  12,  on 
the  subject  of  gambling — 

'*He  did  not  hesitate  t^  say,  from  his  ex- 
perience as  a  Judge,  that  there  was  no  greater 
evil  in  society,  and  none  which  causea  more 
misery  and  ruin  in  families.  .  .  .  He  could  not 
see  why,  when  petty  betting  houses  were  put 
down  by  forc-e,  1'attersall*s  should  be  spared, 
though  the  bets  made  there  were  no  more  valid 
or  legal  than  if  made  in  any  public  house  ; " 

and  whether  the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tion therein  made  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  remarks  of 
Mr  Justice  Manisty.  The  subject  of 
gambling  has  been  frequently  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Legislature,  and 
was  finally  dealt  with  by  16  and  17  Vic, 
c.  119,  the  Statute  to  which,  I  presume, 
the  learned  Judge  alludes.  The  ques- 
tion whether  the  establishment  at  Tat- 
tersall's  falls  within  the  provisions  of 
that  Statute  is  one  which,  so  tar  as  I 
know,  has  never  yet  been  raised,  and 
which  appears  to  admit  of  some  doubt. 
It  is  open  to  anyone  interested  in  the 
matter  to  raise  it.  The  Government  are 
not  of  opinion  that  further  legislation 
on  the  subject  is  necessary,  or  that  the 
public  interests  call  for  any  special  in- 
terference on  their  part. 

THE  RISLEY  SCHOOL  FOUNDATION. 

Sir  W.  FOSTEE  (Derby,  Ilkeston) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith whether  the  Oharity  Commissioners 
have  it  in  contemplation  to  hold  a  pub- 
lic inquiry  at  Itisley  in  connection  with 
the  draft  scheme  recently  issued  for 
Bisley  Schools ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
inquiry  will  be  held  at  some  hour  in  the 
eyening,  so  as  to  give  the  industrial 
classes  a  full  opportunity  of  stating  their 
▼iews  on  the  scheme  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  On  the 
8th  of  this  month  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners directed  that  a  public  inquiry 
^oold  be  held  (under  the  provisions  of 

Mr,  JaeJcion 


sections  35  and  50  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  1869)  concerning  the  draft 
scheme  which  has  been  pobliehed  for 
the  Eisley  School  foundation ;  and  they 
have  already  instructed  the  ABsistant 
Commissioners,  to  whom  the  duf^  of 
holding  this  inquiry  is  committed,  to 
arrange  for  an  evening  sitting  for  the- 
convenience  of  the  working  classes. 

LABOUR  IN  INDIAN  FACTORIES. 

Mr.  J.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) :  I  beg^ 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  any  reply  has  yet  been 
received  from  the  Qoyernment  of  India 
to  the  inquiries  of  the  Secretary  of  State- 
as  to  the  expediency  of  amending  the- 
law  for  the  regulation  of  labour  ixk 
Indian  factories  r 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  been  informed  bj  tele- 
graph that  the  Government  of  India's 
report  on  the  Factory  Act  was  despatched 
by  the  mail  of  the  8th  of  March. 

THE  LONGRIDGE  GUN. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leedsr 
Central) :  I  he^^  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  a  Longridge  gun,  differ- 
ing in  no  material  respect  from  the- 
origioal  design  of  the  inventor,  was- 
made  at  the  Abouchoff  Works,  in 
Russia ;  that  this  gun  fired  1,000  rounds 
of  battering  charges ;  that  it  was  then 
taken  to  pieces,  the  wire  being  unwound 
and  re- wound  on  a  new  A  tube  replaced 
in  the  original  jacket,  and  was  at  this^ 
moment  in  the  course  of  firing  a  second. 
set  of  1,000  rounds,  of  which  500  had 
already  been  fired ;  that  the  gun  wa& 
made  in  about  half  the  time  of  an  or- 
dinary built-up  gun,  and  cost  two-thirds 
of  tho  money ;  and  that  the  most  de* 
tailed  information  respecting  it  is  in  the 
possession  of  the  Director  of  Artillery  ;. 
and  whether,'if  this  be  so,  he  is  prepai^d. 
to  cause  fresh  experiments  to  be  made, 
with  a  Tiew  of  testing  the  merits  of  the- 
Longridge  gun  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE   WAR    OFFICE  (Mr.   Bbodrick, 
Surrey,   Guildford) :     Detailed   reports 
on  this  gun  have   been  received  only 
within  the  last  few  days,  and  have  been 
remitted  to    the   Ordnance  Committee* 
for  report.     We  must  await  that  Re- 
port  before  coming  to  any  further  deci* 
sion. 
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AFFAIRS    AT  TANGIER. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College 
Di  vision ) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  Renter's  telegram,  dated  Tangier, 
March  16th,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Moorish  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs 
had  sent  a  messeneer  to  the  Sultan's 
Court  to  inform  ^s  Majesty  that  the 
British  Channel  Squadron  bad  come  to 
Tangier  to  support  the  demands  of  the 
British  Minister  with  regard  to  the  cable 
and  other  claims,  and  that  it  was  re- 
ported that  the  squadron  would  not 
leave  until  the  Sultan's  answer  was 
received  ;  and  whether  it  is  true  that  a 
British  Squadron  had  gone  to  Tangier 
to  support  demands  of  the  British 
Minister ;  and,  if  so,  what  demands  ? 

*Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  FsBOUSSoir,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
Some  ships  of  the  Channel  Squadron 
have  gone  to  Tangier.  There  are 
certain  serious  questions  unsettled 
between  the  Shereefian  Government 
and  that  of  Her  Majesty,  espe- 
cially the  treacherous  murder  at  Cape 
Juby  of  a  British  subject  by  some 
of  the  Sultan's  soldiers,  as  well  as  the 
prohibition  to  allow  the  submarine  cable 
to  be  repaired.  I  cannot  enter  into 
these  questions  further,  as  they  are  still 
under  discussion  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments. 

THE  IRISH  POLICE  AND  THE 
NATIONAL  LEAGUE. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  if  he  can  state 
what  grounds  Sergeant  Kelly  had  for 
the  belief  that  a  meeting  of  the  Fermoy 
branch  of  the  Iriah  National  League 
was  about  being  held  on  the  occasion 
when  he  (with  several  other  policemen) 
intruded  on  the  promisee  of  the  Fermoy 
Toung  Ireland  Society,  and  remained 
there  despite  the  protests  of  the  officers 
and  members  of  that  Society;  and, 
whetherthisactionon  the  part  of  Sergeant 
Kelly  was  in  accordance  with  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to  the  Constabulary  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  be 
manifestly  inconvenient  and  likely  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice,  to  state  the 
ground  or  the  sort  of  information  on 
which  the  police  act  in  taking  steps  in 


cases  where  a  breach  of  the  law  is  antici- 
pated. It  is  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
take  all  such  lawful  steps  as  the  circum-^ 
stances  of  each  case  may  require. 

M.OTIO  N  8. 


PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
regard  to  the  Motion  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury as  to  financial  business,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  it  contains  five 
distinct  propositions,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
of  the  House,  the  Motion  ought  not  to 
have  been  in  paragraph  form  and  each 
proposition  put  separately  from  the 
Chair  ? 

«Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  one  proposi- 
tion. I  do  not  see  anything  unusual  or 
improper  in  the  Motion  as  it  stands. 

.  Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I  understand 
that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, the  Rules  of  the  House  may  be 
discussed  and  voted  upon  each  paragraph 
separatelv. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  would  be^ 
contrary  to  the  statement  I  have  just 
made.  Of  course.  Amendments  may  be 
moved,  but  I  shall  put  the  Motion  as 
one. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  May  I  ask 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  each 
of  the  Rules  of  Procedure  was  dealt 
with  and  divided  upon  separately  P 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  My  observation  did 
not  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  Rules,  but 
to  each  individual  Rule  which  contained 
several  propositions. 

Mb.T.  M.  HEALY:  I  submit.  Sir,  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  put  the  House  into 
a  difficulty.  A  Member  may  not  take 
the  same  view  of  one  part  of  a  Motion 
that  he  does  of  another  part^ 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  any 
difficulty  will  arise.  Any  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  move  to  omit  any  portion  of  the 
Motion. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SOTRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,. 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  now 
to  move — 

**  That  until  the  proceedings  on  the  Supple* 
mentaiy  Estimatee,  1888-69,  the  Excessee, 
1 887-88,  and  the  Vote  on  Account  for  1889-90 
in  the  Committees  of  Supply  and  Ways  and 
Means,    and  on   Report  therefrom,  and   the 
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several  stages  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  i 
:are  concluded,  the    proceeding   thereon  shall  i 
have  precedence  of  other  Orders  of  the  Dav 
.«nd  Notices  of  Motion  on  ever^  day  for  which 
they  are  appointed.    The  provisions  of  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  56  shall  he  extended  to  any  dav 
•on  which  the  said  Votes  are  set  down.    Such 
financial  husinees  mav  he  entered  upon  at  any 
hour,  thooffh  opposed,  and  shall  not  be  inter- 
rupted unaer  tne  provisions  of  any  Standing 
Oitler  regulating  the  sittings  of  the  House,  ex- 
cept of  Standing  Order  No.  5.    But  after  such 
proceedings  are  disposed  of  no  opposed  business 
ahall  be  taken." 

I  regret  that  I  am  under  the  necessity 
^f  moTing  this  Motion,  but,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  it  is  imperative  upon  the 
Government  to  make  provision  for  the 
eervices  of  the  country.     Bj  introducing 
the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  to-day  we 
ehall  be  able  to  insert  in  it  on  Thursday 
the  provision  as  to  the  Vote  on  Account. 
This  is  not  a  Motion  brought  forward 
^or  the  convenience  of  the  Government, 
but  in  the  interests  of  the  service  of  the 
country,   and  whether  hon.    Members 
approve  the  course  which  I  now  suggest 
or  not,  it  is  but  right  that  we  should 
make  provision  for  the  service  of  the 
•country.      That    provision    cannot   be 
regularly  and  adequately  made  unless 
we  take  the  Vote  on  Account  on  Thurs- 
day next.     The  business  on  the  Paper 
for  this  Evening  Sitting  will,  of  course, 
be  superseded  if  my  Motion  is  agreed  to. 
But  1  may  say  with  regard  to  the  first 
Motion,  which  stands  in   the  name  of 
the  hon.    Member  for    Morpeth    (Mr. 
Burt)    and    which   deals   with  mining 
royalties,  that  the  Government  have  con- 
sidered   it,    and,     although    they    are 
tiot    prepared    to    accept    it     in     the 
terms   laid    down  by  tne   hon.    Mem- 
ber,    they     are     prepared    to    accept 
it  in  substance.     As  to  the  second  Mo- 
H;ion,  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.    Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel 
Hughes),    we    are    of     opinion    that 
upon  the  whole  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
right  in  asking  for  a  judicial  inquiry 
into    the   circumstances    under    which 
workmen   entered    in    the    Royal  Ar- 
senal,  Woolwich,   and    other  Govern- 
ment establishments  between  December 
17,  1861,  and  June  4,  1870,  have  been 
Mtherto    refused    the    benefits   of  the 
Superannuation  Acts.     The  third  Mo- 
tion on  this  evening's  paper  is  that  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  G. 
Trevelyan),  but  I  think  it  will  be  gene- 
rally   admitted    that   in  the  ordinary 
^course  of  things  it  could  not  have  been 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


reached  before  I  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
I  regret  that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
afford  the  same  terms  of  conciliation  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  Bills  on  the 
paper  for  to-morrow ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton ( Mr.  Bradlaugh )  that  he  hafl  hitherto 
been  so  successful  in  obtaining  ^  days 
for  the  discussion  of  matters  in  which  he 
is  interested  that  I  think  in  this  instance 
he  may  well  submit  to  the  neceeeity 
which  is  imposed  upon  us.  In  the  event 
of  Supply  not  being  concluded  to-mor- 
row we  propose  to  conclude  it  on  Thurs- 
day. The  Financial  Bill  will  be  read  a 
first  time  to-day.  It  will  then  receive  a 
second  reading,  and  in  Committee  we 
propose  to  introduce  as  an  Amendment 
a  provision  for  the  Vote  on  Account  and 
such  Votes  as  may  be  taken  to-night  and 
to-morrow,  so  as  to  report  the  Bill  in 
the  House  on  Monday  next.  We  shall 
then  be  able  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time 
on  Tuesdav,  and  that  is  the  latest  day  on 
which  it  will  be  possible  to  comply  with 
the  financial  regulations  of  the  country. 
Under  these  droumstanoes,  I  trust  the 
House  will  accept  this  Motion  and  pro- 
ceed with  the  discussion  ot  the^  Esti- 
mates, having  due  regard  to  their  pro- 
portional interest  to  the  country  and 
apportioning  time  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*  That  until  the  Proceedings  on  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  1888-9,  the  Excesses  1887-8, 
and  the  Vote  on  Account  for  1889-90  in  the 
Committees  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Meana, 
and  on  Report  therefrom,  and  the  several 
stages  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  are  con- 
cluded, the  Proceedings  thereon  shall  have  |>re- 
cedence  of  other  Orders  of  the  Jy^j  and  Noticea 
of  Motions  on  every  day  for  which  they  are 
appointed.  The  provisions  of  Standing  Order 
No.  66  shall  he  extended  to  any  day  on  which 
the  said  Votes  are  set  down.  Such  Financial 
Business  may  he  entered  upon  at  any  hour, 
though  opposed,  and  shall  not  he  interrupted 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing  Order 
regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  except 
of  Standing  Order  No.  5.  But  after  sudi 
Proceedings  are  disposed  of  no  opposed  Busi- 
ness shall  he  taken.*^ -(ITr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
If  a  soft  speech  could  turn  away  wrath, 
1  quite  admit  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  has  made  his  proposal  in  as  s.>ft 
and  kindly  a  fa^ion  as  it  was  possible  to 
do  it ;  and  so  far  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  is  con- 
cerned—he, no  doubt,  will  presently  ex- 
press his  view — it  does  seem  to  me  to  go 
a  long  way  to  disarm  opposition,  so  far 
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•as  the  very  important  Bfotion  standing 
for  thia  evening  ia  concerned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aaya  the  question 
suomitted  to  the  House  is  not  for  the 
Ooyemment,  but  for  the  country ;  but  lie 
forgets  the  country  has  no  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  upon  it. 
I  think  I  might  answer,  at  any  rate,  for 
the  Members  who  sit  around  me,  that  if 
we  thought  the  First  Lord  was  going  to 
give  an  opportunity  to  the  country,  if — 
after  providing  the  financial  means  of 
government  for  the  moment — he  in* 
tended  to  give  the  country  an  oppor- 
tunity of  generally  expressing  a  verdict, 
partially  expressed  at  Kennington  the 
other  day,  I  think  I  might  then  promise 
him  we  would  withdraw  all  opposition 
to  his  Motion.  He  was  good  enough  to 
eay,  in  equally  kindly  fashion,  some 
words  as  to  my  good  fortune  in  the 
ballot.  If  he  would  undertake  to  give 
my  Bill,  which  stands  first  for  to- 
morrow, that  precedence  on  some  other 
<day  it  obtained  by  good  fortune  in  |;he 
ballot,  but  which  it  now  loses  entirely, 
then  I  could  understand  the  appli- 
4^ability  of  his  address  personally  to 
myself.  Bat  the  effect  of  the  Motion  is 
to  take  away  the  time  from  private 
Members.  On  every  conceivable  pre- 
tence the  rights  of  private  Members  and 
the  House  are  constantly  being  taken 
away.  I  deny  that  the  present  uovem- 
ment  has  any  right  to  ask  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  it  now  seeks.  What  is 
the  case  presented  by  the  First  Lord  ? 
The  case  is  that  by  law  they  are  now  in 
a  position  in  which — unless  they  take 
away  the  rights  of  private  Members — 
they  cannot  comply  with  the  law  as  a 
Government  should.  But  they  knew 
that  before  they  fixed  the  date  for  the 
.  assembling  of  Parliament.  It  is  the  duty 
of  a  Government  not  to  speculate  on 
private  Members'  time,  but,  haviog  the 
whole  authority  at  their  own  disposal, 
make  such  reasonable  appropriation 
of  the  time  as  shall  prevent  that  neces- 
sity. What  is  the  effect  of  a  Motion 
like  this  upon  Members  who  have  bal- 
loted for  Bills?  Under  the  new  Eule, 
no  Member  having  charge  of  a  private 
Bill  has  the  slightest  prospect  of  having 
that  Bill  passed  into  law,  unless  on  the 
first  day  of  the  ballot  he  is  able  to  fix  a 
date  so  that  the  Second  Beading  can  be 
taken  before  Whitsuntide.  So  the  prac- 
tical effect,  when  the  Government  takes 
the  whole  time  in    this  fashion,   is  to 


postpone  the  consideration  of  the  legis- 
lative proposals  submitted  by  private 
Members  until  next  Session.  If  it  were 
a  Motion  for  which  I  could  ballot  night 
after  night,  the  uncertainties  or  chances 
of  the  ballot  might  modify  the  rigour  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  ;  but 
£  have  no  chance  of  a  ballot  again  for 
position  for  my  Bill.  I  can  only  do  it  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session ;  and  if 
No.  1  is  to  be  killed  by  the  Government 
in  this  way,  what  becomes  of  No.  2, 
No.  3,  and  the  others?  If  the  first 
number  has  no  chance  of  being  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  then  the 
ballot,  so  far  as  private  Members  are 
concerned,  becomes  an  entire  sham,  and 
should  be  so  understood  outside.  Not 
only  were  the  Government  late  in  assem- 
bling Parliament— and  I  am  quite  ready 
to  admit  that  hired  men  have  a  good 
excuse  for  being  late  in  resuming  work ; 
but  that  is  no  excuse  for  a  Government 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
country — but,  moreover,  it  arose  from 
the  bad  management  of  Government  time 
last  Session.  We  should  not  have  sat 
until  Christmas  Eve  if  the  Government 
had  not  wanted  to  appoint  new  officials 
with  new  salaries,  and,  after  having 
wasted  on  their  project  twelve  nights  of 
their  time,  abandoned  their  Bill.  These 
twelve  nights  might  have  been  devoted 
to  Supply,  and  might  have  saved  the 
necessity  of  any  adjourned  Sitting  at 
all.  We  ag^eethat,  with  his  onerous 
duties  as  Leader  of  the  House,  the  First 
Lord  may  well  be  anxious  for  a  pro- 
longed rest,  but  he  has  no  claim  upon 
our  indulgeoce  ou  that  acoouot.  He 
stands  before  the  House  as  having 
wilfully  selected  a  date  for  the  meeting 
of  Parliament  which,  with  no  good 
fortune,  would  leave  him  any  spare  time 
but  what  he  might  obtain  by  taking 
away  from  private  Members  a  right  they 
have  had  for  generations,  and  which  has 
been  attended  with  great  advantage  to 
the  country  on  the  whole ;  though  some- 
times, perhaps,  time  may  have  been 
wasted.  I  stated  yesterday  my  especial 
reasons  for  opposing  this  Motion, and,  on 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  found  myself  in  con- 
flict with  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. If  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so, 
Uiat  conflict  of  fact  is  not  one  on  which 
he  is  in  a  position  to  express  judgment, 
for  I  was  here  and  he  was  not.  What 
happened  on  Thursday  ?  To  show  there 
was  no  despotism  on  our  part  to  a^^ra* 
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▼ate  the  difficulties  of  the  Gt>yemment, 
it  is  enough  to  remind  the  House  that 
when  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
made  an  appeal  to  us  not  to  prevent  him 
getting  at  unce  into  Committee,  many  of  us 
— I  myself  had  a  g^eat  question  to  raise 
— refrained  from  raising  questions,  and 
you  soon  left  the  Chair.  Consequently 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  raise  those  ques- 
tions we  desire  to  raise  until  particular 
Votes  are  taken  in  Committee.  Perhaps 
next  Christmas  we  shall  be  told, 
as  we  were  last  Christmas,  that  it  is  too 
late ;  that  everybody  wants  to  get  away ; 
and  we  shall  be  asked  not  to  occupy 
time  then,  seeing  that  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  *'at  an  early 
day  next  Session  when  Estimates  are 
again  brought  in."  Sir,  it  is  a  question 
for  the  country.  It  is  a  question  for  the 
country  when  private  Members'  griev- 
ances shall  be  considered .  Orievances  used 
to  come  before  Supply  in  the  old  time, 
but  now,  it  appears,  Supply  is  to  come 
first,  to  eome*  always,  and  to  come 
clumsily.  Last  year  we  had  six  Votes 
on  Account;  indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
whether  there  were  not  more— they  came 
so  often,  that  one  hesitates  to  trust  one's 
memory.  Now  we  are  beginning  the  same 
thing,  and  private  Members'  rights  are 
to  be  sacrificed.  On  Thursday  we  fol- 
lowed the  course  pursued  when  we  al- 
lowed the  Secretary  for  War  to  get  into 
Committee  without  opposition,  and  what 
happened  ?  The  Opposition  allowed  the 
Supplementary  Naval  Estimate  to  be 
taken  without  a  word  of  challenge, 
because  we  wanted  to  spare  the  Govern- 
ment any  annoyance.  There  was  good 
matter  for  debate,  £800,000  gone  to  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  and  an  item  relating 
to  this  state  being  on  the  Estimate.  I 
had  myself  voluminous  notes,  and  I 
thoiu^ht  the  matter  might  be  raised,  and 
if  i  had  had  an  idea  that  this 
Thuggism  was  to  be  applied  to  our 
rights  I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
raise  it.  We  allowed  the  Vote  to  be 
taken  without  challenge  at  all.  There 
was  an  eloquent  and  useful  word  or  two 
from  naval  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  not  a  word  of  criticism  to 
delay  the  Vote.  The  Vote  for  men  also 
passed  and  the  Vote  for  money  might 
have  been  taken  at  ten  minutes  past  8 
on  Thursday,  without  challenge  or  dis- 
pute. There  was  no  one  here  to  dispute 
It,  except  myself  and  a  few  other  Mem- 
bers,    well-intentioned     towards     the 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


Government  I  am  sorry  to  say.  I 
repeat  it  now.  Four  Members  on  the 
Government  side  rose,  and  made  interest- 
ing spe<^chee,  and  my  view  frankly  wa» 
that  the  (^^ovemment  were  in  no  haate  to 
get  this  Vote  taken,  but  they  rather 
wanted  to  delay  it  until  late  in  the 
evening,  so  that  they  might  say  blame 
rested  on  the  Opposition.  Why  did 
they  not  take  the  Vote  when  they  oooU 
have  ti^en  it  ?  It  is  utterly  futile  to- 
say  they  could  not  have  prevented  their 
followers  £rum  speaking  with  the  more 
than  willing — the  devout  obedienoe  they 
yield  to  the  First  Lord.  They  knew 
how  pressed  he  was  for  time ;  they  knew 
he  was  in  a  comer ;  and  one  siflrn  through 
the  ordinary  Gt)vemment  channels  of 
communication  would  have  stopped 
them,  and,  as  the  Chancellor  ox  the 
Exchequer  said  in  the  North,  have  made 
them  ''  stifled  Ciceros  "  for  the  time.  I 
ask  the  Govemmeut  whether  it  is  fair 
to  take  any,  and  in  a  fashion  that  is  not 
reparable,  not  simply  the  plaoes  of 
Members  who  have  Motions  on  the 
paper,  but  to  destroy  their  opportunities 
wmch  by  the  only  possible  ballot 
uf  the  Session  were  secured 
for  submitting  legislative  proposals 
to  the  House  and  country  ?  I  do  not 
pretend  to  deal  as  I  would  elsewhere 
with  the  real  grounds  why  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  should  not  have  the  assent 
of  the  Hou6e  to  his  Motion.  I  quite 
agree,  if  the  Government  had  the  general 
sympathy  of  the  House,  not  only  of 
their  own  devoted  supporters — I  quite 
agree,  if  they  had  the  general  sympathy 
of  the  country  with  them,  this  great 
concession  should  be  made  to  enable 
them  to  carry  on  the  GK)vemment  witlk 
facility;  but  because  I  believe  they 
have  not  got  that  sympathy  outside,  and 
because  I  am  sure  they  have  done  every* 
thing  possible  to  alleviate  those  sympa- 
thies inside  among  Members  on  thia 
side,  I  intend  not  only  to  protest  aa 
I  do  now,  but  to  divide  the  House 
against  this  effort  so  early  in  the  Session 
to  utterly  destroy  the  only  opportunity 
of  independent  Members  to  obtain  a 
judgment  on  their  proposals. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUKT  (Derby) :  The 
First  Lord  has  founded  his  demand  for 
this  Resolution  upon  the  imperative 
necessity  of  passing  within  the  financial 
year  what  is  called  the  Consolidated 
Fund  Bill,  one  of  those  temporary 
Appropriation  Bills  passed  by  rarlia- 
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ment  with  reference  to  Votes  in  Sapply 
•on  particular  dates.  As  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman,  he  says  it  is 
necessary  that  all  the  Votes  in  Supply 
should  be  put  into  this  Bill ;  that  the 
Bill  will  not  operate  unless  these  Votes 
in  Supply  and  the  Vote  on  Account  in 
particular  are  passed.  Now,  I  venture 
to  challenge  that  statement.  I  speak  in 
thn  presence  of  those  who  have  had 
greater  experience  than  I  have  had,  and 
I  say  it  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  that  it  is  not  the  rule  of  Parlia- 
ment— it  is  a  new  practice  introduced, 
I  will  not  say  surreptitiously,  but  with 
very  little  explanation  endeavoured 
to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern 
ment  for  the  6r8t  time,  in  order 
to  force  on  the  Vote  on  Account,  and  so 
prevent  our  having  adequate  time  to 
•discuss  it.  That  is  my  reading  of  this 
transaction.  On  the  other  hand,  I  say 
that  if  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  is 
passed  at  any  time  it  will  cover  the  Vote 
•on  Account,  although  that  Vote  on 
Account  be  agreed  to  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  so  long  as  the  Vote 
^n  Account  be  taken  before  the  last  day 
of  the  financial  year.  £  ask  whether 
that  has  not  been  the  previous  practice 
of  the  House,  and  whether  it  is  not  the 
Tule  of  Parliament  ?  The  Government 
are  attempting  to  alter  this  rule ;  and 
why  ?  Because  they  shrink  from  the 
discussion  of  the  Vote  on  Account.  We 
«laim  every  day  that  can  be  given  to  the 
Vote  on  Account,  and  I  will  say  why ; 
but  first  I  will  bring  the  Government  to 
book  on  this  practice  of  Parliament  and  of 
the  Treasurv.  I  will  take  their  own 
Consolidated"  Fund  Bill  of  1888  ;  the 
Act,  in  its  second  clause,  states  that  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  may  pay  out  all 
moneys  which  bad  been  voted  to  make 
:good  the  Supplies  granted  for  the  service 
•of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  st  of  March, 
1889.  They  may  consequently,  under 
.  the  authority  of  that  Act.  for  any 
•purpose  voted  by  Parliament  before 
March  31st,  1889,  pay  out  whatever 
money  is  voted  up  to  that  date.  This 
18  not  merely  an  interpretation  of  the 
law,  but  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
Treasury  up  to  this  time.  Is  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  Bill  to  be  in  the  same 
terms  this  year  as  it  was  last  year  ?  If 
it  is  in  the  same  terms,  you  may  pay 
money  voted  on  account  down  to  the 
31st  of  March.  If  it  is  going  to  be  in 
different  terms,  then  the  question  arises 


— Why  is  a  change  goinfc  to  be  made  ? 
This  pressing  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
'  is  a  new  and  surreptitious  form  of  the 
closure.  We  are  surrounded  by  closure 
at  every  step.  Every  means  is  taken  in 
one  way  or  another  to  prevent  the 
public  discussion  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  If  thef)«)  devices  are 
allowed  to  be  operative,  the  time  will 
soon  come  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  not  be  a  pla^e  for  discussion 
at  all.  I  know,  if  you  had  vour  will, 
that  would  be  the  case.  The  House 
would  become  a  mere  vestrv  to  register 
the  transactions  of  the  Government; 
this  is  what  you  are  fast  turning  it  into 
by  your  methods  of  procedure;  but  it 
does  not  signify  so  much  to  us ;  if  you 
will  not  let  us  discuss  your  conduct  here, 
there  are  other  places  where  we  can  do 
so.  As  an  old  Parliamentarian  I  would 
much  rather  discuss  your  conduct  in 
your  presence  in  this  House ;  but,  if  this 
is  not  what  you  wish,  we  must  discuss 
it  in  your  absence  and  elsewhere, 
unless  you  are  g^ing  to  prolaim 
meetings  in  this  country.  It  will 
be  discussed,  for  I  trust  we  shall 
still  have  the  right  of  public 
meeting  that  is  not  permitted  in  Ireland* 
I  say  there  is  no  financial  necessity,  and 
there  is  no  legal  necessity,  for  your 
passing  this  Bill  in  haste  if  you  intro- 
duce it  in  the  same  language  in  which 
you  did  last  year.  This  will  be  accord- 
ing to  previous  practice  at  the  Treasury, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Vote  on 
Account  should  close  before  March  31^ 

Mr  JACKSON :  There  is  the  Report. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  And  the 
Report.  That,  as  I  understand,  has 
been  the  established  practice.  We 
hear  some  whisper  of  some  higher 
authority  behind  the  Treasury  which 
insists  on  the  new  practice,  but  I  know 
of  no  authority  which  has  the  right  to 
control  the  practice  of  Parliament  and 
the  Treasury,  or  at  all  events,  let  us 
hear  the  claim  and  we  will  examine  it. 
We  stand  on  the  established  practice  of 
Parliament  and  the  Treasury,  and  we 
claim  distinctly  to  keep  open  the  Vote 
on  Account  to  March  31.  We  are  told 
Supply  occupies  too  much  time  as  com- 
pared with  former  days,  but  there  never 
was  a  Government  behaved  as  this 
Government  has  behaved.  We  have 
had  a  little  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  administration.  We  saw  yesterday 
how  the   Chief  Secretary   for    Ireland 
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fieveral  stages  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  i 
are  concluded,  the    proceeding   thereon  shall  • 
have  precedence  of  other  Orders  of  the  Dav 
.and  Notices  of  Motion  on  every  day  for  which 
they  are  appointed.    The  provisions  of  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  56  shall  be  extended  to  any  day 
•on  which  the  said  Votes  are  set  down.    Such 
financial  business  may  be  entered  upon  at  any 
hour,  though  opposed,  and  shall  not  be  inter- 
rupted under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing 
Order  regulating  the  sittings  of  the  House,  ez- 
-cept  of  Standing  Order  No.  5.    But  after  such 
proceedings  are  disposed  of  no  opposed  business 
shall  be  taken." 

I  regret  that  I  am  under  the  necessity 
-of  moving  this  Motion,  but,  as  I  have 
already  stated,  it  is  imperative  upon  the 
Government  to  make  provision  for  the 
eervices  of  the  country.  By  introducing 
the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  to-day  we 
ehall  be  able  to  insert  in  it  on  Thursdav 
the  provision  as  to  the  Vote  on  Account. 
This  is  not  a  Motion  brought  forward 
ifor  the  convenience  of  the  Government, 
but  in  the  interests  of  the  service  of  the 
country,  and  whether  hon.  Members 
approve  the  course  which  I  now  suggest 
or  not,  it  is  but  right  that  we  should 
make  provision  for  the  service  of  the 
•country.  That  provision  cannot  be 
regularly  and  adequately  made  unless 
we  take  the  Vote  on  Account  on  Thurs- 
day next.  The  business  on  the  Paper 
ibr  this  Evening  Sitting  will,  of  course, 
be  superseded  if  my  Motion  is  agreed  to. 
But  I  may  say  with  regard  to  the  first 
Motion,  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr. 
Burt)  and  which  deals  with  mining 
royalties,  that  the  Government  have  con- 
sidered it,  and,  although  they  are 
not  prepared  to  accept  it  in  the 
terms  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, they  are  prepared  to  accept 
it  in  substance.  As  to  the  second  Mo- 
H;ion,  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Woolwich  (Colonel 
Hughes),  we  are  of  opinion  that 
upon  the  whole  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
right  in  asking  for  a  judicial  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  under  which 
workmen  entered  in  the  Royal  Ar- 
senal, Woolwich,  and  other  Govern- 
ment establishments  between  December 
17,  1861,  and  June  4,  1870,  have  been 
hitherto  refused  the  benefits  of  the 
Superannuation  Acts.  The  third  Mo- 
tion on  this  evening's  paper  is  that  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  G. 
Trevelyan),  but  I  think  it  will  be  gene* 
rally  admitted  that  in  the  ordinary 
4)our8e  of  things  it  could  not  have  been 
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reached  before  I  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
I  regret  that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
afibrd  the  same  terms  of  conciliation  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  Bills  on  the 
paper  for  to-morrow ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton ( Mr.  Bradlaugh )  that  he  has  hitherto 
been  so  successjful  in  obtaining  ^  days 
for  the  discussion  of  matters  in  which  he 
is  interested  that  I  think  in  this  instance 
he  may  well  submit  to  the  necessity 
which  is  imposed  upon  us.  In  the  event 
of  Supply  not  being  concluded  to-mor- 
row we  propose  to  conclude  it  on  Thurs- 
day. The  Financial  Bill  will  be  read  a 
first  time  to-day.  It  will  then  receive  a 
second  reading,  and  in  Committee  we 
propose  to  introduce  as  an  Amendment 
a  provision  for  the  Vote  on  Account  and 
such  Votes  as  may  be  taken  to-night  and 
to-morrow,  so  as  to  report  the  Bill  in 
the  House  on  Monday  next.  We  shall 
then  be  able  to  read  the  Bill  a  third  time 
on  Tuesdav,  and  that  is  the  latest  day  on 
which  it  will  be  possible  to  comply  with 
the  financial  regulations  of  the  country. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  trust  the 
House  will  accept  this  Motion  and  pro- 
ceed with  the  discussion  ot  the  Esti- 
mates, having  due  regard  to  their  pro- 
portional interest  to  the  country  and 
apportioning  time  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  until  the  Proceedings  on  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  1888-9,  the  Excesses  1887-8, 
and  the  Vote  on  Account  for  1889-90  in  the 
Committees  of  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means, 
and  on  Report  therefrom,  and  the  several 
stages  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill,  are  con- 
cluded, the  Proceedings  thereon  shall  have  pre- 
cedence of  other  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices 
of  Motions  on  every  day  for  which  they  are 
appointed.  The  provisions  of  Standing  Order 
No.  56  shall  he  extended  to  any  day  on  which 
the  said  Votes  are  set  down.  Such  financial 
Business  may  be  entered  upon  at  any  hour, 
though  opposed,  and  shall  not  be  interrupted 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing  Order 
regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House,  except 
of  Standing  Order  No.  o.  But  after  such 
Proceedings  are  disposed  of  no  opposed  Busi- 
ness shall  be  taken.'^ -(ITr.  IT.  H,  Smith.) 

♦Mb.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
If  a  soft  speech  could  turn  away  wrath, 
1  quite  admit  that  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  has  made  his  proposal  in  as  s.>ft 
and  kindly  a  fashion  as  it  was  possible  to 
do  it ;  and  so  far  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt)  is  con- 
cerned—he,  no  doubt,  will  presently  ex- 
press his  view — it  does  seem  to  me  to  go 
a  long  way  to  disarm  opposition,  so  far 
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•as  the  Tory  important  Motion  standing 
for  ibis  evening  is  concerned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sajs  the  question 
suomitted  to  the  House  is  not  for  the 
Ooyemment,  but  for  the  country ;  but  he 
forgets  the  country  has  no  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  an  opinion  upon  it. 
I  think  I  might  answer,  at  any  rate,  for 
the  Members  who  sit  around  me,  that  if 
we  thought  the  First  Lord  was  going  to 
give  an  opportunity  to  the  country,  if — 
after  providing  the  financial  means  of 
government  for  the  moment — he  in- 
tended to  give  tbe  country  an  oppor- 
tunity of  generally  expressing  a  verdict, 
partially  expressed  at  Kennington  the 
other  day,  I  think  I  might  then  promise 
him  we  would  withdraw  all  opposition 
to  his  Motion.  He  was  good  enough  to 
eay,  in  equally  kindly  fashion,  some 
words  as  to  my  good  fortune  in  the 
ballot.  If  he  would  undertake  to  give 
my  Bill,  which  stands  first  for  to- 
morrow, that  precedence  on  some  other 
-day  it  obtained  by  good  fortune  in  |;he 
ballot,  but  which  it  now  loses  entirely, 
then  I  could  understand  the  appli- 
<:ability  of  his  address  personally  to 
myself.  But  the  effect  of  the  Motion  is 
to  take  away  the  time  from  private 
Members.  On  every  conceivable  pre- 
tence the  rights  of  private  Members  and 
the  House  are  constantly  being  taken 
away.  I  deny  that  the  present  govern- 
ment has  any  right  to  ask  the  House  for 
the  indulgence  it  now  seeks.  What  is 
the  case  presented  by  the  First  Lord  ? 
The  case  is  that  by  law  they  are  now  in 
a  position  in  which — unless  they  take 
away  the  rights  of  private  Members — 
they  cannot  comply  with  the  law  as  a 
Government  should.  But  they  knew 
that  before  they  fixed  the  date  for  the 
assembling  of  Parliament.  It  is  the  duty 
of  a  Government  not  to  speculate  on 
private  Members'  time,  but,  having  the 
whole  authority  at  their  own  disposal, 
make  such  reasonable  appropriation 
of  the  time  as  shall  prevent  that  neces- 
aity.  What  is  the  effect  of  a  Motion 
like  this  upon  Members  who  have  bal- 
loted for  Bills  ?  Under  the  new  Eule, 
no  Member  having  charge  of  a  private 
Bill  has  the  slightest  prospect  of  having 
that  Bill  passed  into  law,  unless  on  the 
first  day  of  the  ballot  he  is  able  to  fix  a 
date  so  that  the  Second  Reading  can  be 
taken  before  Whitsuntide.  So  the  prac- 
tical effect,  when  the  Government  takes 
the  whole  time   in    this  fashion,    is  to 


postpone  the  consideration  of  the  legis- 
lative proposals  submitted  by  private 
Members  until  next  Session.  If  it  were 
a  Motion  for  which  I  could  ballot  night 
after  night,  the  uncertainties  or  chances 
of  the  ballot  might  modify  the  rigour  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  ;  but 
£  have  no  chance  of  a  ballot  again  for 
position  for  my  Bill.  I  can  only  do  it  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session ;  and  if 
No.  1  is  to  be  killed  by  the  Government 
in  this  way,  what  becomes  of  No.  2, 
No.  3,  and  the  others?  If  the  first 
number  has  no  chance  of  being  submitted 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House,  then  the 
ballot,  so  far  as  private  Members  are 
concerned,  becomes  an  entire  sham,  and 
should  be  so  understood  outside.  Not 
only  were  the  Government  late  in  assem- 
bling Parliament— and  I  am  quite  readv 
to  admit  that  hired  men  have  a  g^d 
excuse  for  being  late  in  resuming  work ; 
but  that  is  no  excuse  for  a  Government 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
country — but,  moreover,  it  arose  from 
the  bad  management  of  Government  time 
last  Session.  We  should  not  have  sat 
until  Christmas  Eve  if  the  Government 
had  not  wanted  to  appoint  new  officials 
with  new  salaries,  and,  after  having 
wasted  on  their  project  twelve  nights  of 
their  time,  abandoned  their  Bill.  These 
twelve  nights  might  have  been  devoted 
to  Supply,  and  might  have  saved  the 
necessity  of  any  adjourned  Sitting  at 
all.  We  agree  that,  with  his  onerous 
duties  as  Leader  of  the  House,  the  First 
Lord  may  well  be  anxious  for  a  pro- 
longed rest,  but  he  has  no  claim  upon 
our  indulgeoce  on  that  account.  He 
stands  before  the  House  as  having 
wilfully  selected  a  date  for  the  meeting 
of  Parliament  which,  with  no  good 
fortune,  would  leave  him  any  spare  time 
but  what  he  might  obtain  by  taking 
away  from  private  Members  a  right  they 
have  had  for  generations,  and  which  has 
been  attended  with  great  advantage  to 
the  country  on  the  whole ;  though  some- 
times, perhaps,  time  may  have  been 
wasted.  I  stated  yesterday  my  especial 
reasons  for  opposing  this  Motion, and,  on 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  found  myself  in  con- 
flict with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. If  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so, 
Uiat  conflict  of  fact  is  not  one  on  which 
he  is  in  a  position  to  express  judgment, 
for  I  was  here  and  he  was  not.  What 
happened  on  Thursday  ?  To  show  there 
was  no  despotism  on  our  part  to  aggra* 
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▼ate  the  difficulties  of  the  Government, 
it  is  enough  to  remind  the  House  that 
when  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
made  an  appeal  to  us  not  to  prevent  him 
getting  at  unce  into  Committee,  many  of  us 
— I  myself  had  a  great  question  to  raise 
— ^refrained  from  raising  questions,  and 
you  soon  left  the  Chair.  Consequently 
we  shall  not  be  able  to  raise  those  ques- 
tions we  desire  to  raise  until  particular 
Votes  are  taken  in  Committee.  Perhaps 
next  Christmas  we  shall  be  told, 
as  we  were  last  Christmas,  that  it  is  too 
late ;  that  everybody  wants  to  get  away ; 
and  we  shall  be  asked  not  to  occupy 
time  then,  seeing  that  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  *'at  an  early 
day  next  Session  when  Estimates  are 
again  brought  in.''  Sir,  it  is  a  question 
for  the  country.  It  is  a  question  for  the 
country  when  private  Members'  g^ev- 
ances  shall  be  considered .  Grievances  used 
to  come  before  8upply  in  the  old  time, 
but  now,  it  appears,  Supply  is  to  come 
first,  to  eome-  always,  and  to  come 
clumsily.  Last  year  we  had  six  Votes 
on  Account;  indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
whetherthere  were  not  more — they  came 
BO  often,  that  one  hesitates  to  trust  one's 
memoiy.  Now  we  are  beginning  the  same 
thing,  and  private  Members'  rights  are 
to  be  sacrificed.  On  Thursday  we  fol- 
lowed the  course  pursued  when  we  al- 
lowed the  Secretary  for  War  to  get  into 
Committee  without  opposition,  and  what 
happened  ?  The  Opposition  allowed  the 
Supplementary  Naval  Estimate  to  be 
taken  without  a  word  of  challenge, 
because  we  wanted  to  spare  the  Govern- 
ment any  annoyance.  There  was  good 
matter  for  debate,  £800,000  gone  to  the 
bottom  of  the  sea,  and  an  item  relating 
to  this  state  being  on  the  Estimate.  I 
had  myself  voluminous  notes,  and  I 
thought  the  matter  might  be  raised,  and 
if  I  had  had  an  idea  that  this 
Thuggism  was  to  be  applied  to  our 
rights  I  should  not  have  hesitated  to 
raise  it.  We  allowed  the  Vote  to  be 
taken  without  challenge  at  all.  There 
was  an  eloquent  and  useful  word  or  two 
from  naval  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  not  a  word  of  criticism  to 
delay  the  Vote.  The  Vote  for  men  also 
passed  and  the  Vote  for  money  might 
have  been  taken  at  ten  minutes  past  8 
on  Thursday,  without  challenge  or  dis- 
pute. There  was  no  one  here  to  dispute 
It,  except  myself  and  a  few  other  Mem- 
bera,     well-intentioned     towards     the 

Mr,  Bradlaugh 


Government  I  am  sorry  to  say.  I 
repeat  it  now.  Four  Members  on  the 
Government  side  rose,  and  madeintereet- 
ing  speeches,  and  my  view  frankly  wa» 
that  the  (^^ovemment  were  in  no  haate  to 
get  this  Vote  takeu,  but  they  rather 
wanted  to  delay  it  until  late  in  the- 
evening,  so  that  they  might  say  blame* 
rested  on  the  Oppositioa.  Why  did 
they  not  take  the  Vote  when  they  ooold 
have  ti^en  it  ?  It  is  utterly  futile  to- 
say  they  could  not  have  prevented  their 
followers  from  speaking  with  the  more 
than  willing — the  devout  obedienoe  they 
yield  to  the  First  Lord.  They  knew 
how  pressed  he  was  for  time ;  they  knew 
he  was  in  a  corner ;  and  one  sign  through 
the  ordinary  Gk)vernment  ^annela  of 
communication  would  have  stopped 
them,  and,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  in  the  North,  have  made 
them  **  stifled  Ciceros  "  for  the  time»  I 
ask  the  Governmeut  whether  it  is  fair 
to  take  any,  and  in  a  fashion  that  is  not 
reparable,  not  simply  the  places  of 
Members  who  have  Motions  on  the 
paper,  but  to  destroy  their  opportunities 
which  by  the  only  possible  ballot 
of  the  Session  were  secured 
for  submitting  legislative  proposals 
to  the  House  and  country  ?  I  do  not 
pretend  to  deal  as  I  would  elsewhere 
with  the  real  grounds  why  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  should  not  have  the  assent 
of  the  Hou6e  to  his  Motion.  I  quite 
agree,  if  the  Government  had  the  general 
sympathy  of  the  House,  not  only  of 
their  own  devoted  supporters — I  quite 
ag^ree,  if  they  had  the  general  sympathy 
of  the  country  with  them,  this  great 
concession  should  be  made  to  enable 
them  to  carry  on  the  Government  witlk 
facility;  but  because  I  believe  they 
have  not  got  that  sympathy  outside,  and 
because  I  am  sure  they  have  done  every* 
thing  possible  to  alleviate  those  sympa- 
thies inside  among  Members  on  thie 
side,  I  intend  not  only  to  protest  aa 
I  do  now,  but  to  divide  tlie  House 
against  this  effort  so  early  in  the  Session 
to  utterly  destroy  the  only  opportunity 
of  independent  Members  to  obtain  a 
judgment  on  their  proposals. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUKT  (Derby) :  The 
First  Lord  has  founded  his  demand  for 
this  Besolution  upon  the  imperative 
necessity  of  passing  within  the  financial 
year  what  is  called  the  Consolidated 
Fund  BiU,  one  of  those  temporary 
Appropriation  Bills  passed  by  Parlia- 
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ment  with  reference  to  Votes  in  Supply 
•on  particular  dates.  As  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman,  he  says  it  is 
necessary  that  all  the  Votes  in  Supply 
should  be  put  into  this  Bill ;  that  the 
Bill  will  not  operate  unless  these  Votes 
in  Supply  and  the  Vote  on  Account  in 
particular  are  passed.  Now,  I  venture 
to  challenge  that  statement.  I  speak  in 
thn  presence  of  those  who  have  had 
greater  experience  than  I  have  had,  and 
I  say  it  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Trea- 
sury;  that  it  is  not  the  rule  of  Parlia- 
ment— it  is  a  new  practice  introduced, 
I  will  not  say  surreptitiously,  but  with 
very  little  explanation  endeavoured 
to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern 
ment  for  the  6r8t  time,  in  order 
to  force  on  the  Vote  on  Account,  and  so 
prevent  our  having  adequate  time  to 
•discuss  it.  That  is  my  reading  of  this 
transaction.  On  the  other  hand,  I  say 
that  if  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  is 
passed  at  any  time  it  will  cover  the  Vote 
•on  Account,  although  that  Vote  on 
Account  be  agreed  to  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  so  long  as  the  Vote 
on  Account  be  taken  before  the  last  day 
•of  the  financial  year.  I  ask  whether 
that  has  not  been  the  previous  practice 
of  the  House,  and  whether  it  is  not  the 
Tttle  of  Parliament  ?  The  Government 
are  attempting  to  alter  this  rule ;  and 
why  ?  Because  they  shrink  from  the 
discussion  of  the  Vote  on  Account.  We 
«1aim  every  day  that  can  be  given  to  the 
Vote  on  Account,  and  I  will  say  why  ; 
but  first  I  will  bring  the  Government  to 
book  on  this  practice  of  Parliament  and  of 
the  Treasurv.  I  will  take  their  own 
Consolidated"  Fund  Bill  of  1888  ;  the 
Act,  in  its  second  clause,  states  that  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  may  pay  out  all 
moneys  which  had  been  voted  to  make 
:g^od  the  Supplies  granted  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  st  of  March, 
1889.  They  may  consequently,  under 
the  authority  of  that  Act.  for  any 
ipurpose  voted  by  Parliament  before 
March  3ist,  1889,  pay  out  whatever 
money  is  voted  up  to  that  date.  This 
IS  not  merely  an  interpretation  of  the 
law,  but  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
Treasury  up  to  this  time.  Is  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  Bill  to  be  in  the  same 
terms  this  year  as  it  was  last  year  ?  If 
it  is  in  the  same  terms,  you  may  pay 
money  voted  on  account  down  to  the 
31st  of  March.  If  it  is  going  to  be  in 
different  terms,  then  the  question  arises 


— Why  is  a  change  goinfc  to  be  made  ? 
This  pressing  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
is  a  new  and  surreptitious  form  of  the 
closure.  We  are  surrounded  by  closure 
at  every  step.  Every  means  is  taken  in 
one  way  or  another  to  prevent  the 
public  discussion  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  If  the^e  devices  are 
allowed  to  be  operative,  the  time  will 
soon  come  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  not  be  a  pla^^e  for  discussion 
at  all.  I  know,  if  you  had  your  will, 
that  would  be  the  case.  The  House 
would  become  a  mere  vestry  to  register 
the  transactions  of  the  Government; 
this  is  what  you  are  fast  turning  it  into 
by  your  methods  of  procedure;  but  it 
does  not  signify  so  much  to  us ;  if  you 
will  not  let  us  discuss  your  conduct  here, 
there  are  other  places  where  we  can  do 
so.  As  an  old  Parliamentarian  I  would 
much  rather  discuss  your  conduct  in 
your  presence  in  this  House ;  but,  if  this 
is  not  what  you  wish,  we  must  discuss 
it  in  your  absence  and  elsewhere, 
unless  you  are  going  to  prolaim 
meetings  in  this  country.  It  will 
be  discussed,  for  I  trust  we  shall 
still  have  the  right  of  public 
meeting  that  is  not  permitted  in  Ireland* 
I  say  there  is  no  financial  necessity,  and 
there  is  no  legal  necessity,  for  your 
passing  this  Bill  in  haste  if  you  intro- 
duce it  in  the  same  language  in  which 
you  did  last  year.  This  will  be  accord- 
ing to  previous  practice  at  the  Treasury, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Vote  on 
Account  should  close  before  March  31^ 

Mr  JACKSON :  There  is  the  Report. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  And  the 
Report.  That,  as  I  understand,  has 
been  the  established  practice.  We 
hear  some  whisper  of  some  higher 
authority  behind  the  Treasury  which 
insists  on  the  new  practice,  but  I  know 
of  no  authority  which  has  the  right  to 
control  the  practice  of  Parliament  and 
the  Treasury,  or  at  all  events,  let  us 
hear  the  claim  and  we  will  examine  it. 
We  stand  on  the  established  practice  of 
Parliament  and  the  Treasury,  and  we 
claim  distinctly  to  keep  open  the  Vote 
on  Account  to  March  31.  We  are  told 
Supply  occupies  too  much  time  as  com- 
pared with  former  days,  but  there  never 
was  a  Government  behaved  as  this 
Government  has  behaved.  We  have 
had  a  little  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  administration.  We  saw  yesterday 
how  the  Chief  Secretary  for    Irelana 
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treats  the  Home  Office,  and  we  have 
seen  to-day  how  the  Colonial  Office 
treats  the  Irish  Office.  Such  confusion 
and  maladministration  was  never  ex- 
hibited bidfore.  We  are  getting  at  the 
truth  bit  by  bit,  but  it  is  very  hard  to 
get  at ;  it  requires  a  surgical  operation 
to  be  practised  by  Members  on  this 
side  ;  but  by  degrees  we  are  getting  it 
Out|  and  we  see  how  every  department  of 
the  Service  has  been  prostituted. 
[••  Oh,  oh !  "  and  crien  0/  **  Withdraw  !  "1 
I  shall  not  withdraw  ;  I  have  the  right 
to  challenge  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  these  matters ;  I  mean  to  do  so 
in  Committee  of  Supply.  I  shall 
challenge  it  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Anderson,  with  reference  to  the  prison 
doctor,  with  reference  to  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, and  with  reference  to  the 
Resident  Magistrates.  It  is  said  they 
have  taken  all  these  men,  paid  by 
public  money,  and  placed  them  at  the 
service  of  the  Times  newspaper ;  and  I 
shall  not  spare  them.  When  we  are 
asked  for  £10,000  for  the  Attorney 
General,  I  shall  ask  what  services  he 
has  rendered  to  the  State  in  the  course 
of  the  last  nine  months?  These  are 
proper  questions  for  Committee  of 
Supply;  and  it  is  in  Committee  of 
Supply  that  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  is  to  be  examined. 
Therefore,  I  will  resist  by  every  means 
in  my  power  attempts  to  shove  Com- 
mittee^  of  Supply  into  a  corner,  to  use 
the  closure  on  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  to  silence  the  Opposition  upon  the 
Vq^  on  Account,  on  a  pretext  which  I 
believe  to  have  no  foundation  in  law  or 
in  the  financial  practice  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  this  Motion  is 
concerned,  so  far  as  it  claims  to  shut 
our  mouths  on  Thursday  on  the  Vote 
on  Account,  I  say  there  is  no  precedent 
or  necessity  for  it  if  only  the  Govern- 
ment will  introduce  their  Financial  Bill 
in  the  same  terms  as  that  of  last  year, 
which  was  passed  on  March  27.  We 
are  entitled  to  examine  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  as  in  my  opinion  it 
requires  to  be  examined. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth):  I  join  my 
hon.  Friend  in  his  protest  against  the 
proposition  of  the  First  LoraTon  be- 
half of  private  Members,  thoufi^h  at  the 
same  timoi  so  far  as  I  myself  am  con- 
cerned with  mj  Motion  on  the  Paper  for 
this  evening,  1  feel  I  have  no  reason  to 
complain.    I  understand  the  right  hon. 

Sir  W.  Bmrcourt 


Gentleman  has  substantially  aooepteJ 
my  Motion,  so  I  have  no  intention  to- 
continue  the  debate.  I  should  not  have 
stood  between  the  House  and  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  it  not  that 
I  am  anxious  to  give  him  an  opportunity 
of  answering  two  questions.  1  have  to^ 
ask  when  the  Government  will  be  able 
to  plao  upon  the  Paper  the  exact  terms 
of  their  proposal  iu  reference  to  Mining- 
Royalties,  and  also  whether  the  Royu 
Commission  it  is  proposed  to  appoint 
will  include  in  its  inquiry  mines  under 
the  Crown  and  Mines  Royal  ?  I  join  em- 
phatically in  the  protest  against  further 
enroachments  on  the  rights  of  private 
Members. 

♦The  chancellor  ofthe  EXGHE* 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschbn,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cannot  give  an 
absolute  answer  to  the  -question  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  the  Government  will 
in  a  few  days  give  notice  of  the  exact- 
terms  of  reference  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. With  regard  to  the  more 
technical  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right. 
hon.  Member  for  Derby,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  what  he  really  means,  and  I 
only  hope  that  the  difficulty  of  under- 
standing what  he  means  is  not  shared 
by  himself  and  his  colleagues.  Nothing^ 
can  be  more  preposterous  than  the  idea 
that  we  should  have  any  sinister  object 
in  view  in  wishing  to  pass  the  Vote  on 
Account  and  to  embody  it  in  the  Waye-- 
and  Means  Bill.  There  is  only  a  single 
occasion,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  will  be  well  aware,. 
on  which  the  Vote  on  Account  has  beeir 
passed  so  near  the  close  of  the  financial 
year.  That  was  in  the  year  1853,  and 
although  we  have  admitted  it  is 
not  positively  illegal,  yet  it  is  dis- 
tinctly a  financial  irregularity  thatr 
a  Vote  on  Account  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill.  I 
challenge  any  hon.  Member  or  right 
hon.  Member  opposite  to  say  whether  it 
is  not  the  regular  practice  that  that- 
should  be  done.  Then  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  I  askedl 
was  this :  Does  the  Chancellor  of  the- 
Exchequer  mean  to  say  that  the  Waya^ 
and  Means  Bill  of  last  year  would  not- 
legally  have  covered  any  Votes  for  that 
year  although  voted  after  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :    The   right    hon. 
Gentleman  asks  whether  it  would  not 
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** legally"  cover  such  Votes.  I  have 
admitted  that  **  legally  '^  it  would  ;  but 
I  contend,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it  is 
ag^nst  the  regular  practice  of  the  House, 
and  that  there  is  only  one  single  excep- 
tion to  such  regular  practice  which  the 
right  hon.  G-entieman  can  quote.  Let 
the  House  thoroughly  understand  that 
there  is  no  positive  law ;  you  may 
take  funds  voted  in  the  Ways  and 
Means  Bill  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
and  by  law  apply  them  to  the  Civil 
Service ;  but  it  is  against  <«very  principle 
of  finance  that  it  should  be  done, 
especially  when  the  separation  is  made 
in  the  debates  of  the  House  between 
the  two,  though  I  know  that  the  sums 
voted  are  not  ear- marked  in  the  same 
way  as  the  Votes  themselves  are  ear- 
marked. It  is  entirely  against  the 
practice  of  the  House  and  against  all 
financial  tradition  that  such  a  course 
should  be  pursued.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  we  are  introducing 
an  innovation,  and  challenges  us  as  if 
we  for  some  surreptitious  cause  were 
anxious  to  introduce  such  an  innovation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  piles  chal- 
lenge upon  challenge,  and  says,  '*  I  am 
going  to  ask  you  this  and  to  ask  you 
that,"  but  what  we  wish  is  that  those 
questions  should  be  put,  and  that  we 
snould  not  lose  time  night  by  night 
before  coming  to  these  Votes.  We 
expected  to  be  on  this  Vote  yesterday, 
and  we  endeavoured  to  hasten  on  busi- 
ness ;  but  then  the  friends  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  not 
allow  us  to  do  so.  Perhaps  some  of 
those  gentlemen  who  cry  '^  No  "  spent 
a  portion  of  the  five  hours  which  were 
devoted  to  discussing  a  Vote  of  £200. 
The  right  hon.  Gi^ntleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  appears  to  approve  of  speech 
after  speech  oeing  made,  repeating  pre- 
cisely the  same  arguments  sim^y  in 
order  that  a  certain  number  of  gentle- 
men may  each  figure  in  the  Scotch 
newspapers. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  order  in  attributing  motives  ? 

*Mr.    SPEAKER:   That  entirely  de- 
pends upon  what  the  motives  are. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  a  number  of  Scotch 
Members  repeated  statements  over  and 
over  aeain  simply  in  order  that  reports 
of  their  speeches  might  appear  in  the 
Scotch  newspapers. 


♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  that 
the  motive  of  desiring  to  have  one's 
speech  reported  in  a  newspaper  can  be* 
said  to  be  a  dishonourable  one. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  is  very  suscep- 
tible as  to  motives;  did  he  hear  the* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  charge  the  Government  with 
every  kind  of  surreptitious  motive  ?  He 
said  that  he  would  state  what  their 
motive  was,  and  that  it  was  a  surrep- 
titious  one,  and  would  not  be  avowed. 
What  we  do  contend,  and  will  contend 
against  anybody,  is  this — that  we  have* 
allowed  ample  ^ime  for  all  the  business 
of  the  Houge.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  said  that  we  should  not 
have  called  the  House  together  so  late,, 
and  should  not  have  speculated  upon 
taking  the  time  of  private  Members. 
We  made  a  most  careful  calculation,, 
and  we  saw  that  there  was  ample  time, 
provided  that  hon.  Members  would  not 
abuse  the  opportunity.  But  has  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  counted 
the  number  of  days  so  far  occupied? 
Ten  days  were  spent  upon  the  Ad- 
dress, although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  lor  Mid  Lotnian 
and  his  Friends  above  the  Gangway, 
I  believe,  thought  themselves  that 
four  or  five  days  would  be  amply 
sufficient.  I  know  that  they  have  no 
control  over  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway ;  but  they  must  take  that  into 
account;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  will  see,  if  he  looks  at 
the  way  in  which  business  has  been 
conducted,  where  really  lies  the  waste 
of  time.  Take  the  case  of  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Navy  Estimates.  There 
was  a  Vote  of  £3,000,000,  and  it  was 
taken  in  one  night  by  12  o'clack.  The* 
hon.  Member  charges  hon.  Members  oa 
this  side  of  the  House  with  having  pur 
posely  prolonged  the  debate.  A  more 
extravagant  proposition  I  never  heard. 
Was  the  hon.  Member  here  from 
10.30  P.M.  till  12,  when  the  hon.  Mem-^ 
ber  for  the  Colleee  Division  of  Glasgow 
— to  whom  I  will  attribute  no  motives 
whatever — spoke  three  or  four  times, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  two 
or  three  times  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :    May  I 
correct  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    I 
spoke  twice — three    minutes    the   first 
time  and  four    minutes     the    seconds 
Put  that  in  your  pipe. 


155 


Puhlie 


{COMMONS  J 


BusineiB. 


156 


*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  bon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  Parliamentary 

expressions 

Dr.  tanner  :  Certainly,  Sir. 

*Mr  SPEAKER:  To  expressions  not 
derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  this 
A-Ssemolv. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  waste  of  time 
was  simply  in  order  that  we  might  not 
commence  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
that  night.  I  trust  that  I  am  only 
replying  to  the  bon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton when  I  say  that  a  more 
deliberate — an  almost  avowed — waste  of 
time  than  that  of  Thursday  was  never 
witnessed  in  this  House.  An  hour  and 
a- half  was  spent  simply  in  order  that 
we  might  not  go  to  the  Supplementary 
Estimates.  I  am  not  sure  that  this 
was  not  deliberately  avowed  by  bon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  and  then 
we  are  told  that  it  is  we  who  are  delay- 
ing business.  We  are  most  anxious  to 
meet  the  charges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  against  us.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  very  fond  of  putting  a 
charge  in  one  sentence  when  he  knows 
that  we  cannot  reply  at  the  time.  He  has 
made  a  number  of  insinuations,  upon 
each  of  which  we  are  most  anxious  to 
meet  him,  and  to  have  done  with  all 
those  insinuations  and  suggestions,  and 
we  wish  that  he  would  induce  his  friends 
below  the  Gangway  and  elsewhere  to 
shorten  the  proceedings  so  that  we  may 
come  to  the  discussion  of  these  impor- 
tant matters.  We  have  no  desire  what- 
ever to  escape  from  that  discussion,  and 
we  shall  be  able  to  answer  then  such 
suggestions  as  that  we  have  prostituted 
the  officials  of  the  Civil  Service.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  an  ex-Minister,  knew  that 
the  Civil  Service  is  too  high,  too  honour- 
able, too  great,  to  be  prostituted,  and 
that  any  Government  which  took  such 
action  would  find  that  the  instru- 
ment would  break  in  its  hand  But 
the  right  hon  Gentleman,  so  long  as  he 
can  get  the  cheers  of  his  own  friends,  so 
long  as  he  can  turn  to  his  allies  below 
the  Gangway  and  ask  them  to  endorse 
whatever  falls  from  his  eloquent  lips,  is 
not  concerned  really  to  bring  these 
matters  to  an  issue,  as  we  desire.  I  do 
not  charge  the  front  bench,  because  they 
have  no  control,  but  I  say  that  if  there 
had  not  been  a  preposterous  waste  of 
time  upon  the  Supplementary  Estimates, 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 


himself  spoke  of  as  paltry,  we  should 
yesterday  have  been  able  to  begin  these 
more  serious  questions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  so  anxious  to  approach, 
though  his  desire  is  not  less  than  ours 
that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  them. 

*SiR  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  :  The  most  serious 
charge  that  can  be  brought  against  a 
political  Party  is  that  of  delaying  busi- 
ness, and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  taken  this  opportunity  of 
making  that  charge  across  the  floor  of 
this  House.  He  rests  it  upon  two  cases. 
i  I  shall  name  them  both,  and  the  House 
I  will  be  able  to  come  to  its  own  conclusion 
whether  or  not  I  have  met  the  oases 
named  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  first  had  reference  to  the  Scotch 
debate  of  last  night.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  that  debate  was 
unduly  prolonged  by  hon.  Members  who 
wished  to  have  their  speeches  reported 
in  the  papers.  Now,  Scotchmen  do  not 
intrude  Scotch  business  frequently  in 
this  House,  and  this  was  a  subject 
which  Scotchmen  feel  very  deeply  upon; 
indeed,  I  think  that  since  the  debate 
of  yesterday  Englishmen  and  Irishmen 
are  beginning  to  understand  why  Scotoh- 
men  entertained  that  deep  feeling  about 
it.  In  the  first  place,  the  (Govern- 
ment, presuming  upon  the  pliability 
and  peaceful  disposition  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, wished  to  bring  on  this  debate  «s 
late,  probably,  as  12  o'clock  at  night. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  in  itself  was  a 
proposition  calculated  to  induce  Scotch 
Members  to  enter  on  the  debate  with  a 
feeling  that  they  were  going  to  be  fairly 
treated.  The  debate  came  on  early 
yesterday,  and  it  was  a  case  in  which 
no  financial  or  administrative  defence 
whatever  was  offered  for  adding  a  vexy 
considerable  sum  to  the  Estimates.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up 
and  flung  across  the  Table  a  quantity 
of  very  highly-spiced  attacks  upon  hon. 
Members,  and  especially  upon  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow,  and  before  my 
hon.  Friend  was  able  to  reply  the 
debate  was  cut  short.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talks  of  this  as  arrivoloos 
matter ;  but  he  has  been  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber himself,  and  he  should  know  that 
Scotch  Members  look  pretty  closely  into 
all  questions  before  they  vote.  What 
was  the  character  of  the  Division  taken 
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last  night?  Twenty- seyen  Scotch  Mem- 
ben,  including  several  habitual  sup- 
porters of  the  GoTemment,  voted  against 
the  Ministry,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
belief  there  were  only  eight  Scotch 
Members  who  voted  on  the  other  side, 
fmd  at  least  three  of  those  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  fair  that  when  a  debate,  on  which 
Scotchmen  feel  so  strongly,  is  conducted 
-with  perfect  propriety  on  the  one  side, 
and  on  the  other  side,  without  any 
attempt  to  give  an  argument  which  can 
hold  water  in  a  financial  discussion.  I 
say  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  charge 
the  majority  with  delaying  business. 
The  otner  case  relied  on  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  be  more  shortly 
disposed  of.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer referred  to  the  Navy  debate  on 
Thursday  night.  Now,  by  far  the  gpreater 
part  of  the  evening  was  taken  up  with 
an  interesting  discussion,  but  one  which, 
nevertheless,  was  not  of  a  nature  intended 
to  be  raised  in  Committee.  Committees 
are  intended  to  check  a  too  great  ex- 

Cditure,  and  it  was  not  until  the  last 
X  and  a-half  that  Members  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  come  to  the  real  business  of 
the  evening,  and  to  discuss  and  vote 
whether,  or  not,  the  number  of  men  pro- 
posed for  the  Navy  was  a  proper  number. 
I  say  that  when  a  Vote  of  three  or  four 
millions  is  proposed,  it  is  not  for  the 
Government  to  say  that  the  Opposition 
are  delaying  business,  when,  after  a  long 
and  technical  discussion,  they  give  only 
an  hour  and  a-half  to  the  Eadical  Mem- 
bers to  make  speeches  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  the  proposed  increase 
of  3,000  men,  with  the  necessary  addi- 
tional expenditure  of  about  £100,000, 
should  not  be  granted. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geoboe  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing) :  May  I  point  out 
that,  in  that  hour  and  a-half,  there  was 
not  a  single  proposition  of  that  kind 
made? 

♦Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  I  am 
only  adopting  the  period  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  opposite. 
My  point  is  that  it  was  not  unm  the 
ond  of  the  evening  that  that  pro- 
position was,  for  the  first  time, 
brought  forward,  and  I  say  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  objected  to  this 
increase  in  the  Vote  would  have  been 
wanting  in  their  duty  if,  even  at  that 
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late  hour,  they  had  not  brought  the 
matter  forward.  I  consider  that  I  have 
conclusively  proved  that,  in  these  two 
cases,  the  fault  does  not  lie  with  the 
economists,  who  wish  to  turn  Com* 
mittee  of  Supply  to  its  proper  use. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,   College 
Division):    As  the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer' 
referred  to  me,  it  is  only  due  that  1^ 
should  explain  precisely  how  the  mat* 
ter  stands,  and  I  shall  do  so  in  a  very 
prosaic  fashion.     On  Wednesday  even- 
ing I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  a  question  as 
to  the  order  of  business  for  the  follow- 
ing day.      I  did  so  because  the  Scotch 
Members  were  particularly  interested 
in  one  or  two  Votes  proposed  to  be  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
he  would  take  the  Navy  Estimates,  and 
also  that  he  proposed  to  move  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  1 2  o'clock  rule,  and  he  went 
on  further  to  explain  that  he  would  not 
avail  himself  of  that  suspension  of  the 
rule  to  proceed,  after  12  o'clock,  with 
the  Supplementary  Estimates.      Well, 
Sir,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  on  Thursday's 
papers,   we  found  the   Supplementajry 
Estimates    set  down    after    the    Navy 
Estimates,  and,  in  order  to  make  sure, 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  they 
were  not  so  put  down  merely  as  a  mat- 
ter of  form,  and  if  he  intended  to  adhere 
to  his  engagement  of  the  previous  even- 
ing.    He  replied  that  if  he  had  an  op- 
portunity of  bringing  on   the  Supple- 
mentary  Estimates     after    the     Navy 
Estimates,  he  would  do  so.     I  then  put 
the  question  to  him — 

"  Will  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  undertake 
that,  if  the  Supplementary  Estimates  are  got  on 
with,  advantage  will  not  be  taken  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  12  o'clock  rule  to  carry  on  the  dis- 
cussion till  the  early  hours  of  the  morning,  and 
get  rid  of  a  couple  of  inconvenient  votes  which 
come  up  on  those  Estimates  f  " 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
undertake  that,  if  these  important 
Scotch  questions  came  on  at  five  minutes 
to  twelve,  he  would  not  press  the  dis- 
cussion to  a  close,  or  enforce  the  Closure. 
I  told  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  facilitate  business  if  he  would  do 
so,  but  he  declined.  I  wanted  to  venti- 
late the  Samoan  Question,  and  I  thought 
that  that  was  a  legitimate  subject  to  raise 
on  the  Navv  Vote.  I  should  have  spoken 
longer  on  it  than  I  did  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Committed 
hod  not  failed  to  see  that  the  bearing  t)f 
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my  intended  observations  on  Interna- 
tional Law  was  relevant  to  the  Vote  in 
question,  and  I  was,  therefore,  obliged 
to  be  shorter  than  I  had  intended  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I 
spoke  more  than  once.  Well,  I  was 
obliged  to  do  so,  because  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  would  give  me  no 
Answer  whatever  to  my  perfectly  legiti- 
mate question  on  this  most  important 
subject.  Altogether,  I  think  I  spoke 
but  a  very  short  time,  but  if  it  is  any 
satisfaction  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  may  inform  him  that  about  half-past 
ton,  I,  through  the  ordinary  channels  of 
communication,  communicated  to  the 
representative  of  the  Government,  that 
if  they  agreed  not  to  take  advantage  of 
the  suspension  of  the  12  o'clock  rule 
and  hustle  through  very  contentious 
Scoteh  Votes,  I  would  use  my  influence 
with  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
to  prevent  any  discussion  being  carried 
on  on  the  Naval  Vote.  I  got  no  reply, 
and,  that  being  so,  I  was  determined 
that  these  Votes  should  not  be  taken 
after  12  o'clock,  and  by  the  Closure  dis- 
posed of  at  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  I  had  no  wish  to  see  the 
discussion  of  them  utterly  burked  by 
being  brought  on  at  an  untimely  and 
unseemly  hour  in  the  morning.  The 
whole  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  marked  by  his  characteris- 
tic exaggeration.  He  spoke  of  five 
hours  being  wasted.  Now,  he  is  an  arith- 
metician, and  be  is  the  head  of  the 
arithmetical  Department  of  tbo  Govern- 
ment. How  does  he  make  his  figures 
up  ?  I  only  make  out  that  three  and  a 
half  hours  were  spent  in  the  discussion. 
♦Mr.  G08CHEN :  And  an  hour  and 
a  half  spent  in  discussing  another  sub- 
ject, makes  five  hours. 

De.  CAMERON:  There  was  not 
another  hour  and  a  half  so  spent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talks  as  if  we  had 
wasted  the  time  of  the  House.  He 
made,  on  that  occasion,  a  most  bitter  and 
uncalled-for  attock  on  myself,  totally 
outside  the  question  before  the  House. 
I  was  prepared  to  answer,  and  shall  teke 
an  early  opportunity  of  answering  him 
before  the  Vote  passes  into  law.  But 
what  did  the  Leader  of  the  House  do  ? 
Before  I  had  an  opportunity  of  answer- 
ing, and  when  five  or  six  other  Scoteh 
Members  were  wishing  to  spei^,  he 
moved  the  Gosure  and  gagged  us  all. 
Yet  he  would  have  the  world  believe  that 
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we  were  obstructing.  IsayitistheGovem- 
ment  who  are  obstructing,  partioularly 
in  this  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
spoke  of  the  debate  being  upon  a  paltry 
amount  of  £200,  but  with  us,  it  was  not- 
the  amount,  it  was  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple which  was  involved.  It  was  a 
question  of  guarding  the  most  preoions 
Constitutional  liberties  of  our  oountxy 
in  a  legitimate  manner  in  a  Court  of  Law^ 
and  without  Government  interference. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian):  The  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  nxost 
be  very  well  convinced  that  he  has  sac- 
ceeded  in  bringing  about,  partly  by  hia 
own  practice,  and  partly  by  the  neoes- 
sity  it  imposes  on  others,  a  great  pro- 
longation of  this  debate.  The  debate- 
arose  on  a  Motion  which  is  in  ite  nature- 
wholly  prospective.  It  has  relation  ta 
the  arrangement  of  the  coming  busineee 
of  the  House,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  entirely  con- 
formed to  the  character  of  the  Motion^ 
and  spoke  strictly  with  regard  to  the 
coming  business  of  the  House  and  the 
time  it  would  require.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, apparently  not  finding  that  field 
of  argument  a  promising  one,  went  into 
a  quantity  of  retrospective  matter,  and 
charged  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  particularly  the  Scoteh  Mem- 
bers— whose  character  in  that  respect 
might,  I  think,  have  done  something  to 
exempt  them  from  such  a  charge — with 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House.  That 
appears  to  me  to  have  had  a  very  incon- 
venient effect.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says,  ''We  calculated  beforehand 
the  time  that  would  be  necessary  for 
Supply,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  excess  that  has  been  used  by  hon. 
Members  in  the  disposal  of  that  time 
we  should  have  been  much  further  ad- 
vanced." But  I  want  to  know  what  right 
has  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
make  himself  judge  by  a  preliminary 
examination  of  the  exact  amount  of  time 
that  will  be  requisito  for  discussing 
Votes  in  Supply?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assumes  that  prerogative, 
he  ought  to  take  care  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Government  are  within  the 
usual  lines.  But  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government  and  of  the  majority  in  this 
matter  have  been  altogether  beyond  the 
usual  lines,  and  a  new  method  of  ro- 
vemment  and  a  new  method  of  admin«- 
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isteiriiig  the  law  under  the  name  of  pro- 
cedore  has  been  establiahed  in  Ireland ; 
and  in  England,  under  what  is  known 
as  the  Pamell   Oommission,  novelties 
hare  been  introduced  which  have  raised 
for  \i8  the  necessity  of  entering  upon  a 
number  of  the  gravest  questions  m  re- 
ference to  the  ^te  on  Account.    I  will 
not  discuss  with  the  Ghancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  there  has* been  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House  or  not. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,   but  I    will  not    discuss    the 
matter,  because,  even  if  it  were  true 
that,  as  he  thinks,  there  has  been  a 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House,  that  is 
no  reason  why  the  House  shoidd  be 
deprived   prospectively   of    that    time 
which  is  reasonably  necessary  for  the 
discussion  of  the  very  important  ques- 
tions which  are  coming  be&re  us.  Well, 
Sir,  the  state  of  the  case  is  this.    It  is 
admitted  that  the  contention  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  near  me  is  strictly  accord- 
ing  to    law — namely,    that    there    is 
no  l^ffl  necessity  whatever  for  dosing 
on     Thursday    evening     the     debate 
on  the  Vote    on    Account.     Now,   let 
that    be    recollected    as    having    been 
stated     clearly     before     the     House. 
What  has  been  set  up  on  behalf  of  the 
GK>vemment  I  do  not  exactly  understand. 
It  is  not  a  leg^  necessity ;  it  is  something 
less  than  a  legal  necessity ;    it  is  some- 
thing of  an  official  mystery.     Some  line 
of  practice  is  to  be  departed  from  which 
it  is  admitted  has  been  departed  from 
on  former  occasions  [  Cries  of  *  *  Once ! "] ; 
this  is  my  proposition,  and  it  constitutes 
the  grouna  on  which  I  shall  give  my 
vote,  and   which  appears  to  me  to  be 
totally  irresistible.  Thereare  questions  of 
the  utmost  importance,  some  of  them  of 
great  delicacy  as  well  as  novelty,  which 
have  to  be  discussed  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, and  my  contention  is  that  all  the 
time  necessary  for  discussing  these  ques- 
tions ought  to  be  granted  to  the  House  as 
far  as  the  law  will  permit.    When  I  say 
as  far  the  law  permits,  I  mean  the  time 
for  the  purpose  of  reasonably  discussing 
these  questions  which  ought  to  be  given  to 
us ;  and  I  say  that  there  is  no  ground  on 
which  the    Government     can  possibly 
justify  that  time  being  taken  away.   The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  may  say 
we  have  time  enough  between  now  and 
Thursday  for  discussing  these  matters.  I 
do  not  say  whether  it  will  be  so  or  not — I 
cannot  tell  when  we  may  get  to  the  Vote 


on  Account — but  this  I  will  say,  plainly, 
that  there  are  a  large  number  of  ques- 
tions to  be  raised  on  the  Vote  on  Ac- 
count in  regard  to  which  the  liberty  of 
the  House  ought  in  no  respect  to  be  in- 
terfered with,  and  that  only  the  law 
would  justify  that  interference.  But  I 
contend  that  the  law  does  not  justify 
that  interference.  It  is  admitted  on  aU 
hands,  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  there  is  a  precedent  which 
he  himself  has  quoted  for  the  very 
practice  that  is  now  contended  for,  ana 
we  say  we  cannot  have  a  stronger 
ground  than  the  gravity  of  the 
questions  and  their  number  and  the 
necessity  for  debating  them  ;  that  the 
law  does  not  restrain  our  privileges ; 
and  that,  next  to  the  law,  there  is 
nothing  so  sacred  to  the  House  as  its 
privileges  in  the  discussion  of  Votes  of 
Supply.  On  this  ground  we  ought  to 
vindicate  for  ourselves  the  maintenance 
of  those  privileges,  and  to  enter  the 
firmest  and  most  definite,  though  re- 
spectful, protest  against  every  attempt 
to  infringe  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford):  I 
have  been  at  the  trouble  to  count  the 
propositions  contained  in  this  extra- 
ordinary Resolution,  and  I  find  that 
there  are  sixteen  expressed  and  sixteen 
understood.  In  my  opinion  there  never 
was  brought  before  this  House  a  Reso- 
lution containing  so  many  vices.  It 
teems  with  suppression,  and  what  it  ex- 
presses it  expresses  in  the  worst  possi- 
ble manner.  I  have  merely  risen  for 
the  purpose  of  protesting  against  this 
system  of  coercion  by  Resolution,  which 
simply  aims  at  filching  away  the  time  of 
the  House  before  it  has  had  its  eyes 
opened  to  what  is  being  done.  It  in- 
volves, in  the  first  place,  that  we  shall 
sit  after  one  o'do^  to-night  if  it  be 
carried ;  it  next  involves  that  we  shall 
sit  to-morrow  after  six  o'clock,  and  that 
on  Thursday  night  we  shall  sit  after 
12  o'clock.  In  point  of  fact  it  invades 
every  principle  which  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  established  by  his  famous 
Procedure  Rules;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  got  the  House  in  1887 
to  carry  that  series  of  Resolutions  is 
now  obliged  to  pose  as  the  "heavy 
father  "  in  strangling  his  own  offspring. 
There  is  not  a  single  Rule  he  has  pro- 
posed which  he  has  not — sometimes 
within  two  or  three  days — moved  to  sus- 
pend the  operation  of.     He  reminds  me 
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of  the  free  Cossaok  Aitohenoff  appro- 
priating other  people's  property  without 
the  smallest  respect  for  the  law  of 
nations.  I  appeal  to  the  long  experience 
of  many  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
with  regard  to  Votes  on  Account, 
and  I  ask  what  necessity  can  there 
be  for  including  in  this  Resolution 
such  a  Vote?  Before  I  sit  down 
I  will  move  to  omit  the  words  **  Of  the 
Vote  on  Account  for  1889*90,"  from  the 
Besolution.  This  House  assented  to  the 
new  Kules  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  we  were  not  to  be  kept  up  after 
1  o'clock  when  there  was  a  Morning 
Sitting,  nor  after  12  when  we  met  at 
three ;  and  yet,  not  having  the  pressure 
of  legal  force  on  the  question  which 
might  arise  on  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates, this  Vote  on  Account  is  lugged 
in  to  prevent  the  House  from  fully  dis- 
cussing the  matters  that  might  arise 
upon  it.  We  are  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Ooschen)  that  certain 
Scotch  gentlemen  make  speeches  in  order 
that  they  may  be  reported  in  the  Scotch 
newspapers ;  but  if  such  were  their  in- 
tention yesterday,  it  will  be  impossible 
now,  because  no  Scotch  newspapers  can 
report  speeches  made  at  one  or  two 
in  the  morning.  I  admit  that  the 
Government  have  some,  claim  in  conse- 
quence of  their  own  neglect  of  business, 
to  come  to  the  House  informd  pauperis 
and  claim  indulgence  as  to  Excess 
Votes  and  Votes  for  Supplementary  Es- 
timates. They  say — *'We  have  mis- 
managed the  business  of  last  year.  We 
compelled  the  House  to  sit  up  to  Christ- 
mas. We  did  this  by  making  one  Gen- 
tleman who  was  very  obnoxious  to  the 
House    an  Under    Secretary,  and    we 

gassed  a  Bill  appointing  the  Pamell 
bmmission,  which  no  one  regrets  more 
than  the  Government.''  I  admit  that 
they  have  considerable  claim  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
but,  I  ask,  why  is  it  that,  having  kept 
us  here  till  Christmas  last  year,  we  are 
to  lose  the  whole  of  our  rights  and 
privileges  now?  Is  it  not  fair  and 
reasonable  for  private  Members  to 
Bay  that  when  you  deprive  them  of 
their  rights  on  a  Wednesday,  they 
ought  at  least  to  be  reinstated  at  a  Later 
period  in  the  Session,  because  they 
are  beinff  deprived  of  their  rights  at  a 
time  of  the  year  when  it  is  difficult  to 
get  them  restored.     If  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlauffh.) 
is  prevented  from  having  his  Bill  aia« 
cussed  to-morrow  he  certainly  ought  to 
have  another  occasion  at  a  later  part 
of  the  Session;  for,  contrary  to  the 
usual  rule,  it  is  the  man  who  has  the 
first  chance  this  Session  who  will  suffer, 
while  the  man  who  has  the  last  loaea 
nothing.  I  say  the  GoTernment  are  not 
entitled  to  impair  in  any  way  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers, for  a  wonder,  have  not  been 
complained  of  this  Session.  That  is  a 
refreshing  novelty,  and  when  I  heard 
that  it  was  the  Scotch  Members  who 
were  complained  of,  I  almost  experienoed 
the  feelings  of  an  archangel  at  finding 
that  we,  the  Irish  representatives,  were 
without  blame.  But  I  would  say  that 
we  intend  to  reserve  ourselves  for  this 
Vote  on  Account,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  was 
justified  in  charging  the  Government 
with  sticking  up  tins  Vote  on  Account 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  Closure 
in  advance.  I  say  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers are  entitled  to  discuss  the  Vote  on 
Account.  The  House  has  seen  the  way 
in  which  questions  put  to  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  have  been  answered  of  late.  It 
saw  yesterday  the  way  in  which  the 
question  about  Dr.  Barr  was  replied  to 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and,  I  ask,  wae 
there  ever  such  an  instance  of  ingenious 
disengenuousness  ?  We  have  also  seen 
the  way  in  which  the  Home  Secretary 
endeavoured  to  shuffle  out  of  the 
admission  that  Richard  Pigott  during 
the  last  three  months  obtained  access  in 
Chatham  Prison  to  the  dynamitard  John 
Daly.  I  say  it  is  a  most  unfair  thin^ 
to  stop  discussion  on  these  questions, 
and  if  the  time  necessary  is  not  granted, 
to  the  House,  the  charge  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  ioi 
Derby  will  have  been  well  sustained. 
Our  argument  is  not  met  by  saying  that 
the  interests  of  the  country  demand  the 
action  proposed  by  the  Government. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Tresnuy 
seems  to  coin  with  great  faoilily 
a  ^  series  of  soothmg  phrasee 
which  might  be  wrapped  up  in 
the  famous  word  <' Mesopotamia."  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  has  heard  of 
the  '* electric  shiver" — a  species  of 
fraud  by  which  a  certain  secret  chamber 
gives  forth  a  kind  of  false  and  frauda* 
lent  shiver.  The  way  in  which  thf 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speakes  of  die- 
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affieeables  ia  this  House  reminds  me 
of  the  eleotrio  shiver  fraud.  What  we 
ha?e  a  right  to  insist  upon — we  who 
have  had  the  law  so  strained  against  us, 
who  haye  had  to  withstand  ue  whole 
force  of  oalumny,  who  have  had  fraud 
and  forgery  levelled  against  us,  to- 
gether with  the  passing  of  a  Coercion 
Bill  by  means  of  for^od  letters  —  is 
that  we  should  have  our  hands  un- 
tied and  our  mouths  unlocked,  and 
be  enabled  for  once  in  the  course 
of  two  or  ^ee  Sessions  to  debate 
these  matters  freely  and  fairly,  and 
at  a  reasonable  time  of  day.  The 
House  having  had  the  assurance  that 
there  would  be  nothing  illegal  in  taking 
the  Vote  on  Account  later  on,  I  will  now 
move  the  omission  of  one  of  the  six- 
teen propositions  contained  in  this  Be- 
solution — namely,  that  affecting  the  Vote 
on  Account.  I  move,  therefore,  to  omit 
the  words  *'and  the  Vote  on  Account 
for  1889-90." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  and  the  Vote  on 
Account  for  1889-90."— (ifr.  T.  M. 
B$aly.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 

S^posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uostion." 

«Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  regret  I 
oalinot  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  If  I  were 
to  do  so  there  would  only  remain  one 
night  for  the  discussion  of  the  Vote  on 
Account.  This  would  really  mean  pre- 
cluding the  House  from  discussing  the 
matter,  seeing  how  near  is  the  end  of 
the  financial  year.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances I  must  ask  the  House  to  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  give 
legal  effect  to  any  Vote  which  may  be 
passed  by  this  House  before  the  end  of 
the  financial  year.  I  have  stated  what 
I  believe  to  be  my  duty  to  the  Hoiise 
and  the  oountrv.  [^OppoMttwn  Lau^Mer.] 
It  may  be  a  laughing  matter  to  hon. 
Members  opposite,  but  I  have  stated 
what  I  bdieve  to  be  my  duty  to  the 
House  and  the  country.  I  desbe  to 
afford  every  opportunity  of  challenging 
the  conduct  of  the  Oovemment,  and  we 
•re  perfectly  pr^ared  to  affcvd  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Members  opposite  every 
conceivable  opportunity  for  that  pur- 
pose, and,  unaer  these  circumstances,  I 
tnist  the  House  will  accept  the  Vote  as 
it  stands. 


Sib  W.  HAEOOTJRT  :  I  do  not  ouite 
understand  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  withdraws  the  proposal  to 
close  the  debate  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
next  Thursday. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  stated 
that  in  my  judgment  the  debate  on  the 
Vote  on  Account  ought  to  be  concluded 
on  Thursday,  and  1  have  given  the 
reasons  for  which  I  think  it  oi^t  to  be 
so  concluded.  It  is  for  the  House  to 
decide  whether  it  will  accept  those 
reasons  or  not. 

Sm  W.  HARCOTJRT :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  closure  us  on 
Thursday  nighty  there  being  no  logal 
necessity  for  our  being  closured  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  will  be  for 
the  House  to  decide.  We  know  what 
he  means  by  that. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  may 
fairly  claim  that  whenever  good  ground 
has  been  shown  or  urged  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  debate  I  have  never 
sought  to  prevent  its  continuance.  I 
j  desire,  as  &r  as  I  possibly  can,  to  con- 
duct the  business  in  accordance  with  the 
sentiment  of  what  is  thought  right  and 
proper  to  be  done  not  only  on  these 
benches,  but  on  the  Benches  opposite. 

Sir  W,  HAROOURT:  I  will  not 
enter  into  a  controversy  on  that  matter 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for 
whom,  I  beg  to  assure  him,  I  have  the 
most  sincere  respect,  and  whose  invari- 
able courtesy  I  desire  to  acknowledge ; 
but  he  has  said  that  he  never  has  used, 
and  never  will  use,  his  Parliamentary 
majority  for  this  purpose  if  he  thinks  a 

rod  cause  is  alleged  against  it.  What 
ask  is  whether  he  thinks  we  have 
alleged  a  good  cause.  If  he  gives  us 
an  assurance  that  he  is  not  going  to 
closure  us  on  the  Vote  on  Account  on 
Thursday  next,  so  as  to  preclude  us 
from  challenging  the  conauct  of  the 
Executive  Gbvernment,  I,  for  one,  will 
give  him  every  facility  for  bringing  on 
the  Vote  on  Account.  I  should  Eke  my- 
self to  have  every  day  till  March  31  for 
discussion  of  the  Vote  on  Account,  Itnd 
I  think  I  can  promise  the  (Government 
occupation  enough  in  discussing  tho 
Votes  in  every  department,  and  tl^  con- 
duet  of  the  Government  in  respect  of  them. 
I  do  not  desire  to  throw  any  obstacles 
in  the  way.  I  think  before  we  proceed 
with  these  matters  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  dear  understanding  from  the 
(Government  of  what  they  aire  going  to 
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of  the  House,  appropriated,  without  any 
restriction,  to  the  paymentof  the  amounts 
which  fall  due  for  the  Civil  Service,  and 
I  hope  that  the  House  will  streng^en 
tiie  Government  in  its  action  in  this 
matter.  I  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
fSormer  utterances  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who,  in  times  past,  has  most  firmly  taken 
up  itkiB  position;  and  I  trust  that,  for 
the  sake  of  financial  regularity,  this 
Vote  will  be  included  in  the  Bill  which 
must  receive  the  Boyal  Assent  before 
the  31st  March. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  As  these 
matters  are  matters  of  very  considerable 
importance,  I  should  have  been  elad  if 
we  could  have  debated  them  with  the 
advantage  of  strict  official  information 
in  our  hands.  That  we  have  not  got, 
however,  and  it  is  undoubtedly  unsatis- 
factory to  be  reduced  to  rely  upon 
memory  in  such  matters.  But,  Sir,  I 
must  say,  with  regard  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  his 
official  zeal  has  entirely  misled  him. 
There  is  a  broad  distinction  of  principle 
between  the  Military  and  Naval  Ser- 
vices on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Civil 
Service  on  the  other  hand.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  it  would  be  an 
evasion  of  the  spirit  of  the  law  to  apply 
money  voted  for  the  Naval  and  Mihtary 
Services  to  the  Civil  Service.  I  chal- 
lenge that  statement.  It  is  not  so  in 
point  of  fact.  We  have  not  voted  money 
at  all  for  the  Military  and  Navy  Services 
as  such.  All  we  have  done  is  to  vote 
the  first  Vote,  and,  carrying  the  hon. 
Gtentleman's  argument  to  its  logical  con- 
clusion, according  to  him,  you  have  no 
more  right  to  &ke  the  money  under 
that  Vote  and  use  it  for  other  Naval 
and  Military  Votes  than  you  have  to 
appl;]r  it  to  the  purposes  of  the  Civil 
Service. 

Ha.  JACKSON :  There  is  a  clear  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  cases.  It  is 
permitted  by  law,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Imows.  There  is  a  great  dis- 
tinction between  applying  money  voted 
under  a  particular  nead  for  the  Naval 
and  Military  Services  to  other  Votes  on 
the  same  service,  and  applying  it  to  the 
Civil  Service,  which  is  entirely  distinct. 

M&.  GLADSTONE:  There  is  no 
reference  whatever  to  it  in  the  Ways 
and  Means  Act.  It  is  auite  jdain  that 
the  restriction,  if  there  be  one,  applies 
to  Vote  1 ,  which  has  been  actually  voted ' 
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for  the  Navy  and  Army ;  and  if  you  take 
the  money  under  these  Votes  and  apply 
it  to  other  military  and  naval  purposee^ 
it  is  exactly  the  same  thing  as  3  yon 
applied  it  under  Ways  and  Means  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Civil  Service. 
*lto.  J.  B.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bosh- 
oliffe) :  I  entirely  aeree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,. 
that  the  issue  before  the  House  i» 
whether  sufficient  time  shall  be  allowed 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Vote  on  Account 
— whether,  or  not,  it  shall  be  closured.. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaswy  said  he- 
appealed  to  the  House  and  to  hon.. 
Gentlemen  opposite  whether  he  had  not 
always  allowed  reasonable  time  for  dis- 
cussions ;  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  not 
our  view.  Our  impressions  on  this  sub- 
ject are  very  different  indeed,  and  there 
is  a  strong  feeling  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  we  have  not  been  allowed  ft 

g roper  opportunity  of  discussing  matterti 
ere.  I  do  not  base  that  statement  upon 
mere  recollection.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
Betum,  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House- 
during  last  year,  which  contains  an 
account  of  the  number  of  times  when 
the  Closure  Kule  was  put  into  oparation, 
and  from  it  I  find  a  fact  of  remarkable 
significance,  for  it  seems  that  during  the 
Session  1887-8,  on  no  less  than  six 
different  occasions,  the  assent  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chair,  was  withheld 
from  the  proposal  to  apply  the  Olosuze 
when  it  was  made  by  the  First  Lord 
himself.  I  think,  Sir,  that  that  is  ample 
proof  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  used  the  Closure  Bule  in  a  manner 
which  he  himself  will  allow,  after  the 
action  taken  bv  the  Chair,  not  to  haTe 
been  reasonable.  No  reply  has  been 
given  to  the  very  cogent  remarks  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Noria 
Longford  with  respect  to  the  extraordi- 
nary number  of  propositions  contained  , 
in  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lord,  and  no 
adequate  defence  has  been  made  of  so 
remarkable  an  innovation  of  the  prac- 
tice of  Parliament  as  is  now  proposed. 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in^mo ving  this  Besolution,  will  be  appre- 
ciated outside  this  House,  for  it  will 
show  that  their  desire  is  to  stifle  the* 
discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Aooount,  and 
therefore  I  heartily  support  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved. 
«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  h^. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  has  in* 
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dicated  his  belief  that  we  desire  to  stifle 
disouBSion.    I  wish  to  say  again  that 
the  Ooyemment  are  prepared  to  meet  any 
charge  which  may  be  brought  forward. 
*Mn.  ELLIS :  Without  the  Olosure  ? 
*Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  it  appears  to 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  his  colleagues  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Vote  on  Account 
is  inadequate  and  insufficient  for  the 
purposes  which  they  have  in  view,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  place 
on  the  Paper  the  terms  of  any  Motion 
censuring  any  Member  of  the  GK>yem- 
ment — in  any  form  that  he  may  think 
will  best  bring  forward  the  whole  ques- 
tion he  desires  to  raise— we  will  meet 
him  at  once;   and  after   the  Vote  on 
Account  has  been  taken  we  will  give  not 
only  Government  time,  but  all  the  time 
we  can  control  for  the  purpose  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires.    We 
will    give  a  full,   complete,    and    ex- 
haustive debate  upon  any  question  of 
censure  which  can    be    raised  in    this 
House.  I  absolutely  repudiate  the  charge 
that  we  have  endeavoured  to  stifle  de- 
bate, and  I  say  the  suggestion  is  per- 
fectly unworthy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  made  it.    We  have  done  nothing 
of  the  kind.    When  it  has  fallen  to  mv 
lot  as  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  to  ask 
the  Ghairman  of  Oommittees  to  take 
oertain  action,  I  have  only  desired  to  do 
what  appeared  to  me  to  be  necessary  in 
the  interests  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country,  and  I  deny  distinctly  that  we 
have  tried  to  stifle  debate.    I  regret 
having  had  to  intrude  so  long  on  the 
time  of  the  House. 

Snt  W.  HABOOUBT :  I  understand 
the  proposal  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
is  that  we  should  not  take  the  opportunity 
of  examining  the.conduct  of  the  (Govern- 
ment in  Oommittee  of  Supply,  but  that  we 
should  take  the  offer  to  move  Votes  of  I 
Censure  upon  various  Members  of  the 
Government  as  separate  Motions.  Well, 
Sir,  there  is  an  old  saying  abotit  gifts 
which  come  from  the  Ghreeks,  and  I,  for 
my  part,  must  decline  this  wooden  horse 
indok  is  offered  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  And  1  will  tell  him  why. 
First  of  all,  the  Committee  of  Supply 
is  the  nlace  where  you  can  cross-examine 
the  CKfremment.  Cross-examination 
has  lately  proved  to  be  very  useful,  and 
we  desire  to  put  the  Government  under 
cross-examination  in  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply.   That  is  the  place  where  we  can 


endeavour  to  extract   the    truth,    and 
where  we  can  put  question  after  ques- 
tion  until  we  eUcit  the  truth.    That  is^ 
the  place  where,  according  to  Constitu- 
tional practice,  we  can  deal  with  the 
Government.    Well,  then.  Sir,  if  it  were 
necessary  to  give  another    reason,   we 
cannot  have  Votes  of  Censure  upon  all 
the  Members  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment,  whose  conduct  is,  in  my  opinion^ 
deserving    of    the    strongest    censure. 
You    cannot    have  20  or  30  different 
Votes  of  Censure  on  all  the  Departments 
of  the  Government,  and  I  should  call 
that  a  very  small  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  whose  conduct 
has  to  be  challenged.     In  fact,  I  do  not 
know  how  many  there  ouffbt  to  be.     I 
thipk  we  shall  have  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  he  has  not  done  too- 
little,    and    the  Secretary  for   Ireland 
whether  he  has  not  done  too  much ;  and 
we  shall  have  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  what  he  has  done.    There  are, 
it  will  be  seen,  many  forms  of  inquiry 
for  which  Committee  of  Supply  is  the- 
legitimate  and  convenient  organ,  and^ 
having  that  Constitutional  organ  at  our 
disposal,  we  shall  exchange  it  for  nothing: 
else.    We  stand  by  the  Committee  ol 
Sujpply.    That   is    the    Parliamentary 
privilege  of  this  House.    That  is  the 
engine  of  the  Opposition.    That  is  the^ 
means  by  which  they  appeal  against  a 
Parliamentary  majority  to  the  opinion 
of  the  country  against  the  conduct  of  the 
Executive  Government.      That   is  my 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We 
stand  by  the  Committee  of  Supply. 
♦Mb.  C.  BRADLAUGH  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  wish  to  give  one  reason  why  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway.      We 
have  heard  this  evening  of  an  incident 
which  influences  my  vote.     I  mean  the 
Home      Secretary's     admission     that 
Bichard  Pigott  had  been  permitted  by 
the  Home  Office — and  by  no  one  else,, 
for  the  Prisons  Board  is  under  the  con* 
trol  of  the  Home  Office— to  visit  Delany 
the  convicted  dynamitard  in  gaol  here, 
after  the  Government  knew  that  Pigott, 
on  his  own  admission,  was  a  tainted  wit- 
ness, and  had  been  charged  with  forging, 
documents  which  he  was  about  to  give 
evidence  upon.    That,  Sir,  seems  to  me 
so  grave  a  fact  that  the  Vote  on  Account 
ought  not  to  come  within  the  scope  of 
possibility    of     being     closured     oik 
Thursday. 
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talked  of  his  duty  to  the  country,  but  I 
know  of  only  one  duty  which  the  rieht 
Gentleman  owes  to  the  country,  and  that 
is  to  consult  the  country.  Let  him  do 
that.  We  shall  be  perfectly  satisfied 
with  that ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  up  an  attitude  of  defiance, 
and  refuses  to  consult  the  country,  then 
we  will  throw  every  obstacle  we  can  in 
the  way  of  the  transaction  of  public 
business.  [  Cheers  from  the  Ministerial 
temhes,']  I  say  what  I  mean  ;  I  belieye 
it  is  our  business  to  do  everything  we  can 
to  provoke  a  Dissolution ;  and  one  of  the 
means  of  doing  that  is  to  render  public 
business  exceedingly  difficult  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  I,  for  my  part,  am 
prepared  to  do  everything  1  can  to 
attain  that  excellent,  most  admirable, 
and  most  Oonstitutional  end.  The 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
will  cause  us  to  sit  not  only  after  12 
as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pleases,  but  after  6  to-morrow  as  long 
as  he  pleases.  A  most  important  debate 
is  to  be  inaugurated  on  the  Vote  on 
Account,  and,  owing  to  the  small  amount 
of  time  meted  out  to  us,  the  discussion 
will  be  kept  up  at  an  hour  when  there 
can  be  no  adequate  report  of  it  in  the 
newspapers,  and  when  the  House  is 
weary  and  tired  out.  Anybody  who 
will  refer  to  the  pages  of  JSdnaard  will 
see  that  what  I  say  is  correct.  The 
12  o'clock  rule  was  adopted  after  lengthy 
consideration;  and  it  was  fully  under- 
stood that  it  was  only  to  be  abrogated 
when  it  was  necessary  to  close  on  a  par- 
ticular night  some  special  debate.  Per- 
sonally, I  would  not  object  to  our 
meeting  at  10  at  night  and  adjourning 
at  10  the  next  morning;  but  1  do  like 
regular  hours ;  and  we  have  now  got 
accustomed  to  breaking  up  at  12  o'clock. 
There  is  an  agitation  going  on  to  limit 
the  hours  of  labour  to  eight.  We  meet 
at  3  and  adjourn  at  1 2,  so  that  we  have 
9  hours'  hard  work,  and  we  are  now 
called  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  continue  our  labours  still  further. 
There  is  no  good  reason  whatever  for 
that  demand  of  the  Government.  It  is 
altogether  unnecessary  to  go  on  after 
12  o^olock.  We  want  a  fair  debate,  but 
it  ought  to  be  continued  during  proper 
legislative  hours.  The  legislative  shop 
ought  to  shut  up  at  a  proper  hour. 
I  beg  now  to  move  as  an  Amendment 
that  the  following  words  be  struck  out 
of  the  Motion : — 
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**  Such  financial  biuiiiess  may  be  entered  i^oa 
at  any  hour,  though  opposecU  and  shall  not  be 
interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  any  Stand- 
ing Order  regulating  we  Sittings  of  the  Honae^ 
except  of  Btainding  Order  Ko.  6.  Bat  after 
Buch  proceedings  are  diaposed  of,  no  opposed 
business  shall  be  taken." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  7,  to 
leave  out  all  words  after  the  wofd 
'*  down ''  to  the  end  of  the  Question. — 
{Mr.  Zahouehere.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  fbe  words 

S reposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  accept 
the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
has  stated  that  it  is  his  intention  to  ofbr 
every  possible  obstruction  to  PabUc 
Business,  and,  under  thoseciroamstanoee, 
it  is  perfectly  clear  that  it  wotdd  be 
seriously  injurious  to  the  public  interests 
if  the  Gt>vemment  were  aeprived  of  the 
facilities  which  this  addition  to  the 
Motion  will  afiEbrd  them.  The  powep 
we  ask  for  are  urgently  necessary  in 
the  position  in  which  we  stand — ^namely, 
the  power  to  close  a  discussion  when  aa 
adjournment  would  be  exceedingly  in- 
jurious to  Public  Business.  There  ax» 
many  instances  when  a  debate  may  be 
closed  with  advantage  to  the  Hoose, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  any  Miniciter  to 
use  a  power  of  this  sort  except  with  the 
general  assent  of  the  House.  I  wonWl 
numbly  represent  to  the  House  that  we 
have  now  been  discussing  this  Motion 
for  three  hours,  and  an^  further  pio- 
longation  of  the  discussion  must  take 
away  from  the  time  available  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Estimates  in  Snppfy 
and  the  Vote  on  Account,  which  w# 
desire  to  approach.  The  House  hM 
already,  by  a  very  large  majority  re- 
fused to  strike  out  a  certain  portion  of 
the  Resolution ;  and  I  would,  therefixrs^ 
agaiu  urge  that  we  should  now  oome  to 
a  conclusion  on  the  Motion  and  aDoir 
business  to  proceed.  The  feeling  of  the 
House  has  been  sufficiently  ascertained 
bv  the  Division  which  has  already  taken 
place. 

«Mb.  STUABT  (Shoreditch,  Hozton)  r 
I  must  protest  against  taking  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Vote  on  Account  at  an 
hour  when  the  public  Press  cannot  xe-- 
port  what  we  say,  and  when  the  Mimstry 
and  their  supporters  will  care  very  Htlle 
for  our  arguments.  Gentlemen  on  tfaie 
side  desire  to  speak  to  the  ooontiy 
through  the  House. 
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Question  put,  ''That  the  words  pro- 

S)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  267 ;  Noes 
161.— (Division  List,  No.  26.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  265  ;  Noes 
•166:— (Div.  List,  No.  27.) 

Ordered,  That  until  the  Proceedings  on  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  1 888-9,  the  £xoesse8 
1 887-8,  and  the  Vote  on  Account  for  1889-90  in 
the  Committees  of  Supply  and  Ways  and 
Means,  and  on  Report  therefrom,  and  the 
several  staffes  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill, 
are  concluded,  the  Proceedings  thereon  shall 
have  precedence  of  other  Oraers  of  the  Dav 
4Uid  Notices  of  Motions  on  every  day  for  whi(m 
they  are  appointed.  llie  provisions  of 
Standing  Order  No.  56  shall  be  extended  to  any 
day  on  which  the  said  Votes  are  set  down. 
Such  Financial  Business  may  be  entered  upon 
at  any  hour,  though  opposed,  and  shall  not  be 
interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing 
Order  regulating  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
except  of  Standing  Order  No.  5.  But  after 
such  Proceedings  are  disposed  of  no  opposed 
Business  shall  be  taken. 

3i  OTioys. 


SUPPLY. 


cHAmnss,  &c,  ezbmftion   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Bill  to 
exempt  Charities  and  Hospitals  from  Local 
Rates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid,  Baron  de  Rothschild,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwiok,  Mr.  Octavius 
V.  Morgan,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 

LAND   LAW  (IBBLAND)  ACT  (1887)   AMBITD- 
KENT  (lRASEHOLDE&s)   (no.    2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to 
amend  section  one  of  **  The  Land  Law  (Ireland} 
Act,  1887,*'  in  regard  to  Leaseholders,  orderea 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr. 
O'Neill,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Mr.  Lea,  and  Mr.  WiUiam  Sinclair. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Billl65.] 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

CONSOLIDATED     FUND    (nO.    1)    BILL. 

Resolutions  reported. 

(1.)  «  That  towards  makinff  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889, 
the  sum  of  £90,091,  be  granted  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

(2.)  **  That  towards  makins^  gooa  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Murch  1890, 
the  sum  of  £9,267,300,  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund." 

Resolutions  agreed  to  :~Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Jackson." 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 


Resolutions  [18th  March],  reported. 

(1.)  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £200,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  dlst 
day  of  March,  1889.  for  certain  Expenses  of 
the  Law  Agent  in  Scotland  for  Government 
Departments.'* 

(2.)  ''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £24,690,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1889,  for  Public  Education  in 
England  and  Wales.*' 

(8.)  ''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £28,310,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  certain  Charges 
connected  with  the  Orange  River  Territory, 
the  Transvaal,  Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  the 
Island  of  St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Commis- 
sioner of  South  Africa." 

Hesolutions  read  the  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  First  Besolution." 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  SKYB. 

Db.  CAMEEON  rGlasgow,  College) : 
In  rising  to  oppose  tnis  Besolution,  1  am 
aware  of  the  position  in  which  the 
Gh)yemment  are  placed  in  regard  to  time, 
but  I  maintain  tnat  the  carrying  or  the 
abandoning  of  the  Hesolutionhas  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  passine  of  a 
Vote  on  Account,  and  that  it  might  be 
abandoned  without  the  slightest  diffi- 
culty to  the  carrying  on  of  the  afiPairs  of 
the  nation,  and  with  considerable  advan- 
tage to  the  credit  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Chancellor  of  tne 
Exchequer,  in  the  debate  last  nieht, 
which  was  brought  to  a  premature  close 
by  the  intervention  of  the  First  Lord, 
attempted  to  draw  a  red  herring  across 
the  course  of  this  discussion,  leading 
the  Committee  to  believe  that  in  our 
opposition  to  this  Vote  we  were  actuated 
by  personal  dislike  of  Sheriff  Ivonr,  and 
that  there  was  no  matter  of  principle 
involved.  This  the  right  hon.  Oenfle- 
man  more  than  insinuated— he  said  it. 
Now,  I  utterly  deny^that  I  have  any 
dislike  whatever  to  the  gentleman  whose 
name  happens  to  be  mixed  up  with  this 
Vote.  K  has  been  my  misfortune  on 
various  occasions  to  find  myself  interested 
in  the  wrongs  of  various  people  in  order 
to  get  those  wrongs  righted,   and   on 
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this,  as  on  other  occasions,  I  have  not 
hesitated  to  approach  the  Law  Courts 
to  assist  persons  in  getting  what  redress 
they  could.  I  have  seen  me  Game  Laws 
harshly  administered,  and  when  what  I 
thought  a  legal  mistake  was  made,  I 
have  not  hesitated  to  have  it  brought 
before  the  Law  Courts,  and  on  one 
occasion  I  had  the  satisfaction  of  get- 
ting a  conviction  quashed,  and  damages 
awarded  aeainst  a  gamekeeper  who 
acted  iliegailjr.  On  another  occasion,  a 
ship's  crew  belonging  to  the  Clyde 
appeared  to  have  suffered  grievous 
wron^  at  the  hands  of  their  employer, 
and  I  did  not  hesitate  to  bring  the  case 
before  a  Court,  where  I  got  compensa- 
tion to  the  tune  of  £2,000  for  the  men. 
This  is  a  precisely  similar  case,  but  the 
explanation  why  we  fight  it  so  bitterly 
is  that  the  payment  of  this  money  is  a 
gratuitous  and  gross  insult  to  the 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  Scotland — 
I  may  say  to  the  people  at  large — 
represented  by  the  27  Scotch  Members 
who  voted  against  the  Government  last 
night,  while  only  eight  Scotch  Members 
voted  with  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  my  charaes 
against  Sheriff  Ivory  were  virulent,  out 
that  has  really  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter.  The  question  we  have  to  discuss 
is  whether  the  Gt>vemment  had  any 
right  gratuitously  to  interfere  in  order, 
at  the  public  expense,  to  relieve  a  gentle- 
man who  happens  to  be  a  Sheriff  from 
the  consequences  of  acts,  not  com- 
mitted in  the  discharge  of  his  official 
duties,  but  in  direct  contravention  of 
his  official  duty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  from  Papers  that 
have  been  read  to  the  House,  and  which 
show  that  I  advocated  raising  the 
question  in  assertion  of  a  constitutional 
right ;  and  then  he  said  I  had  adopted 
a  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  he  evidently 
used  the  expression  to  throw  discredit 
on  us  as  Campaigners,  in  that  the  action 
we  took  was  analogous  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  elsewhere.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  greatly  mistaken 
the  intelligence  of  the  Scotch  people — 
even  of  the  constituency  that  once 
returned  him  to  Parliament — if  he 
imagines  they  will  be  taken  in  by  any 
phrase  he  may  choose  to  apply  in  this 
matter.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  taught  us  this,  that  if  it  is  a 
Plan  of  Campaign,  there  may  be  more 
honesty  in  it  than  in  the  Government 
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method  of  Flaying  the  expenses  of  a 
private  individual  surreptitioasly  out  of 
the  public  purse.  One  of  the  gravest 
charges  we  make  against  the  GK>Teni- 
ment  is  the  concealment  they  have- 
practised  throughout.  If  they  believed 
they  were  justified,  if  they  believed  tfaej 
were  doing  good,  they  oertainly 
endeavoured  to  do  it  by  stealth,  and 
may  blush  to  find  it  fame.  There 
were  three  actions  concerned,  thongli. 
only  two  came  to  trial.  The  first  wae 
raised  by  Macpherson  against  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  the  Sl^e  distrieti 
but  it  was  held  to  be  inoompetenti  it 
being  declared  that  the  deeds  m  leapeot 
to  wnich  the  action  was  raised  were 
committed  bv  the  Procurator  Fiscal 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  and 
were  privileged,  and  the  case  could 
not  fl^  before  a  jury.  That  gentlemaii 
not  being  blessed,  I  suppose,  with  the  in- 
fluence of  Sheriff  Ivory,  did  not  get  o£F 
so  well  in  respect  to  expenses.  A  laxge 
sum  was  paid  in  the  shape  of  expenses. 
I  took  the  trouble  to  apply  to  the  agent 
at  Inverness  to  find  out  what  the  ex- 
penses on  the  other  side  were.  It  is 
often  the  case  that  the  expenses  on  the^ 
side  of  the  plaintiff  are  greater  than 
those  on  the  side  of  the  defendant,, 
because  the  pursuer  has  to  bring  up 
witnesses  and  to  pay  the  whole  costs.  In. 
this  case  the  pursuers  were  non-pro* 
f  essional,  their  solicitor  had  to  be  paid, 
their  counsel  and  witnesses  had  to  be 

Eaid,  and  their  expenses   should  haTO- 
een  much  greater.    Well,  in  the  ease 
of  Macpherson    ver^u^^  the    Procorator 
Fiscal  the  expenses  were  £125,  and  tfie^ 
total  sum  given  by  the  Treasury  and  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  was  £59  8s.  lid.,  or 
not  half  that  amount.     So  strict  an  in- 
vestigation was  not  made  into  this  case 
as  into  that  in  which  Sheriff  Ivory  was- 
defendant.    The  expenses   must    have 
been  paid  out  of  the  Estimates  of  1888. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  told 
us  they  were  paid  out  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  and  the  date  of  pay- 
ment indicates  that  must  have  been  so^ 
There  was  a  Vote  set  down  for  the  com- 
pletion of  Peterhead  Harbour  and  other 
incidentel  charges,  and  we  should  never 
have  heard  of  this  demand  but  for  a 
direct  question  put  in  the  House  on  the^ 
subject,  and  then  it  came  out  during  the 
Autumn  Session.     Under  the    general 
aocoimts,  as  rendered,  it  is  impossible^ 
for  any  Member  to  tell  what  the  Sup- 
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plementaxy  demand  refers  to,  and  it 
was  simply  by  acoident,  as  the  result  of 
a  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh,  that  the  fact  was  elicited 
that  £200  out  of  the  total  was  required 
to  pay  the  costs  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  When 
the  story  was  told  such  strong  opposi- 
tion was  aroused  that  this  Supplemen- 
tary Vote  was  postponed  to  this  Session, 
and  that  is  why  we  got  it  so  late 
in  the  financial  year.  If  the 
Gbyemment  had  in  a  straightforward 
manner  put  the  item  down  as  they  have 
now,  it  would  have  been  challenged  and 
discussed  at  once  and  disposed  of  before 
the  House  adjourned.  I  wish  the  House 
to  understand  why  there  is  such  a  keen 
feeling  on  the  subject  in  Scotland  on 
this  matter.  The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  read 
certain  extracts,  but  he  omitted  certain 
disagreeable  passages,  and  so  did  not 
show  the  groimds  upon  which  I  advised 
my  frien&  to  raise  a  fund  to  test  the 
legality  of  certain  deeds  committed  in 
these  raids  into  the  Highlands.  I  shall 
supply  these  omissions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  ridiculed  the  idea  of 
malioe  on  the  part  of  Sheriff  Ivory.  We 
have  evidence  that  the  Sheriff  in  con- 
nection with  the  expedition  of  1885 
minted  medals  for  the  reward  of  every 
policeman  who  arrested  a  crofter,  and 
m  the  case  of  Beaton  he  took  down 
the  name  of  the  constable  who  arrested 
Beaton  with  the  view  of  presenting  him 
with  the  much-prized  decoration. 

An  hon.  Mxmbbb  :  Who  paid  for  the 
medals? 

Db.  CAMERON:  The  Government 
have  denied  that  they  have  paid  for 
them.  I  do  not  know  if  the  cost  was 
defrayed  out  of  savings,  or  whether  it 
was  a  purely  personal  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Sheriff.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable of  the  county,  who  was  the  proper 
person  to  be  put  in  charge  of  the  expedi- 
tion, had  had  a  '*tiff"  with  Sheriff 
Ivory,  and  the  Sheriff  took  personal 
command  of  the  police— a  shameful  and 
unprecedented  thinjg  in  connection  with 
the  expedition.  The  deeds  we  com- 
plain of  are  these :  the  arrest  of 
persons  without  any  warrant  at  all, 
whole  villages  besieged  and  houses  ran- 
sacked without  any  warrant  or  reason- 
able suspicion  against  the  inhabitants. 
I  could  quote  a  number  of  instances 
from  the  Ohugmo  Merald,  a  paper  that 
has   no  prejudice    in    favour    of   the 


crofters,  and  I  have  reason  to   believe 
that  the  very  case  given  by  the  reporter 
of  that  journal  could  be  supportea  in  a- 
Court  of  Law.     That  reporter  describes 
how  Sheriff  Ivory,  not  being  satisfied 
with  the  state  of  things  and  the   dis- 
position of  the  force,  ordered  more  con- 
stables to  be  told  off,  and  urged  the  men 
on  to  gpreater  exertions  by  exclamationa- 
of  <'  Go  ahead  "  and  '*  Get  on  with  you." 
He  marched  men  into  houses  and  en- 
deavoured to  get  the  women  recognized 
who  were  present ;  he  ordered  examina- 
tion of  every  room,  told  the  men  to  look 
into  cupboards,  under  beds,  and  examine 
the  byres,  and  leave  no  means  of  escape 
open.     A  midnight  raid  was  made  upoa 
a  house  where  an  old  woman  of  70  re- 
sided ;  she  was  awakened  in  her  bed  by 
the  gleam  of  a  lantern  on  her  face  and 
saw  policemen  standing  around ;    sho 
was  asked  where  her  husband  was ;  she- 
was  a  widow  ;  she  was  asked  where  her 
son  was,  she  replied  in  his  grave ;  she- 
was  asked  where  her  girl  was  and  re- 
plied that  she  had  none.     She  was  very 
much  frightened,  and  fainted  after  the 
police  left.    Dozens  of  such  cases  might 
be  quoted.    In  one  of  the  first  housea 
invaded,   a  man   named  McLean    waa 
dangerously  ill ;  he  was  much  affected  by 
the    domiciliary   visit    of   the    police, 
and  soon  afterwards  died.      His  wife 
describes  how  much  the  visit  of  the 
police  affected  him,  and  how  in  his  sleeps 
he  murmured  about  the  difficulty    of 
meeting  the  expenses  of  his  funeral.. 
To  carry  her  husband  to  the  church- 
yard the  wife  had  to  beg  the  assistance 
of  friends  at  a  distance,  the  men  of  the 
neighbourhood  being  either  in  custody^ 
or  hiding  in  the  hills.    The  funeral  pro- 
cession was  met  by  the  Sheriff  and  hi& 
escort  of  police   on  their  way  to  pay 
another  visit  to  the  house  of  the  dead 
man,  but  they  did  not  go   when  they 
heard  whose  corpse  was  in  the  coffin.. 
These  are  some  of  the  incidents  that 
have  stung  the  people  of  Scotland  inte 
indignation.     In  these  expeditions  there 
was  the  greatest  brutality  on  the  part  of 
the   police.    We  have  an  instance  in 
which  an  officer  burned  down  a  house 
illegally.  He  was  reprimanded  forsooth  I 
but  he  was  never  brought  to  trial.    We 
have  it  in  evidence    mat   on   another 
occasion  an  infant  in  the  cradle  was  in- 
cluded in  an  inventory  of  the  contents 
of  a  house  by  an  officer,  and  it  is  alleged 
also  that  he  threatened  to  bum  the  h<xu»^ 
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-down  unless  the  people  paid  the  amount 
he  was  charged  to  collect.  These  are 
the  thiufcs  that  roused  the  public  indigna- 
tioD,  and  I  must  say  that  it  appears  to 
me  a  matter  of  some  importance  that, 
before  we  allow  such  proceedings  to  be 
carried  on  with  impunity,  we  should 
put  their  legality  to  test  in  a  constitu- 
tional way.  Three  actions  were  raised. 
Sheriff  Ivory  said  there  were  not  more 
than  two  we  could  attempt  to  support 
out  of  all  the  charges  made  in  my  speech 
when  this  movement  was  initiateo,  but 
why  was  this?  We  had  no  desire  to 
harry  Sheriff  Ivory— our  desire  was 
to  settle  constitutional  points,  and 
so  three  typical  actions  were  taken. 
In  one  of  these  cases  a  technical 
difficulty  was  found  in  oonnectine  the 
Sheriff  and  Procurator  Fiscal  with  the 
order  upon  which  the  police  acted.  Of 
the  three  actions,  one  was  raised  for 
libel,  one  on  the  subject  of  arrest  without 
warrant,  and  another  for  keeping  a  per- 
son in  prison  for  a  long  time  without  evi- 
dence and  then  liberating  him  without 
apology  or  excuse.  Now,  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  in  the  habit  of  libelling — never  a 
report  of  his  appeared  but  somebody 
"was  libelled  in  it.  The  Lord  Advocate 
remarked  that  I  had  made  libellous 
statementa  in  this  House  in  respect  to 
Sheriff  Ivory,  but  let  me  say  I  uttered 
those  statements  outside  the  House. 
The  speech  from  which  Sheriff  Ivory 
quotes  is  not  privileged,  and  Sheriff 
Ivory  has  the  opportunity  of  raising  any 
action  upon  it  he  likes.  But  I  say  in 
this  official  document  he  has  libelled 
Norman  Stewart,  and  he  did  so  while 
the  case  was  pending  before  the  Sheriff 
Substitute.  It  is  upon  the  evidence  of 
the  representative  at  Inverness  of  a 
Glasgow  newspaper  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
possessed  himself  of  telegrams  in  a  very 
equivocal  fashion,  and  men  he  stigma- 
tized the  reporter  to  whom  these  tele- 
grams belonged  as  a  ringleader  in  the 
riots  that  attended  the  crofter  move- 
ment The  Sheriff  accused  his  own 
officers  of  committing  perjury,  and  said 
that  perjury  was  the  cause  of  Stewart's 
escape.  So  there  was  every  reason  whv 
we  snould  take  up  an  action  for  libel. 
Then  another  reason  was  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  habitually  in  the  habit 
of  disregarding  the  rules  laid  down 
to  regulate  the^  conduct  of  officials, 
and  with  no  justification  whatever, 
iuid    not    with    the    honest    imprea- 

Dr.  Cameron 


sion  that  he  was  entitled  to  do  as  he 
did.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  his  attempt  to  rescue  Sheriff  Ivoij 
from  the  consequences  of  the  illegal 
action  in  which  he  was  cast  for  damagea. 
accuses  us  of  organizing  a  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  let  me  say  that  it  waa 
owing  to  the  dislike  of  myself  and  certain 
of  my  friends  to  do  anything  in.  tbe 
nature  of  persecution  against  Sheriff 
Ivory,  that  the  other  cases  were  not 
carried  on  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  should  sertainly  be  the  last  man  to 
discountenance  such  a  proceeding  now, 
and  I  believe  such  an  appeal  is  stiB  open. 
If  there  is  such  an  appeal,  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  will  be  so  ready 
to  renew  their  demand  for  Sheriff  Ivoijra 
damages.  I  think  they  will  be  inclined 
to  let  Sheriff  Ivory  hang  by  his  own 
tail,  and  sink  or  swim  aocoraing  to  kia 
own  deserts.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  charges  us  with  wasting  time 
over  a  small  item  of  £200.  Will  not  hia 
ideas  of  £  s.  d.  allow  him  to  see  that  the 
Scotch  people  have  subscribed  consider- 
ably more  than  this  sum  to  test  this  aa  a 
constitutional  principle.  We  resist  thia 
clause  on  constitutional  grounds,  and 
shall  carry  our  protest  to  a  division. 
*Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) :  It  certainly  is  a  new  character 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
insist  against  the  wish  of  oootok 
Members  in  paying  this  sum  out  of  the 
Exchequer.  During  the  debate  inoi« 
dents  have  been  brought  out  thst  make 
this  case  tolerably  plain,  but  per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  call  to  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  the  circumstaaoes 
out  of  which  these  Highland  expeditiona 
arose.  The  people  of  Skve  claimed  a 
right  of  grazing  on  land  wnich  the  pro* 
prietor  resisted.  An  interdict  of  tha 
High  Court  sustained  the  contention 
that  there  was  no  right  of  grazing,  and 
it  was  because  of  a  breach  of  this  inter* 
diet  that  the  whole  of  the  expeditiona 
took  place.  But  mark  the  result.  An 
Ast  of  Parliament  was  passed  appointing 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  crofter 
grievances,  and  that  Commission  took 
evidence  in  regard  to  this  grazing  right* 
What  did  the  Commission  find  ?  wnj. 
they  made  the  agent  of  the  landlord 
produce  documentary  evidence  to  show 
that  the  people  had  the  right.  That 
incident  would  be  quite  suJfficient  to 
account  for. all  tiie  feeling  which  haa 
been  manifested  during  these  proceed- 
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angs,  and  to  bring  all  the  so-called 
o^olden  of  law  and  order  into  utter 
.<x>ntenipt.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
«hown  that  the  tenants  and  the  people 
persecated  by  Sheriff  Ivory  were  the 
real  apholders  of  law  and  oraer.  They 
have  been  proved  to  have  been  in  the 
right,  and  I  call  on  the  Lord  Advocate 
«nd  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
deny  these  facts  if  they  can.  We  have 
got  to  this  time  of  day,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, who  will,  not  pay  anything  in 
response  to  the  just  demands  of  the 
people,  come  forward,  aad,  in  the  face  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  insist  on  ex- 
'pendin^£200  on  an  action  for  which 
sheriff  Ivory  ought  to  pay  himself.  If 
the  Government  desire  to  take  the  steps 
best  calculated  to  force  on  the  agitation 
for  Home  Bule  in  Scotland  they  are 
doing  it,  and  in  so  far  as  they  are  doing 
it  I  am  thankful  to  them.  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  House  do  not 
Agree  with  the  Committee. 

*Mn.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.):  This  is  a  very  bad  case, 
and  the  feeling  throughout  Scotland  is 
so  strong  in  reference  to  Sheriff  Ivory 
on  account  of  his  conduct  on  the  two 
expeditions  that  he  took  part  in  to  the 
Isle  of  Skye,  that  we  feel  bound  to  pro- 
test against  this  payment.  The  £200 
now  asked  for  may  be  taken  to  be  the 
Hsosts  in  the  case  of  the  man  Stewart,  and 
the  case  ought  to  have  been — and  was, 
in  fact — a  private  suit  of  this  man 
against  the  Sheriff.  The.  Sheriff  had 
no  occasion  to  say  what  he  did  about 
Stewart  in  his  report.  What  was  the 
result  of  the  action  ?  Why,  there  was 
no  trial.  The  language  the  Sheriff  made 
use  of  in  his  report  was  unjustifiable, 
and  the  Sheriff  did  not  attempt  to 
justify  it ;  on  the  contrary,  his  counsel 
stated  distinctly  that  the  facts  did  not 
justify  what  he  had  stated  about 
Stewart,  and,  therefore,  the  case 
went  by  default.  I  think  myself  that 
the  Government  are  ashamed  of  this 
matter.  Why  was  it  that  they  tried  to 
flmuggle  the  Vote  through  last  Decem- 
ber without  saying  a  word  about  it? 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  has  remarked,  it  was  onlv  by 
«n  accidental  question  put  by  an  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  discovered  that  this 
£200  was  concealed  in  another  Vote. 
There  are  several  other  things  the  hon. 
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Member  for  the  College  Division  has 
said  to  which  no  answer  has  been  re- 
turned by  the  Lord  Advocate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  evaded  the 
issue.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
twitted  those  who  opposed  the  Vote  last 
night  by  saying  that  there  were  very  few 
Scotch  Members  present  to  discuss  it ; 
but  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
side  of  the  House  there  was  not  a  single 
Scotch  Member  to  defend  Sheriff  Ivory. 
No  one  had  a  word  to  say  for  him  ex- 
cept the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
And  the  Division  List  must  have  shown 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  the 
Scotch  Members  think  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
On  the  Division  five  private  Scotch 
Members  supported  the  Vote,  and  26 
Scotch  Members  opposed  it.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able 
to  explain  that  to  the  House,  if  he  has 
anything  to  lay  on  the  subject  to-night. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke 
of  the  action  taken  by  Stewart  as  a 
bogus  action ;  but  Stewart  was  a  poor 
man,  and  how,  I  ask,  could  sympathy  be 
better  shown  than  by  contributing  money 
to  enable  him  to  defend  his  character  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
have  had  the  man  go  to  Court,  will  he 
say  what  other  course  he  should  have 
taken  ?  It  was  necessary  to  adopt  either 
civil  or  violent  means.  A  great  deal  of 
bitter  feeling  has  been  excited  in  Scot- 
land in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  especially  on  his  second 
expedition.  The  reports  in  such  news- 
papers as  the  Glasgow  Mirald  and  the 
Edinburgh  Seottman  show  that  by  day 
he  was  but  a  mere  man- hunter  and  by 
night  a  sort  of  official  moonlighter.  I!^o 
wonder  there  has  been  so  much  agita- 
tion against  him.  As  to  the  publication 
of  his  Keport,  it  cannot  be  contended  that 
the  pubhc  service  required  it,  nor  was 
that  the  reason  of  the  publication.  He 
says  himself  that  he  was  prompted  to  it 
by  the  charges  made  against  him  by 
the  Eev.  Mr.  M*Cullum  reflecting 
on  his  conduct  in  making  arrests 
feeling,  as  he  did,  that  Mr.  M'CuUum's 
charges  should  be  contradicted  at  once,' 
in  as  public  a  manner  as.  they  had  been 
made.  The  interests  of  the  public  ser- 
vice had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Sheriff's  action ;  and  in  view  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  granting  of  this  £200, 
as  I  consider  it  a  gross  misapplication 
of  the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 
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Mb.  M'LAEEN  (Gheehire,  Orewe) :  I 
desire,  as  a  Scotchman,  to  enter  my  pro- 
test against  this  Vote.    I  know  a  sood 
deal  of — in  fact,  I  know  intimately— 
the  details  of  the  case,  and  I  do  not  ap- 
proach it  with  the  riew  of  needlessly 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  House,  but 
because  I  feel  that  the  conduct  of  the 
GoTemmeut,  in  pressing   the  Vote  on 
the  House  in  opposition  to  the  strong 
wishes    of   the  great  majority  of  the 
Scotch    Members,    is    conduct    which 
wiU  be  disastrous  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  Highlands.     There  are  one  or 
two  points  I  wish  to  touch  on — points 
which,  I  think,  have  not  been  brought 
out  by  other  speakers  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.     There  are  two  admissions 
in  Sheriff  Ivory's  statement  that  I  want 
specially  to  call   the  attention  of  the 
House  to,  and  these  two  points  refer  to 
the  action  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown    in   refusing    to    take    up   the 
Sheriff's  case.    On  page  7  of  the  Corre- 
spondence, Sheriff  Ivory  himself  states 
that  he  instructed  his  agents  to  obtain 
the  services  of  the  Solicitor  GFeneral  for 
Scotland    as    one    of   the   counsel    in 
Norman  Stewart's  case,  but  that   the 
Solicitor  General  returned  the  papers 
and  declined  to  act,  on  the  grouna  of 
his  official  position.  The  Scotch  Solicitor 
General  saw  that  it  was  not  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  Crown  to  interfere — an 
example  which  it  would  have  been  well 
for  the  Enelish  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
to  have  fodowed  in  another  case.    On 
page  8  of  the  Correspondence,  Sheriff 
ivory  says  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulties  for  which  the  Crown  authori- 
ties were,  to  a  large  extent,  responsible, 
he  was  advised  that  the  Lord  Advocate, 
bv  declining;  to  conduct  his  defence,  had 
plainly  intimated  that  there  were  no 
public  interests  involved  in  the  action. 
That  sentence  seems  to  me  a  very  vital 
one.    If  there  were  no  interests  of  the 
public  service  involved,  I  want  to  know 
why  we  are    called  upon  to  pay  this 
£200  ?    If  the  matter  had  been  one  of 
public  interest,  and  the  public  interests 
had  been  involved,  the  Lord  Advocate 
or  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
ouffht  to  have  defended  the  Sheriff,  or 
to  have  been  willing  to  defend  him ;  but 
if  there  were    no  public   interests  in- 
volved— ^if  the  Lord  Advocate  thought 
that  then,  and  has  given  no  reason  to 
lead  us  to  believe  that  he  thinks  differ- 
ently now — we  should  not  be  asked  to 


vote  this  money.    It  is  dear  f^om  th# 
correspondence  that,  in  the  deUbamte- 
judgment  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Go- 
vernment, Sheriff  Ivory  ought   not  t» 
have  his  defence  paid  for ;  and  the  ooIt 
reason  why  they  have    now    ehaa^gw 
their  mind  is  because  th^  baTe  be«t 
worried  into  it  by  that  gentleman,  tho 
Sheriff  having  written  tluit  if  the  matter 
had  been  referred  to  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor^ 
who  was  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
work  he  had  to  do  in  Skye,  he  woold 
have  been  treated  differently.    I  proteet 
against  the  Government  having  alloired 
themselves  to  be   hectored  by  Sheriff 
Ivory  in  this  way.    Is  an  official  to  bo 
screened  and  compensated  by  a  Qovem* 
meut  when  he  does  wrong  and  haa   to 
pay  for  his  wrong-doing  ?    I  oonaider  it 
unjustifiable  on  the  part  of  the  Gtovem* 
ment  for  them  to  indemnifv  an  offioinl» 
when  by  his  deliberate  action,  withont 
the  sanction  of  his  superior  officers  in 
the  Government,  he  commits  an  irreffu* 
lar  act.     The  fact  is  undoubted  tbat 
Sheriff  Ivory  libelled  Norman  Stewart; 
for  he  himself  expected  that  if  he  had 
allowed  the  case  to  go  before  the  Oonrt 
he  would  have  been  found  guilty.      I 
maintain  that  you  will  create  a  very  bad 
impression  in  Scotland  by  voting  thie 
money.     It  must  be  remembered  that 
this  innocent  man,  Norman  Stewart— a 
poor  man — was  arrested,  put  in  prison, 
and  very  nearly  convicted,  and  yet  no 
proposal  has  ever  been  made  to  com- 
pensate him.    On  the  other  hand,  yovt 
have  the  rich  man — the  official  in  the 
Government  Administration  in  Scotland 
— breaking  the  law,  libelling  an  inno- 
cent man,  and  when  he  is  obliged  to 
pay  damages,  the  Government  come  in 
and  grant  him  an  indemnity.    You  will 
create  a  feeling  that  you  are  condoning: 
a    breach    of  the    law,   and    seriously 
embitter  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the 
Highlands  against  your  administration  ^ 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  280; 
Noes  138.--(Div.  Inst,  No.  28.) 

It  being  after  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock,  further  consideration  of  the 
Report  of  Supply  stood  adjourned. 

Remaininfi^  Resolutions  to  be  furthev 
considered  this  day. 

Order  for  further  consideration  of 
remaining  Resolutions  read — 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  thei 
second  Resolution." 
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EDUCATION  IN  ENGLAND  AND  WALES 

♦Mb.  M.  CfONWAT  (Leitrim,  N.) 
said:  I  am  anzious  to  get  some  ex- 
planation from  the  Yioe  President  of 
t|ie  Privy  Oouncil  on  certain  points.  I 
complain  that  yery  little  elasticity  is 
giyen  to  this  Estimate.  Looking  to  the 
A^^wnl  Heport,  ire  see  that  while 
the  day  schools  earn  18s.  Id.  per 
head  of  the  ayerage  attendance,  oar 
▼olxmtary  schools  earn  I7s.  0^.  per 
head,  then  it  is  understood  by  the  House 
that  17s.  6d.  per  head  can  be  earned 
yery  readily  without  any  assistance 
from  yoluntary  sources,  I  think  the 
Gh)yemment  will  be  doing  their  duty  if 
they  make  the  annual  grant  on  the 
Estimates  a  little  more  liberal  in  the 
near  future  than  they  made  it  last  year 
or  are  likely  to  make  it  this  year,  ac- 
cording to  the  information  placed  before 
the  House.  l?he  Qovemment  know 
that  tibe  yoluntary  schools  can  easily 
earn  ITs.  6d.,  so  that  it  will  be  seen 
that  l^d.  is  scarcely  a  liberal  estimate 
to  make.  By  cutting  down  the  Estimates 
there  is  no  opportunity  given  for  schools 
to  educate  their  children  up  to  the 
Schedules  of  the  Code,  especially 
Schedule  lY.,  which  formulates  a  goodly 
number  of  aidyanced  subjects  and  pro- 
vides for  any  scheme  of  instruction, 
manual  or  otherwise,  which  is  marked 
with  illustration  and  experiment,  thereby 
earning  for  every  individual  pass  in  any 
given  one  or  two  such  subjects  4s.  per 
pass.  I  think,  therefore,  the  Depart- 
ment ought  to  come  to  the  House  to 
ask  for  a  more  liberal  grant  than  they 
are  asking.  Contrast  this  sum  with  the 
Naval  Vote.  We  were  told  last  year 
that  our  Navy  was  in  a  state  to  resist 
any  two  Powers,  and  to-day  we  are 
asked  to  spend  some  millions  in  order 
to  strengthen  the  Navy,  which  it  was 
said  could  do  such  excellent  work  last 
year.  If  a  million  or  two  were  given  to 
education  and  a  million  or  two  deducted 
from  the  Naval  vote,  the  country  would  be 
far  better  off  in  the  way  of  invest- 
ment. I  wish  the  Department  to  take 
into  consideration  the  advisability  of 
increasing  the  popular  graut,  so  that 
more  elasticity  may  be  given  to  the  work 
of  the  managers  and  teachers  of  schools 
in  the  country.  How  does  this  plan 
work  by  keeping  the  grant  at  ITs.  7^d. 
per  head?  It  comes  to  this,  that  the 
teachers  and  managers  of  the  country 
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are  of  opinion  that  private  instruction  b 
are  given  to  the  Inspectors  to  the  effSect 
that  ike  merit  grant  "  excellent ''  should 
not  be  given  to  more  than  17  per  cent 
for  the  whole  of  the  schools  of  the 
country.  We  know  that  schools  which 
receive  a  ''bad"  merit  grant  in  1888 
will  work  hard  in  1889  to  obtain  the 
mark  **  good  "  or  "  excellent."  When 
it  is  understood  that  the  merit  grant 
makes  a  difference  of  £6  on  an  average 
attendance  of  100  in  a  school  contrasting 
the  mark  *' good"  with  the  mark  ''  ex- 
cellent," and  of  £10  contrasting  ''ex- 
cellent" with  "fair,"  hon.  Members 
will  see  what  a  difference  in  made  in  the 
apportioning  of  the  "  merit"  ^;rants  to 
the  schools.  It  comes  to  this  :  that 
schools  which  work  very  hard  in  1889 
to  redeem  themselves  from  the  stain  on 
1888,  at  the  end  of  the  year  are  unable 
to  get  the  mark  "  excellent "  because  of 
the  rigid  limit  of  administration  of  the 
populiur  grant,  which  is  estimated  on 
shabby  lines  by  the  Department.  That 
should  be  plainly  understood.  My 
object  in  getting  up  is  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Vice  President  to  this  state 
of  thinfcs,  and  to  induce  him  to  use 
his  influence  for  its  improvement. 
Teachers  are  in  a  state  of  nervous 
trepidation  in  respect  of  examina- 
tions ;  knowing  very  well  that  by  reason 
of  the  instructions  given  to  the  Inspec- 
tors, it  is  utterly  impossible  for  them  to 
obtain  the  mark  *' excellent"  because  of 
the  necessity  that  inspectors  are  under 
to  keep  down  the  grant.  But.  Sir,  there 
is  another  point :  we  have  actually  a 
rule  published  by  the  Department,  that 
singing  shall  not  be  paid  for  in  infant 
schools  unless  the  senior  girls'  depart- 
ment are  taught  singing  by  note,  so  that 
little  children  of  from  three  to  seven  years 
cannot  earn  the  singing  grant.  I  ask  the 
Vice  President  whether  the  girls'  schools 
have  not  decreased  in  numbers  in  the 
matter  of  earning  the  singing  grant? 
Fancy  little  children  being  sent  to 
school  and  not  being  allowed  to  uso 
their  voices  in  singing  in  the  senior 
girls'  school,  because  no  singing  is  to  bo 
taught  except  by  note.  Fancy  the- 
Kducation  Department  coming  down 
on  the  infant  department  and  pre* 
venting  little  angel  voices  being 
heard  unlens  their  elders  in  another 
department  are  taught  by  note.  They 
are  not  allowed  to  relieve  the  tedium  of 
their  school  life  a  little  sav«  c^"^  ^Is^m^ 
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CDnditioQ ;  they  ^t  ao  ^ant  otherwise. 
I  nhall  call  the  Vioe  President's  atteotion 
to  these  things  in  Oommittee,  and  I 
shall  use  every  melons  the  House  affords 
me  to  pr^ss  upon  him  those  questions. 
Another  question  is  that  of  teohnioal 
education,  which  ought  to  be  popularly 
encouraged.  I  hope  it  will  he  found 
that  when  the  Vioe  President  places 
his  Estimate  for  Education  upon 
the  Table  that  he  has  provided  for 
technical  education  in  a  liberal  manner. 
*Sui  W.  HART  DYKE  (Dartford, 
Kent) :  Mr.  Speaker — Sir,  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  were  directed 
to  two  points.  The  first  point  deals  more 
especially  with  the  grant  given  on  the 
Education  Estimates.  Well,  as  regards 
that  grant,  I  am  not  here  to  say  whether 
it  is  a  good  or  evil  thing  that  it  hai  been 
maintained  at  this  particular  point ;  but 
I  may  impress  this  upon  hon.  Members — 
that  any  change  in  this  respect  requires 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  must  be  very 
carefully  considered.  But  with  regard 
to  the  other  points  raised  in  the  hon. 
Member's  speech,  I  think  the  changes 
proposed  in  the  Code,  which  proposals 
will  be  distributed  amongst  hon. 
Members  on  Saturday  next,  or  at  the 
latest  on  Monday,  will  meet  many  of  the 
difficulties  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred,  and  especially  the  difficulties 
under  which  teacners  labour.  I  believe 
that  those  difficulties  will  be  absolutely 
met  by  the  proposals  which  are  to  be 
distributed  amongst  Members.  The  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to  the  question  of 
singing  in  girls'  schools.  I  will  take 
particular  note  of  what  he  has  said  ;  but 
I  must  say  that  it  is  new  to  me  that  which 
I  have  heard  with  respect  to  singing  by 
note.  It  is  our  object  to  promote  the 
taste  for  singing  in  all  classes.  All  I  can 
say  is  that,  if  the  new  Oode  introduces  a 
change  in  the  least  degree  in  that  respect, 
there  will  be  no  diffisulty  in  amending  it. 
The  hon.  Member  has  referred  also  to 
technical  education.  Well,  Sir,  I  am 
not  here  this  evening  to  divulge  what 
will  appear  in  the  new  Oode ;  but  I  have 
already  said  in  this  House  on  more  than 
one  occasion  that  we  should  propose  very 
much  to  open  the  schools  in  future  in 
the  case  of  additional  subjects  taught. 
In  fact,  the  policy  in  which  we  hope  to 
enlarge  the  new  Oode  is  this  —  to 
secure  that  the  three  B's  are  thoroughly 
taught  in  the  schools,  and  for  all  other 
additional  subjects  greater  freedom  will 
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be  allowed  than  has  ever  hitherto 
obtained.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Mem'ber 
will  forgive  my  not  replying  Xa  Ids 
observations  at  greater  length,  becmiao 
in  a  very  few  days  their  new  Oode  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Memberay  wk«i 
it  will  be  fairly  discussed. 

Mr.  OONTBEABB  (Gambome) :  I 
am  very  glad  that  the  hon.  Qentleaeui 
has  made  a  reference  to  the  new  Oode« 
and  I  sincerely  hope  it  will  falfil  the 
expectations  which  on  former  oooaakMis 
he  has  led  us  to  entertain.  I  hope  tliat 
drawing  is  to  be  reinstated  in  tlM 
girls'  schools,  and  that  it  will  be  restored 
to  the  position  which  it  ought  to  ooa^y. 
There  have  been  great  oompleinte  about 
this  among  those  who  are  intereeted  in 
girls'  education,  and  it  is  a  great  mia- 
take  to  suppose  that  drawing  is  not 
supported  in  girls'  as  well  ae  boya' 
'  schools.  I  dedre,  however,  rather  to 
ask  for  an  explanation  of  the  figures  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimatee.  It  doea 
seem  to  me  an  extraordinary  thing  tbat 
there  should  be  a  deficit  of  no  lead  than 
£24,690  in  the  Estimates  which  axe  pro- 
posed in  a  matter  like  this  of  eduoation. 
it  is  a  matter  of  calculation,  and  I  oan- 
not  understand  how  it  is  that  you  should 
be  asking  us  for  an  additional  sum.  The 
fact  that  it  is  so  suggests  to  aome 
of  us,  at  any  rate,  that  there  has 
been  a  tendency  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  Hither  to  set  an 
example  of  cutting  down  than  of 
raising  the  whole  scheme  of  education. 
In  the  absence  of  the  information  I  aal^ 
for,  it  would,  perhaps,  hardly  be  fair 
to  oomplain  of  the  Government  in  tbia 
respect ;  but  I  may  remark  that  it  doea 
suggest  that  the  Department  haa  not 
been  too  anxious  to  increase  the  numbecof' 
day  scholars  to  the  extent  we  should  de* 
sire.  I  hope  that  during  the  oomiaff 
year  they  will  be  able  to  calculate  wlm 
sufficient  exactness  what  is  required  for 
the  succeeding  year,  so  that  it  will  not 
afterwards  be  necessary  to  aak  for  a 
further  large  sum.  I  do  not  under- 
stand  on  what  principle  the  amount  of 
the  grant  for  the  3,663,000  dav  scholaxai 
has  been  arriyed  at  so  as  to  be  put  at 
1 7s.  7^d.,  because  in  the  last  quarter  of 
1887-8  the  grant  for  Board  Schools  waa 
put  at  18s  Id.,  and  for  the  Yoluntaiy 
Schools  at  17s.  O^d.  I  should  haya 
thought  that,  if  the  case  was  as  in  the 
preceding  year,  we  should  haye  required, 
an  increased  grant  for  the  expected  in* 
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orMaing  aambar  of  MhoUn  of  the 
foUftwing  7Mr,  aad  I  do  not  know  oa 
what  prinoiple  the  Govwnment  have  M^ 
tmlatea  their  aotieipkted  inorecM  in  the 
number  al  nbolKn  for  the  year  now 
dosing.  From  their  own  vonfeoeion,  in- 
deed, ther  have  miKalonlated.  In  1SB7 
the  aretage  ettuidaaee  oi  dn;  Bofaolare 
was  3,5S7,IS1,  and  new  they  gira  aa  in 
the  detuls  of  the  Tola  ask«d 
for  the  number  oi  1,664,000  daj 
ooholars,  whioh  aeems  to  sie '  to  be  a 
tot;  small  inoreaae  compared  with  what 
m^ht  hare  beea  ezpeoted  from  the 
jearl;  inoreue  of  the  population.  In 
the  lame  way,  in  188?  thn  BUmber 
of  night  Mholan  wa*  ttated  at 
30.984.  but  the  ertimate  for  the 
followbg  year  wae  only  36.000. 
I  hare  drawn  attention  to  these  figures 
becauee  it  doea  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
Goreramant  have  done  what  might 
hare  been  expected  from  them  in  the 


ahape  of  allowing   an   ample    margin 
for  the  devetopmeat   of  eduoatioD.     I 

Sree  with  the  hon.  Gtentleman  who  has 
eady  spokea,  that  we  look  to  the  Oo< 
Terament  to  do  everything  in  their 
power  to  set  a  good  example  on  this 
malter,  and  not  to  give  the  pablio  the 
impression  that  they  are  trying  to  out 
do'frn  and  limit  either  the  sum  to  be 
expemled  or  the  number  of  ehildren  to 
be  educated.  I  hope  we  shoU  bare  no 
sueh  prooedure  as  was  seen  in  the  oase 
of  the  laat  London  Soboul  Board,  whoes 
pravtiee  was  rather  to  restrict  than  to 
extend  the  scope  of  education.  The 
hoB.  Baronet  the  Treasurer  of  the 
London  Sohool  Board  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
shakes  hie  head  i  but  we  know  very  well 
that  this  matter  baa  been  goue  into,  and 
the  geeeral  imprsseioa  in  the  Hetro- 
nolis  U>-day  is  that  euoh  was  tbe  case. 
For  my  part,  I  trust  it  will  be  the  case 
no  more,  and  I  venture  te  express  the 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gent^maa  the 
Tiee  President  of  the  Council  will  see 
his  way  te  prareat  for  the  future  the 
misosloulations  to  whioh  attention  has 
beoB  oalled. 

Db.  tanner  (Uid  Cork) :  Before 
any  deoisiou  is  taken  on  thia  matter,  I 
wish  to  say  that  the  aotitMi  of  the  right 
hea.  CtoUamaa  the  Ties  President  at 
the  Coanoil  has  not  been  what  we  oa 
this  side  of  tbe  House  are  entitled  to 
•xpeol.  In  answer  le  the  speeehee 
that  have  been  made,  he  said,  "Oh, 
mit  till  my  Code  is  introduMd,  and 


then  you  will  see  how  all  these 
mstters  will  be  dealt  with."  Ifight 
I  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet — for 
really  in  dealing  with  one  matter  we  are 
dealing  witb  Ml— that  ioaread  of  bis 
giving  us  only  Returns  in  ixmnection 
with  the  two  diffioult  questiona  which 
the  right  hon.  Gestlnannjnat  now  spoke 
of,  in  reapeet  to  the  1 7s.  6d.  rate  and  the 
singing  by  note,  surely  tbe  House  of 
Commons  is,  or  vt  any  rate  ongbt  to  be, 
entitled  to  more  than  tbe  indefinite  Re- 
turns it  has  received  from  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  IB  always  extremely 
courteous,  and  in  most  oases  extremely 
willing,  to  give  ne  some  information 
as  to  the  Department  over  whioh  he 
rules  ;  but  I  cannot  say  he  has  been  so 
to-night,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  in- 
stsad  of  the  indefinite  system  which 
appears  to  pervade  resptmsible  Memben 
of  ib9  Government,  and  instead  of  thia 
matter  with  regard  to  the  little  children 
who  have  been  rafarTod  to  by  my  hoo. 

Friend 

•Ma.  SPEAKER  ;  Order,  order !  I 
must  warn  the  hon.  Uamber  that  be  is 
not  speaking  with  any  intelligent  rele- 
vancy to  the  subject  now  before  tfaa 
House. 

Ds.  TANNER :  In  order  to  make 
myself  thoroughly  relevant,  I  must  sar 
that  my  hon.  Friend  near  me  has  oalleo 
attention  to  the  17s.  6d.  rate  and  also 
to  tbe  question  of  singing  by  note, 
and  I  wrote  down  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Geotleman  as  to  both 
these  points,  and  certainly  as  a  private 
Member  I  should  think  it  would  be 
better  when  responsible  Micistere  of 
the  Crown  get  up  to  answer  suoh  matters 
if,  instead  of  saying  they  will  be  dealt 
witb  at  some  future  time  by  a  Bill,  they 
said  they  should  be  dealt  with  on  the 
instant,  or  that  at  any  rate  definite 
Returns  should  be  given  showing  the 
amount  by  which  tbe  Government  pro- 
pose to .  deal  with  these  things.  I, 
however,  hesitate  to  go  further  into  eon- 
truversT  on  this  matter,  because  I  freely 
admit  1  have  not  studied  tbe  matter  of 
EDglish  education,  though  at  the  same 
time  I  hupe  hon.  Members  will  permit 
an  Irishman  to  express  his  opinion  on 
the  narrow  methods  and  means  em- 
ployed by  English  Members  of  tbe 
present  Administratitm. 

Resolved,  "  That  this  House  do  o^» 
with  the  Committee  in  tbe  sooood  Be- 
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•down  unless  the  people  paid  the  amount 
he  was  charged  to  collect.  Theee  are 
the  thinfcfl  that  roused  the  public  indigna- 
tion, and  I  must  say  that  it  appears  to 
me  a  matter  of  some  importance  that, 
before  we  allow  such  proceedings  to  be 
carried  on  with  impunity,  we  should 
put  their  legality  to  test  in  a  constitu- 
tional way.  Three  actions  were  raised. 
Sheriff  Ivory  said  there  were  not  more 
than  two  we  could  attempt  to  support 
out  of  all  the  charges  made  in  my  speech 
when  this  movement  was  initiated,  but 
why  was  this?  We  had  no  desire  to 
harry  Sheriff  Ivory— our  desire  was 
to  settle  constitutional  points,  and 
80  three  typical  actions  were  taken. 
In  one  of  these  cases  a  technical 
difficulty  was  found  in  connecting  the 
Sheriff  and  Procurator  Fiscal  with  the 
order  upon  which  the  police  acted.  Of 
the  three  actions,  one  was  raised  for 
libel,  one  on  the  subject  of  arrest  without 
warrant,  and  another  for  keeping  a  per- 
son in  prison  for  a  long  time  without  evi- 
dence and  then  liberating  him  without 
apology  or  excuse.  Now,  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  in  the  habit  of  libelling — ^never  a 
report  of  his  appeared  but  somebody 
was  libelled  in  it.  The  Lord  Advocate 
remarked  that  I  had  made  libellous 
statements  in  this  House  in  respect  to 
Sheriff  Ivory,  but  let  me  say  I  uttered 
those  statements  outside  the  House. 
The  speech  from  which  Sheriff  Ivory 

?  notes  is  not  privileged,  and  Sheriff 
vory  has  the  opportunity  of  raising  any 
action  upon  it  he  likes.  But  I  say  in 
this  official  document  he  has  libelled 
Norman  Stewart,  and  he  did  so  while 
the  case  was  pending  before  the  Shenff 
Substitute.  It  is  upon  the  evidence  of 
the  representative  at  Inverness  of  a 
Glasgow  newspaper  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
possessed  himself  of  telegrams  in  a  very 
equivocal  fashion,  and  then  he  stigma- 
tized the  reporter  to  whom  these  tele- 
grams belonged  as  a  ringleader  in  the 
riots  that  attended  the  crofter  move- 
ment. The  Sheriff  accused  his  own 
officers  of  committing  perjury,  and  said 
that  perjury  was  the  cause  of  Stewart's 
escape.  So  there  was  every  reason  why 
we  snould  take  up  an  action  for  libel. 
Then  another  reason  was  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  was  habitually  in  the  habit 
of  disregarding  the  rules  laid  down 
to  regulate  the  conduct  of  officials, 
and  with  no  justification  whatever, 
And    not    with     the    honest    imprea- 

Dr,  Camiran 


sion  that  he  was  entitled  to  do  aa  he 
did.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Bxohequer 
in  his  attempt  to  rescue  Sheriff  Ivoiy 
from  the  consequenoee  of  the  illegal 
action  in  which  he  was  cast  for  damages, 
accuses  us  of  organizing  a  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  let  me  say  that  it  was 
owing  to  the  dislike  of  myself  and  certain 
of  my  friends  to  do  anything  in.  the 
nature  of  persecution  against  Sheriff 
Ivory,  that  the  other  cases  were  not 
carried  on  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lordi. 
I  should  sertainly  be  the  last  man  to 
discountenance  such  a  proceeding  now, 
and  I  believe  such  an  appeal  is  atiU  open. 
If  there  is  such  an  appeal,  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  will  be  ao  ready 
to  renew  their  demand  for  Sheriff  l,Torf% 
damages.  I  think  they  will  be  inclined 
to  let  Sheriff  Ivory  hang  by  his  own 
tail,  and  sink  or  swim  aocording  to  Ua 
own  deserts.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  charges  us  with  waating  time 
over  a  small  item  of  £200.  WtM  not  hia 
ideas  of  £  s.  d.  allow  him  to  see  that  the 
Scotch  people  have  subscribed  consider- 
ably more  than  this  sum  to  test  this  aa  a 
constitutional  principle.  We  reaiat  this 
clause  on  constitutional  groiuLda»  and 
shall  carry  our  protest  to  a  division. 
«Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Suther- 
land) :  It  certainly  is  a  new  chaiaeter 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezchequer  to 
insist  against  the  wish  of  Scotch 
Members  in  paying  this  sum  out  of  the 
Exchequer.  During  the  debate  inci- 
dents have  been  brought  out  that  make 
this  case  tolerably  plain,  but  per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  call  to  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  the  oircumataaees 
out  of  which  these  Highland  ezpeditiaoa 
arose.  The  people  of  Skve  claimed  a 
right  of  grazing  on  land  wnioh  the  pro* 
prietor  resisted.  An  interdict  of  the 
High  Court  sustained  the  contention 
that  there  was  no  right  of  graringi  and 
it  was  because  of  a  breach  of  this  inter- 
dict that  the  whole  of  the  ezpeditiona 
took  place.  But  mark  the  reeult.  An 
Aet  of  Parliament  was  passed  appointing 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  croffeer 
grievances,  and  that  Commission  took 
evidence  in  regard  to  this  graring  right. 
What  did  the  Commission  find  ?  Why. 
they  made  the  agent  of  the  landloia 
produce  documentary  evidence  to  show 
that  the  people  had  the  right  That 
incident  would  be  quite  simcient  to 
account  for .  all  the  feeling  which  hae 
been  manifested  during  these  proceed- 
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ang8,  aad  to  bring  all  the  so*  called 
o^oldera  of  law  and  order  into  utter 
.<x>nteiiipt.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
«hown  that  the  tenants  and  the  people 
persecated  by  Sheriff  Ivory  were  the 
real  upholders  of  law  and  order.  They 
have  been  proved  to  have  been  in  the 
tight,  and  I  call  on  the  Lord  Advocate 
«nd  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
deny  these  facts  if  they  can.  We  have 
got  to  this  time  of  day,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, who  will,  not  pay  anything  in 
response  to  the  just  demands  of  the 
people,  come  forward,  and,  in  the  face  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  insist  on  ex- 
pending £200  on  an  action  for  which 
JBheriff  Ivory  ought  to  pay  himself.  If 
the  GK>vernment  desire  to  take  the  steps 
best  calculated  to  force  on  the  agitation 
for  Home  Buie  in  Scotland  they  are 
•doing  it,  and  in  so  far  as  they  are  doing 
it  I  am  thankful  to  them.  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  House  do  not 
4kgree  with  the  Committee. 
^Ma.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.) :  This  is  a  very  bad  case, 
and  the  feeling  throughout  Scotland  is 
so  strong  in  reference  to  Sheriff  Ivory 
on  account  of  his  conduct  on  the  two 
expeditions  that  he  took  part  in  to  the 
Isle  of  Skye,  that  we  feel  bound  to  pro- 
test against  this  payment.  The  £200 
now  asked  for  may  be  taken  to  be  the 
•costs  in  the  case  of  the  man  Stewart,  and 
the  case  ought  to  have  been — and  was, 
in  fact — a  private  suit  of  this  man 
against  the  Sheriff.  The.  Sheriff  had 
no  occasion  to  say  what  he  did  about 
Stewart  in  his  report.  What  was  the 
result  of  the  action  ?  Why,  there  was 
no  trial.  The  language  the  Sheriff  made 
use  of  in  his  report  was  unjustifiable, 
and  the  Sheriff  did  not  attempt  to 
justify  it ;  on  the  contrary,  his  counsel 
stated  distinctly  that  the  facts  did  not 
justify  what  he  had  stated  about 
Stewart,  and,  therefore,  the  case 
went  by  default.  I  think  myself  that 
the  Government  are  ashamed  of  this 
matter.  Why  was  it  that  they  tried  to 
smuggle  the  Vote  through  last  Decem- 
ber without  sa3ring  a  word  about  it? 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  has  remarked,  it  was  onlv  by 
«n  accidental  question  put  by  an  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  discovered  that  this 
£200  was  concealed  in  another  Vote. 
IThere  are  several  other  things  the  hon. 
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Member  for  the  College  Division  has 
said  to  which  no  answer  has  been  re- 
turned by  the  Lord  Advocate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  evaded  the 
issue.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
twitted  those  who  opposed  the  Vote  last 
night  by  saying  that  there  were  very  few 
Scotch  Members  present  to  discuss  it ; 
but  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
side  of  the  House  there  was  not  a  single 
Scotch  Member  to  defend  Sheriff  Ivory. 
No  one  had  a  word  to  say  for  him  ex- 
cept the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
And  the  Division  List  must  have  shown 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  the 
Scotch  Members  think  of  Sheriff  Ivory. 
Oq  the  Division  five  private  Scotch 
Members  supported  the  Vote,  and  26 
Scotch  Members  opposed  it.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able 
to  explain  that  to  the  House,  if  he  has 
anything  to  lay  on  the  subject  to-night. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke 
of  the  action  taken  by  Stewart  as  a 
bogus  action ;  but  Stewart  was  a  poor 
man,  and  how,  I  ask,  could  sympathy  be 
better  shown  than  by  contributing  money 
to  enable  him  to  defend  his  character  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
have  had  the  man  go  to  Court,  will  he 
say  what  other  course  he  should  have 
taken  ?  It  was  necessary  to  adopt  either 
civil  or  violent  means.  A  great  deal  of 
bitter  feeling  has  been  excited  in  Scot- 
land in  eoQsequence  of  the  action  of 
Sheriff  Ivory,  especially  on  his  second 
expedition.  The  reports  in  such  news- 
papers as  the  OUugow  Mirald  and  the 
Edinburgh  Seottman  show  that  by  day 
he  was  but  a  mere  man- hunter  and  by 
night  a  sort  of  official  moonlighter,  ilo 
wonder  there  has  been  so  much  agita- 
tion against  him.  As  to  the  publication 
of  his  Keport,  it  cannot  be  contended  that 
the  public  service  required  it,  nor  wf^s 
that  the  reason  of  the  publication.  He 
says  himself  that  he  was  prompted  to  it 
by  the  charges  made  against  him  by 
ike  Bev.  Mr.  M*Cullum  reflecting 
on  his  conduct  in  making  arrests 
feeling,  as  he  did,  that  Mr.  M'CuUum^s 
charges  should  be  contradicted  at  once, 
in  as  public  a  manner  as. they  had  been 
made.  The  interests  of  the  public  ser- 
vice had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Sheriff's  action ;  and  in  view  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  granting  of  this  £200, 
as  I  consider  it  a  gross  misapplication 
of  the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA  AND  ST.  HELENA. 

Sir  OEOBGE   OAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  desire  to  bave  aD  answer  to  a 
question  which  I  put  yesterday,  with 
rejard  to  the  item  of  £60  for  an  ex- 
pedition to  Walfisch  Bay.    Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Walfisch  Bay  oelonn  to  the 
Cape ;  and,  if  it  belongs  to  the  Cape, 
having  been  retained  nnder  the  British 
flag  in  defence  of  Cape  interests,  I  de- 
sire to  know  why  the  British  taxpayer 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  this 
expedition   and    not  the  Uape  Parlia- 
ment ?    £ffO  is  a  very  small  matter,  no 
doubt,  but  the  principle  involved  is  a 
large  one,  and  whether  the  amount  is 
£60  or  £600,000,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  principle  is  the  same,  and  that  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  amount  unless 
there  is  some  reason  for  it.     As  to  the 
whole  question  of  South  Africa  involved 
in  this  Vote — that  is  to  say,  the  extension 
of  our  Protectorate  and  the  payment  for 
200  extra  police— I  may  say  that  I  was 
breakfasting    this    morning  with    the 
envoys  of  Lo  Beng^a.     We  have  been 
told  that  Lo  Bengula  has  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  step  in,  in  order 
to  deal  with  concession  hunters,  but  the 
gentleman  in  charge  of  the  envoys,  who 
was  once  on  the  staff  of  Sir  Charles 
Warren,  declares  that  the  envoys  have 
not    come    to    this    country    in    con- 
nection with  this  question  of  concessions, 
but  for  apolitical  object — namely,  to  seek 
the  alliance  of  this  country  against  the 
Boers  and  Portuguese.    I  do  not  wish 
to  press  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  too  hardly  on  this  point.     We 
must  be  content  to  leave  discretion  with 
the  Colonial  Office,  as  they  are  in  posses- 
sion of  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  which 
we  are  not.    I  should  be  sorry  to  tie 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  think  they  ought  to  give  us 
such  information  on  these  subjects  as 
they  can  offer  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  regards 
the  200  extra  police  required  in 
Bechuanaland,  perhaps  the  Under 
Secretary  will  be  good  enough  to  give 
us  some  explanation  as  to  why  inform- 
ation was  not  obtained  from  the  Cape 
in  reference  to  the  case  of  Captain  Se- 


solution."  Question  proposed,  "  That  |  grave,  who  was  eoimeetod  with  iUs 
this  House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  Ssroe,  and  dismiaaed  tat  ambeiglsmeat 
in  the  third  Besolution."  WiVL  the  right  hon.  a«ntI«nMi  tell  vs 

how  it  is  that  it  durald  take  tnm  tte 
19th  December  to  the  80th  Maxoh  to 
get  a  reply  from  the  Oapa  f 
*Mb.  speaker  :  The  poiiit  the  Jhoa. 
Ghentleman  raises  has  no  gefarmoa  what- 
ever to  the  Vote  beftm  the  Houee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beff  peidon. 
I  understand  that  the  ffallant  ueutenaat 
was  a  member  of  tne  BenhneiielaiHl 
force. 

«The  UNDEB  SEORETABT  or 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Beitm 
H.  DB  W'  Bxs,  Liverpool,  Baet  TorteCh) : 
In  answer  to  the  question  pat  to  me  1^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  I  have 
to  say  I  thought  I  had  answered  hia 
last  night  as  to  the  Walfisoh  Bay  Bns- 
dition.  The  item  of  £60  is  inserted  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  the  expenees  of 
Colonel  Phillips,  who  was  sent  to 
Walfisch  Bay  to  negotiate  with  the 
German  representative  with  regard  to  a 
tract  on  the  south-east  of  the  walfisoh 
Bay  Territory.  There  is  an  intematioiMJ 
question  between  this  ooontvy  and 
Germany,  and  as  the  negotiatioiia  sie 
pending  the  House  will  understand  Aat 
it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  enter  into 
details  on  the  matter.  Then,  wifli 
reg^urd  to  the  statements  the  hon.  Meoi- 
ber  referred  to  as  being  made  to  him  at 
the  breakfast  with  Lo  Benffula's  envojSi 
I  have  to  point  out  that  the  genttemaa 
who  is  oondnoting  these  natires  haa  no 
authority  to  make  any  statement  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Goremnisnt, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fa 
no  way  responsible  for  any  statement  of 
his. 

*SiB  J.  SWINBT7RNE  (StaAordahiiei 
Lichfield) :  May  I  ask,  where  is  dM 
"  Orange  Eiver  Territory  "  ?  I  thoog^ 
I  had  some  idea  of  the  geography  of 
South  Africa,  but  I  am  at  a  loaa  to 
know  where  this  territory  is,  and  shooU 
like  to  have  more  information  on  llie 

point.  

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Oam- 
borne) :  With  reference  to  this  Walllabh 
Bay  mission,  I  should  like  to  know 
when  these  negotiations  will  be  oom* 
pleted,  and  when  we  shall  be  entitled  to 
discuss  the  result  ?  I  do  not  think  it  ia 
a  proper  thing  to  ask  us  to  pay  tUa 
£60  and  yet  refuse  to  give  us  any  !&• 
formation  on  the  subjmt  The  more 
immediate  question  of  interest,  however, 
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18  in  regard  to  some  information  which 
appears  in  this  morning's  newspapers 
in  reference  to  the  disturbances  in  the 
interior.  I  find  from  Beuter's  telegram 
that  one  of  our  own  people  is  creating 
disturbance,  or  at  any  rate,  is  mixed  up 
wiUi  people  who  are  rising  and  driving 
German  settlers  down  to  the  coast. 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  is  nothing 
with  regard  to  Damaraland  in  this  Vote. 
Mb.  OONYBEABE  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  as  much  about  this 
territory  as  I  do,  he  would  be  aware 
that  Walfisch  Bay  is  a  little  strip  of 
territory  cut  out  of  Damaraland,  and 
that,  therefore,  I  am  perfectly  in  order. 
Oan  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
ffive  us  any  information  as  to  whether 
Sie  disturbances  I  refer  to  are  affecting 
our  interests  in  Walfisch  Bay?  We 
have  just  had  news  of  the  slaughter  of 
a  number  of  our  people  in  another  part  of 
tiie  world,  namely,  in  Ohina,  and  I  think 
the  Oovemment  should  consider  whether 
it  is  not  necessary  to  protect  our  people 
in  Damaraland.  As  to  the  envoys  of 
the  Ohief  Lo  Bengula,  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  have  some  information  as  to 
what  line  of  policy  Her  Majesty's 
Government  proposes  to  pursue  in 
regard  to  that  country.  The  Colonial 
Office  seems  habitually  devoid  of  infor- 
mation in  respect  of  this  territory  in 
South  Africa.  There  is  a  letter  in  an 
evening  paper  from  Mr.  Haggard,  who 
has  just  returned  from  Matabeleland, 
and  he  states  that  though  he  is  the  last 
Englishman  who  has  been  in  Lo  Ben- 
gula's  country,  and  offered  to  give  Lord 
Knutaford  information  regarding  the 
state  of  the  country,  his  Lordship 
refused  to  see  him  on  the  ground  that 
he  had  more  pressing  business  to  attend 
to.  Not  very  long  ago  it  was  stated 
that  we  were  going  to  assume 
some  sort  of  indefinite  Protectorate 
over  the  whole  of  this  country,  and  I 
junoerely  trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  not  sanction  tne  exploit- 
ing of  this  magnificent  country  for  the 
benefit  of  two  or  three  individuals  con- 
nected with  Uie  lUiodes  and  Budd  con- 
cession. Mr.  Hag^^ard  was  refused  per- 
mission to  enter  uhb  territory,  although 
he  at  last  succeeded  in  doing  so,  and 
notices  have  been  issued  that  nobody 
is  to  go  into  Matabeleland  or  Basuto- 
Jand,  and  without  going  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  we  ought  to  assume  re- 
fipoosibility  for  Uie  whole  of  Matabele- 


land, I  think  we  ought  to  avail  ourselves 
of  the  opportunity  of  the  presence  of 
Lo  Bengma's   representatives   in  this 
country  to  see  that  no  4njustice  is  done 
to  our  people  there.    I  am  as  opposed 
to  wholesale  annexation  as  anyoody, 
but  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact 
that,   in  Matabeleland  with  its   great 
mining  wealth  you  will  soon  have  very 
considerable  British  interests.  It  is  only 
reasonable  when  the  opportunity  pre- 
sents itself  that  we  should  take  mea- 
sures to  protect  our  intorests  hereafter, 
and  that  will  be  best  done  by  carefully 
considering,   and  not  by  peremptorily 
rejecting,  the  request  which  has  been 
referred    to    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment  by  the  envoys  of    Lo  Beng^a. 
I  will  not  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
we  should  appoint  English  Residents,  but 
it  must  be  obvious  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Ciiief  Commissioner  living  in 
Cape  Town  to  protect  British  interests 
so  far  from  the  seat  of  Government  as 
Matabeleland.    I  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  without  undue  delay  afford  us 
some  reasonable  opportunity   of  care- 
fully discussing  the  whole  of  this  impor- 
tant question,  oecause  if  we  do  not  go 
into  it  the  time  will  come  when  we  shall 
be  involved  in  some  stupid  difficulties 
arising  from  our  disinclination  to  face  the 
questions  of  the  day,  which  will  involve 
us  in  the  expenditure  of   hundreds  of 
thousands,  possibly  millions,  of  pounds. 
Colonel   NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
hope  an  answer  will    be  given  to  the 
question  with  regard  to  the  Orange  Biver 
Territory.  Weall  know  where  the  Orange 
Free  State  is;   but  as  there  is  a  new 

name  we  oiight  to  know 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber that  this  Vote  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Orange  Biver  Territory. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
state  for  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  As  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  has  exhausted  his  right  to 
speak,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  questions  addressed  to  him. 
The  matter  principally  touched  upon  by 
the  hon.  Meinber  opposite  (Mr. 
Conybeare)  were  fully  aealt  with  in 
the  House  last  nigh^  and  if  he  had 
been  here  and  heard  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  or  read  it  in  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information, 
his  curiosity  would  have  been  amply 
gratified.     He  spoke  of  Damaraland^ 
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nect    the    death    with    the    accident. 
It  is  now  recommended  that  the  widow 
should  receire  £15  for  herself  and  £2 
for  each  cbild  under  the  age    of   15. 
Joseph  Barrett,  a  hired  postman,  while 
•delivering  letters,  was  struck  on  the  head 
hy  a  cricket  ball,  and  was  so  badly  in- 
jured that  he  was  compelled  to  retire, 
and  was  unable  to  contribute  to  his  own 
fluptwrt.     He  will  receive  no  gratuity, 
bocauHe  the  injurv  he  received  was  not 
directly  attributable  to  the  nature  of  his 
ompluymeut.  It  is  now  proposed  to  give 
'him  £26.  I  may  say  that  a  sum  of  £500 
has  been  asked  for  in  the  Supplementary 
Ksii mutes  for  this  purpose,  and  there  has 
been   iilaood  in  the  Estimates  of  next 
year,  for  the  approval  of  the  Committee, 
a  sum  of  £700.     It  has  been  provided 
that  the  administration  of  this  sum  shall 
bo  guvernod  by  the  strictest  rules ;  that 
the  AHKiunt  shall  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
tiosal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  time  being  ;    and  that  the  First 
ifiord  of  the  Treasury  shall  be  entitled  to 
licit  in  these  particular  cases  only  on  the 
riMioiiiinondation    of  the  Troasun\      I 
liDpn  that  I  have  shown  that,  although 
tItoNo  are  oases   which  are  outside  the 
four  corners  of  the  Act  which  we  have 
to    administer,    they    are    hard    cases 
which  diHierve  consideration.     I  wish  to 
•ay  that  it  is  difllcult  to  avoid  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  in  connection  with 
the  Huporannuation  Vote,  because  it  has 
been  the  practice—and  it  is  difficult  to 
avoid  the  practice — to  make  the  amount 
up  of  the  sums  which  are  on  charge  up 
to  the  30th  November.     In  other  words, 
the  Huporannuation  Vote  for  the  current 
year,  which  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
niont,  say  at  the  end  of  February,  will 
contain  all  the  superannuation  allow- 
ances which  are  known  ud  to  the  dOth  of 
November  preceding.     But    it    is  im- 
possible   for    anyone    to    estimate  the 
number  of  retirements  that  may  take 
place      during      the      year,      or     the 
number      of      pensions      that      may 
fall  out  of    charge    during  the  year; 
and  therefore  it  is  the  most  difficult  of 
all  the  Estimates  to  estimate  accurately. 
I  hope,  however,  that  I  have  convinced 
the  Committee  that  at  any  rate  the  Vote 
now  asked  for  has  not  been  submitted 
without  the  most  careful  consideration 
of  all  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  matter,  and  that  they  will  be  justi- 
fied in  agreeing  to  the  Vote. 

Mr,  JMek99n 


8iK  O.  OAMFBKLL  (KiikodUj}:  I 
am  sue  we  are  obliged  to  the  fl<cuiuiy 
to  the  TreasiuT  fftr  the  fbll  liat—t 
he  haa  made,  but  at  the  auae  time  I 
cannot  help  saying  it  would  lieve  baae 
infinitely  better  had  the  etetenwpt  h&mt 
presented  to  us  in  wiitiiig.  The  atate- 
ment  is  extremely  aatiafiaotory  indeod; 
there  is  only  one  or  two  obacwratiiMt  I 
want  to  make  upon  it^  The 
Gentleman  has  tola  ua  that  in  two 
pensions  have  been  ffraated  to  gentle- 
men entirely  broken  down  in  heelfli»  snd 
that  medical  oertifioates  were  reoeived  to 
that  effect.  We  were  ao  Uunongfa^ 
convinced  in  the  disonsaion  which  took 
place  last  Session  of  the  ppoet  eboae 
which  had  taken  plaoe  in  ellowmg 
officers  to  retire  on  the  oertifioetaa  oi 
private  medical  praetitioneny  that  we 
welcomed  the  pledge  given  hj  the 
Chancellor  of  the  £zoheqner  that  the 
practice  should  cease,  and  that  in  flitine 
certificates  would  only  be  aooepted  froin 
public  and  responsible  offioera.  I  ahoiill 
like  to  know  whether  that  pledge  haa 
been  fulfilled?  A^^,  I  aee  that  one 
gentleman  has  retired  at  67  jemtB  of 
age,  and  after  52  years'  service,  and  diet 
another  gentleman  has  retired  at  72 
years  of  age  after  60  years'  aervioe.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  all  thaaa 
years'  service  count  in  assessing  flie 
amount  of  pension  to  be  given  P 
*Mb.  JAuKSON  :  In  no  ease  ie  mora 
t^an  two- thirds  of  the  salary  given  aa 
pension,  and  in  no  case  are  more  than 
40  years'  service  counted  in  fixing  a 
pension. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  will  onlj  add 
I  think  the  whole  House  will  heartilj 
assent  to  the  grants  in  the  hard  oaeee 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  man- 
tioned. 

Ma.  JENNINGS  (Stockport):  Thh 
Vote  as  it  was  presented  to  the  Ooos* 
mittee  was  open  to  very  great  objeotien ; 
but  I  think  that  the  most  serione  ob- 
jection  has  been  removed  by  the  vtate 
ment  which  has  been  made  by  ilie 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Althn^gii  i 
think  it  is  a  shameful  thinff  togive  veiy 
larffe  pensions  to  persons  who  have  dime 
nothing  to  deserve  them,  and  who  have 
not  been  in  the  service  of  the  ooontn 
for  more  than  three  or  four  yeaia,  I 
admit  that  under  the  system  wluoh  now 
exists  the  people  who  give  to  the  pahlio 
very  many  years  of  fai  ^-f^l  and  haid 
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^errioe  are  justly  entitled  to  tbeir  pen- 
sions. On  this  soore,  therefore,  I  shall 
oertainlj  make  no  objection  to  this  Vote. 
I  think  that  postmen  and  persons  of 
that  desoription  get  far  too  little  after 
their  period  of  serrioe  has  expired-  My 
dbjeotion  to  the  system  is  that  the 
money  has  g^e  too  largely  into  the 
liands  of  persons  who,  by  influence  or 
by  some  other  circumstances,  have  re- 
oeived  large  amounts  without  rendering 
any  services  whatever  to  the  country. 
There  are  several  points  in  connection 
with  this  Vote  to  which  I  should  have 
liked  to  refer.  I  must  say  that  it  is  a 
eerious  thing  that  these  Supplementary 
Estimates  should  have  been  so  long 
before  the  House  as  they  have  been. 
The  period  of  time  which  has  been  de- 
voted to  some  questions  is  very  dis- 
couraging to  Members  who  have 
objections  to  make  to  particular  items ; 
and  considering  the  state  of  public 
business  and  the  manifest  desire  which 
the  House  has  shown  this  afternoon  to 
arrive  at  the  Vote  on  Account  as  soon  as 
possible,  I  think  I  should  best  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  Committee  if  I  do  not 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
given  notice. 

*Mb.  OONYBBAEB  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne  Division^:  I  should  be  the  last 
man  in  the  world  to  object  to  any  reason- 
able remuneration  by  way  of  pension  or 
otherwise  to  those  who  have  faithfully 
served  the  State.  What  I  object  to  is, 
that  we  do  not  deal  with  the  different 
classes  of  public  servants  on  anything 
like  equitable  terms.  When  we  con- 
sider what  paltry  sums  these  poor  in- 
capacitated postmen  and  others  receive, 
and  what  large  sums  are  granted  to  old 
gentlemen  on  retirement,  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  that  we  reward  thelatter  on  a 
higher  scale  than  we  do  their  less  fortunate 
biisthren.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
ban  told  ns  that  the  man  Frost  was  only 
entitled  to  £33,  that  Leaky  was  only 
entitled  to  £11  17s.  Sd.,  that  McCarthy 
was  entitled  to  nothing  at  all,  and  that 
Barrett  will  receive  nothing  unless  we 
assent  to  this  estimate.  What  I  want  to 
emphasise  is  that  we  ought  to  have  an 
equitable  scale  of  pensioning — for  the 
higheel  as  well  as  the  lowestof  our  public 
servants.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  pointed  out  that  in  the  case  of  hired 
servants  like  postmen,  dock  labourers, 
and  others,  the  scale  of  pension  is  one 
week's   pay    for    every  year's  service. 


Now,  if  we  take  the  case  of  Mr, 
Mansfield's  pension  of  £1,000,  which  is 
two-thirds  of  the  salary  he  has  received 
annually  for  28  years,  and  apply 
to  it  the  principle  we  apply  to  the  case 
of  postmen  and  others,  what  do  we  find? 
Why,  that  Mr.  Mansfield  is  entitled,  not 
to  £1,000  a  year,  but  to  £784. 
♦Mr.  JACKSON:  The hon.  Gentleman 
is  confusing  the  two  classes  of  servants. 
The  men  he  refers  to  have  not  g^t  Civil 
Service  certificates. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  What  I  complain 
of  is  that  they  ought  to  have.  If  you 
have  poor  men  working  hard  for  you  for 
a  number  of  years,  they  are  just  as  much 
entitled  to  have  their  services  recognised 
in  the  form  of  pension,  if  you  admit  the 
principle  of  pensions,  as  other  people. 
You  deal  out  one  measure  to  poor  men, 
and  another  measure  to  rich  men.  I  want 
to  see  all  men  treated  alike.  But  one  word 
in  respect  to  what  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  said  as  to  prisons.  I  was 
Klad  to  hear  him  say  that  prison  esta- 
blishments are  being  reduced,  but  I 
should  like  to  be  assured  that  the 
remark  applies  to  the  Admiralty  prison 
at  Bodmm.  Is  the  scandal  as  to  the 
sinecure  offices  connected  with  that 
establishment  to  continue  ?  If  it  is,  it 
is  clear  we  shall  be  asked  at  some  future 
time  for  superannuation  allowances  in 
respect  of  a  number  of  offices  which 
everyone  admits  are  nothing  but  sine- 
eures. 

Mr.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhampton)  : 
I  think  that  the  plain  and  lucid  expla* 
nation  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
has  made  it  clear  that  the  action  of  the 
Treasury  in  regard  to  disbursements 
under  this  Vote  nave  been  characterized 
by  very  great  caution.  In  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  learned  Member  for 
Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  let  me  say 
that  the  real  point  of  inequality  in 
regard  to  these  pensions  is  tne  aUow- 
anoe  of  ten  years  for  professional  quali- 
fications. This  is  nothing  short  of  an 
abuse,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  dealt  with 
by  legislation.  In  the  case  of  barristers 
who  are  appointed  to  well-paid  positions 
of  £1,500  a  year,  I  fail  to  see  why  their 
retiring  allowances  should  be  calculated 
on  more  than  the  actual  number  of 
years  that  they  have  served.  With 
reference  to  the  compassionate  allow- 
ances, I  rejoice  that  such  a  ftmd  now 
exists,  as  there  used  to  be  cases  of  great 
hardship  which  tiie  Treasury  deeirad  to 
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meet,  and  which  they  felt  sure  the 
House  of  Oommons  would  desire  to 
meet,  but  which,  owing  to  the  state  of 
the  law,  could  not  be  assisted.  I  am 
glad  that  this  discretionary  power  is 
now  given  to  the  Treasury,  and  I  feel 
sure  that  it  is  exercised  with  caution. 

Sib  O.  CAMPBELL :  I  should  like 
some  information  as  to  what  are  the  ar- 
ranffements  with  regard  to  the  reception 
of  the  medical  certificates. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Most  careful  scru- 
tiny has  been  made  ioto  these  certificates 
ana  in  all  cases  where  it  is  deemed 
necessary  to  get  confirmatory  evidence 
the  Department  obtain  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask 
whether  in  view  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Wise,  which  occurred  last  year,  the 
Bill  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer proposes  to  introduce  is  intended 
to  apply  to  Ireland  ? 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  We  shall  certainly 
apply  to  Ireland  the  provisions  we  apply 
to  i^gland.  We  shall  see  we  get  con- 
firmatory .evidence  in  the  case  of  all 
pensions  which  are  granted. 

*8iB  J.  SWINBURNE  (Stafford, 
Lichfield) :  Instead  of  getting  confirma- 
tory evidence  would  it  not  be  better  to 
have  all  officers  applying  for  pensions 
examined  in  the  first  instance  by  the 
Qovernment  medical  officer  ?  It  is  very 
well  known  that  no  doctor  likes  to  say 
that  a  brother  officer  has  given  a  certifi- 
cate which  is  not  exactly  correct. 

♦Tub  CHANCELLOIl  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  That  is  in  the  main  the 
intention  of  the  Government ;  but  it  can- 
not always  be  carried  out  because  in 
many  cases  distant  from  London  it  is 
not  posuble  to  ffet  examination  by  a 
central  officer.  We  have  been  in  com- 
municatiun  with  medical  officers  and 
have  taken  great  pains  to  ascertain 
whether  we  can  find  anyone  possessing 
the  neoessaiyqualification  to  undertake 
the  work.  We  think  we  have  done  so, 
and  we  are  about  to  make  arrangements 
whereby  in  all  principal  cases  uie  gen- 
tlemen applying  for  pensions  shall  be 
examined  by  a  Government  medical 
officer. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £7,000,  Suoplementary,  Pauper 
Lunatics,  Englana. 

Db.  TANNEB  (Cork,  Mid):  I  de- 
sire  to  point  out  that  although  the  num- 
ber of  lonatios  has  decreased  of  late 
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years  the  number  ohargeable  to  the  poor 
rates  has  increased  in  each  year.  Th» 
number  chargeable  in  Janumiy,  I8M 
was  72,486,  but  last  year  tlM  naaber 
shows  an  increase  of  1,602.  Beaideathia- 
there  is  the  fact  that  in  all  oaaoa  th# 
treatment  of  these  unfortanato  people  iv 
certainly  not  what  any  humane  aaa 
would  allow  to  pass  without  isqiuij.. 
Last  year  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Fermanagh  called  attentioiite 
the  case  of  John  Siioklefp  a  maa 
aged  68,  who  was  removed  firom  the. 
Kammersmith  Police  Court  to  Oolney 
Hatch  on  the  Saturday  previoue  to  tfaie 
day  on  which  my  hon.  Friend  bronght 
the  case  before  the  House.  Tlia  poor 
fellow  was  said  to  be  in  a  feeble  ooii- 
dition  hut  perfectly  quiet.  Ae  a  mle 
when  patients  are  removed  from  a  poliee- 
court  or  a  workhouse  to  an  asylnm,  they 
are  certified  to  be  violent ;  bat  thia  man 
was  certified  as  perfectlv  quiet.  On  th» 
Monday  he  was  seriously  ill,  and  on  the 
Tuesday  he  was  dead.  At  the  time  of 
his  death  it  was  discovered  he  had  a 
broken  jaw  and  that  one  of  his  teeth 
had  been  knocked  out.  At  the  inqueet 
the  jury  found  that  the  man's  deatk 
had  been  accelerated  by  the  injoriea  ho 
had  received,  but  nothing  had  smee  been 
done  to  arrive  at  the  truth.  It  haa  not 
yet  been  shown  how  the  man  sastained 
the  injuries.  Surely  the  police  who  con- 
veyed the  man  from  the  conrt  to  tho 
asylum  would  have  noticed  that  Stiok- 
ley  was  suffering  from  these  injoriea  if 
he  had  sustained  them  at  the  time.  Oar* 
tainly  I  should  have  thought  that  tho 
Government  would  have  granted  an 
inquiry  into  the  case ;  but  instead  of  that 
the  representatives  of  the  Local  Oovem* 
ment  Bourd  fenced  with  all  the  queationa 
which  were  asked  upon  the  subject.  I 
have  here  a  list  of  15  or  16  casea  which 
demand  some  reply  from  the  Miniates 
in  charge  of  this  Vote ;  but  I  will  not 
delay  the  Oommittee  fiirther,  aino» 
friends  of  mine  tell  me  there  are  maajr 
matters  that    are  more    deserving    en 

fublic  attention.  I  will,  however,  aaj 
hope  the  Government  will  tak^  into 
consideration  the  remonstranoea  ad- 
dressed by  responsible  medical  offleera 
in  the  asylum  service,  as  to  the  asylnma 
beinff  undermanned,  in  consequenoe  of 
which  the  medical  officers  are  auite  nn» 
able  to  do  their  duty  by  the  unfortunate 
creatures  submitted  to  their  care. 
Surely,  in  an  asylum  of  800  patients,  one 
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laedical  man,  one  assistant,  and  two 
•clinioal  clerks  are  not  enough,  to  pay 
•attention  to  the  cases  committed  to  their 
charge.  The  mere  writing  out  of  the 
charts  of  the  oases  would  take  all  the 
-time  of  such  a  staff.  I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  dealing  with  the  matter  at  any 
length,  but  I  sincerely  hope  the  hon. 
'Gentleman  opposite  will  bring  the 
matter  before  the  Department  under 
whose  supervision  these  unfortunate 
people  are,  that  they  may  be  dealt  with 
m  the  way  humanity  demands. 

Tbm  8ECBETABT  to  the  LOOAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOAED  (Mr.  W. 
LoKO,  Wilts,  Devizes):  I  am  sure  the 
-Government  and  the  Committee  are 
quite  ready  to  listen  to  the  suggestions 
of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  hope  I  shall 
not  be  misunderstood  when  I  say  that 
the  Department  responsible  for  this  Vote 
has  no  control  over  the  administration 
of  these  institutions.  The  sole  duty  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Vote  is  to  ask  for  this 
money  and  to  see  that  each  charge 
made  is  substantiated  by  the  Board  of 
-Guardians,  and  this  is  the  last  occasion 
i^hen  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  ask  for  this  money. 
Any  remonstrance  with  respect  to  ad- 
ministration should  be  addressed  to  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners.  The  hon. 
Member  has  made  some  strictures  upon 
the  administration  of  those  pauper 
lunatic  asylums.  For  my  own  part,  I 
bave  no  doubt  that  there  was  some  foun- 
dation for  charges  brought  forward  in 
various  cases;  but,  as  a  whole,  those 
institutions  are  very  carefully  looked 
after.  The  fact  of  a  small  Supplemen- 
tary Vote  being  necessary  is  owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  fieures  on  which  the 
original  Estimate  had  been  founded 
were  somewhat  misleading.  I  am  sure 
that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
will  receive  due  attention  in  the  proper 
quarter. 

Dn.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid) :  Allow 
me  to  say  that  when  public  money  is 
-voted,  then  is  the  time  lor  calling  atten- 
tion to  defects  in  administration  of  any 
department  concerned  in  the  expendi- 
ture. As  a  medical  man  I  thought  it 
.my  duty  to  bring  this  matter  forward. 

Vota  agreed  to. 

Class  VII. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
.poeed, 


"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,600,  bt 
gnuDted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889, 
for  certain  Advances  to  be  made  in  Aid  of  the 
Etnigration  and  Colonization  of  Oroften  and 
Cottars  of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland,  includiog  Expenses  of  Administra- 
tion." 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  (Mr.  QosoHBN,  St.  Qeorfi^e's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  may  perhaps  be 
convenient  that  I  should  at  this  point 
express  the  arrangement  by  which  the 
Government  propose  to  carry  out  their 
view  expressed  last  year,  that  there 
should  be  a  review  of  schemes  of  State- 
aided  emigration.  We  propose  to  appoint 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
and  the  terms  of  reference  we  shall  pro- 
pose will  be  as  follows : — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  Tarious  schemes  which  have  been 
proposed  to  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Ternment  to  facili- 
tate emigration  from  the  congested  districts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  the  British  colonies  or 
elsewhere ;  to  examine  the  results  of  any  schemes 
which  hare  recelTed  practical  trial  in  reeent 
years ;  and  to  report  generally  open  the  means 
by,  and  the  conditions  under,  which  such  emi- 
gration cap.  best  be  carried  out  and  the  quarters 
to  whid^  it  can  most  advantageously  be 
directed." 

Mr,  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  In 
what  respect  does  this  differ  from  the 
Motion  put  on  the  Paper  last  year  ? 
♦Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
compares  the  two  he  will  see  that  this  is 
considerably  wider  in  scope  than  our 
proposal  of  last  year ;  it  includes  emi- 
gration from  congested  districts  not  only 
in  the  crofter  counties,  but  in  other  parts 
of  Great  Britain,  and  not  only  to  British 
colonies,  but  to  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Does  it  include 
migration  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No ;  it  does  not. 

*Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND 
(Sutherland) :  Will  the  inquiry  include 
the  soheme  under  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  now  carrying  on  emigration 
from  the  Highlands? 
♦Mr.  (K)SCHEN  :  The  scheme  of  the 
GoTemment  is  so  far  only  experimental ; 
it  would  be  for  the  Committee  to  inquire 
how  far  it  has  answered,  and  whether  it 
is  desirable  togive  further  effect  to  it. 

Mm.  HUNTER :  I  see  that  £700  have 
been  announced  as  the  amount  sub- 
scribed by  private  individuals  in  Glasgow 
towards  this  emigration  scheme  ;  is  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  in  a  position  to 
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Bay  if  any  further  sums  beyond  this  £700 
have  been  received  up  to  the  present 
time. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes ;  I  believe  the 
remainder  of  the  amount  has  been  sub- 
scribed. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL :  I  presume  the 

Shrase  congested  districts  refers  to  rural 
istricts,  not  manufacturing  districts  or 
mining  districts?  The  term  has  hitherto 
been  understood  in  that  sense. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  No;  our  proposal 
is  wider  than  that.  Tou  might  have  a 
congested  district  in  the  East  End  of 
London.  The  Government  are  anxious 
that  the  whole  question  of  emigration 
should  be  thoroughly  thrashed  out.  We 
do  not  want  to  put  forward  any  scheme 
unless  it  has  received  the  countenance  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  subject  is 
one  which  is  rightly  considered  of  great 
importance  both  by  the  friends  and  the 
opponents  of  emigration  ;  and  there  are 
few  subjects  upon  which  it  is  more 
desirable  to  have  a  full  inquiry  by  a 
competent  Committee. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helen's): 
Is  it  intended  to  appoint  this  Committee 
at  once  ?  Will  a  Colonization  Board  be 
constituted  to  administer  the  fund  which 
has  been  raised  ? 

♦Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND : 
Pending  the  Report  of  the  Committee, 
is  it  proposed  to  suspend  the  present 
scheme  ? 

Mr.  HUNTER:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether,  after  the  additional  sums  be- 
yond the  £700  are  subscribed,  the  pri- 
vate subscribers  will  be  allowed  to 
appoint  one  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  SETON-KARR:  WiU  the  fact 
of  this  Committee  being  appointed  pre- 
clude anv  discussion  in  the  House  upon 
State- aiaed  colonization  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  must  admit 
that  I  think  the  subject  would  be 
better  discussed  after  the  Committee 
has  been  appointed.  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  appoint 
the  Committee  at  once,  and  it  will 
be  more  satisfactory  to  have  the  whole 
matter  threshed  out  upstairs  before 
a  general  discussion  is  taken  in  the 
House.  But,  of  course,  hon.  Members 
can  take  their  own  opportunity  of 
raising  a  debate,  or  they  will  find  it 
n^n  the  Motion  to  appoint  the  Com- 
mittee or  on  the  terms  of  reference.  The 
Gbvemment  hope  that  in  arranging 
this  Committee  they  have  satisfied  to  a 
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certain  extent  those  who  are  in  faTOur 
of  colonization.  The  £2,000,  whieh  are* 
equal  to  one- fifth  of  the  amount  to  be 
granted  by  the  Gtivemment,  haTing- 
been  subscribed,  arrangements  hare 
been  made  for  the  Provoet  of  Olaagow 
to  represent  the  private  eabecriMrs. 
We  do  not  propose  to  extend  the  present 
scheme  for  the  emigration  of  orofters 
until  the  Committee  nave  reported,  ex- 
cept so  far  as  pledges  have  been  given 
to  a  limited  numoer  of  crofters,  who 
have  made  their  plans,  sold  their  stock, 
and  whom  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
disappoint.  Otherwise  we  do  not  wish 
to  move  at  all  until  we  have  the  ftill 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  subject 
I  am  glad  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
answering  these  questions,  and  I  think 
hon.  Members  will  see  exactly  how 
the  matter  stands. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  After  this 
announcement,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  necessity  for  fighting  oat  the  ques- 
tion to-night.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  dis- 
cussing this  Tote,  we  discuss  maosf 
already  spent.  I,  for  one,  desire  mt 
the  question  of  emigration  finom  the 
Higmands  should  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed ;  but  I  do  not  think,  under  pr^ 
sent  circumstances,  this  is  the  oppor- 
tunity. Under  the  condition  ust 
nothing  further  is  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment, I  will  not  raise  the  question 
now. 

Mr.  SETON-KARB:  Are  the  Go- 
vernment aware  that  a  Oolonisatiott 
Committee,  composed  of  135  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  30  Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  has  existect 
for  the  last  two  Sessions?  These 
Gentlemen  have  thoroughly  examined 
the  subject,  have  taken  evidence,  and 
are  prepared  with  a  practical  and  sound 
financial  scheme.  I  merely  mention 
this  to  ask  if  the  Oovemment  are 
aware  of  the  fact,  and  whether  that 
knowledge  will  have  any  bearing  upon 
their  own  proposal  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  Have  the  Oovemment  con- 
sidered the  desirability  of  taking 
evidence  from  Colonists,  and  from 
inhabitants  of  other  countries?  I  un- 
derstand the  proposal  is  to  extend  th» 
investigation  to  all  parts  of  the* world. 
Now,  it  is  well  known  that  the  class  of 
people  we  want  to  get  rid  of— the 
paupers  and  the  unemployed — are  just 
those  which  foreign  Grovemments,  andi 
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even  our  own  Oolonies,  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with .  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
arrangements  will  be  made,  by  way  of 
Commission  or  otherwise,  for  collecting 
eridence  in  foreign  couDtries  and  the 
Colonies,  if  witnesses  cannot  be  brought 
before  the  Committee  upstairs. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL:  Are  we  dis- 
tinctly to  understand  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  inquire  into  emigration  to  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  not  confine 
itself  merely  to  British  Colonies  ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  distinctly  read 
out  the  words  "British  Colonies  and  else- 
where." With  reference  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seton-Karr), 
I  am  aware  that  there  is  such  a  Com- 
mittee; but  the  Committee  we  propose 
will  be  composed  not  only  of  the  friends 
of  emigration,  but  of  the  critics  of 
emigration.  There  are  gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  have  doubts  as  to  the 
efficacy  of  emigration,  and  it  is  in  order 
to  get  an  authoritative  decision  of  the 
House  on  this  very  important  subject, 
which  may  cause  considerable  outlay,  that 
we  wish  it  thoroughly  sifted  both  by 
the  friends  and  supporters  of  the  scheme 
and  by  the  critics  of  it.  As  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Member  for  Cam- 
borne, it  would  be  most  Utopian  to  lay 
down  schemes  of  emigration  without 
being  fairly  assured  that  those  schemes 
would  receive  the  warm  support  of  the 
Colonies  or  countries  to  which  the  emi- 
grants are  to  be  sent.  The  agents  for 
the  Colonies  in  this  country  will  be 
able  to  give  valuable  information  with 
regard  to  the  views  of  the  Colonies 
they  represent,  and  it  will  be  im- 
portant to  have  knowledge  of  the  laws, 
say  of  the  United  States,  which  regulate 
emigration  into  the  United  States,  and 
generally  of  the  conditions  under  which 
emigration  could  be  carried  out.  We 
wish  to  place  no  limits  to  the  fullness  of 
the  inquiry. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
It  seems  to  me  that  a  most  ludicrous 
JUneo  has  occurred  to  ni^ht.  In  order 
to  avert  threatened  discussions  the 
Gknremment  have  been  converted  to  the 
desirability  of  appointing  Committees, 
and  have  ag^reed  to  three — one  for  mining 
lovalties,  another  for  dockyard  ad- 
ministration, and  a  third  for  emigration. 
I  am  far  from  considering  the  present 
proposal  as  being  in  advance  of  the  pro- 
posal made  bv  the  Leader  of  the  House 
at  the  end  of  last  Session.    I  disliked 


that  proposal,  because  by  it  the  Govern- 
ment tried  to  fix  responsibility  for  a- 
mismanaged  scheme  on  the  shoulders  of 
a  number  of  private  individuals;  but 
besides,  this  is  tot  a  question  of  emi- 

f ration  of  people  from  the  congested* 
istricts  of  the  United  Elingdom,  in* 
eluding  East  London  and  Ireland ;  it 
is  a  question  of  £10,000  for  crofter 
emi^ation,  and  I  think  the  subject 
would  have  been  better  considered  by  a 
Committee  specially  appointed  for  the 
purpose,  and  mainly  consisting  of 
Scottish  Members. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  may  remind  the- 
hoD.  Member  that  such  a  proposal  was 
made  by  the  Gt>vemment  last  Session,, 
but  it  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  too  narrow,  and  that  we  ought  to^ 
consider  the  case  of  other  districts  be- 
sides the  Highlands,  and  other  countries- 
besides  our  own  Colonies. 

Dr.    CAMERON:    The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  correct  in  his  statement 
of  the  grounds  of  the  opposition  to  that- 
proposal.      The   ground   of  opposition 
was  that  the  Government  had  started  a 
scheme  and  bungled  it,  and  proposed  to* 
shift  the  responsibility  for  that  mess  on* 
to  the  shoulders  of  a  Committee.     Be- 
sides,  it  was  offered  too  late  in    the- 
Session.     I  have  not  the  smallest  objec- 
tion to  the  appointment  of  such  a  Com- 
mittee at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
and  I  believe  my  own  friends  would^ 
agree  with  me  on  that  point.     But  we* 
would  very  much  prefer  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  special  proposal  for  the* 
crofters.     On  the   1 1th  of   April,   the- 
Secretaxy      to      the      Treasury    wrote- 
various  letters  in  which  he  said  he  had 
got  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
scheme  of    crofter  emigration.      That 
scheme  had  been  warmly  advocated  by- 
Lord   Lothian  for  months   previously.. 
Lord  Lothian  publicly  stated,  in  Novem- 
ber or  December  of  the  year  before- 
last,  that  he  was  convinced  that  emigra- 
tion was  the  remedy  for  the  woes  of  the* 
crofter  districts,  and  it  was  said  that  if 
his  views  were  not  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment he  would  resign.    B^  April  of 
last  year  he  succeeded  in  convincing  the 
politico-economical   Chancellor   of  the^ 
Exchequer    of     the    soundness  of  his- 
views  so  far  as  to  induce  him  to  allow 
the  funds  of  the  general  taxpayers  to- 
be  applied  to  the  benefit  of  one  particu- 
lar class.     When  the  First  Lord  of  the* 
Treasury  was  asked  why  this  soheme* 
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•wad  to  be  carried  out,  he  said  that  the 
OoTernment  were  followiDg  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Orofter  Ootniniseion. 
People  who  had  read  the  Report  of 
the  Uommiseion  belieredthat  what  the 
OomrnisiioD  proposed  was  quite  con- 
trary. Their  scheme  was  that  labourers 
should  be  sent  out  who  were  to  be  in- 
dentured to  employers,  and  that  was  a 
Hchome  for  which  a  small  sum  of  money 
would  be  fluffi'dunt.  The  sec  iud  part  of 
the  scheme  was  that  families  should  be 
emigrated  by  the  assistance  of  the  State. 
They  insued  a  circular,  stating,  as  indi- 
spensable conditions  for  the  success  of 
the  scheme,  that  each  family  should  at 
once  find  means  of  subsistence  on  the 
homestoad  froru  the  day  of  its  arrival ; 
and,  H«K:ondly,  that  the  cost  should  not 
eiceed  what  the  family  could  reasonably 
be  (fXp(M3ted  to  pay  back  in  eight  or  ten 
years ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  Colonial  Go- 
Temment  should  take  an  interest  in  the 
scheme,  see  that  the  emigrants  were 
properly  established,  and  look  after  the 
repiiymeut.  None  of  these  conditions 
wero  fulfilled.  Instead  of  being  allowed 
tjiMo  U)  sell  their  holdings  the  crofters 
w»ro  hurried  out.  and  therefore  the  ez- 
nense  was  greater.  When  these  men 
landed  in  Canada  they  were  not  looked 
aftnr  by  the  Canadian  authorities;  a 
rnpreHontative  of  a  land  company  carried 
thorn  off.  It  was  proposed  that  the  Go- 
VMrnnimit  should  advance  four- fifths  of 
any  sum  not  exceeding  £10,000,  on 
condition  that  the  public  subscribed  the 
remaining  one-fifth.  Until  a  few  months 
ago  only  £700  was  subscribed,  and  the 
(iovernmeut  restricted  their  advances. 
The  (Jiianctdlor  of  the  Exchequer  says 
tliat  the  full  amount  of  £2,000  has  now 
boon  subscribed,  and  I  should  like  to 
know  from  the  Ijord  Advocate  if  that  is 
correct  ? 

TiiR  Wn\)  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
]^lltKliTsoN,  Bute) :  Perfectly  correct. 

I  )u.  CAMERON:  I  am  glad  to  hear 
it.  Now,  as  to  what  actu^ly  occurred, 
as  u  matter  of  fact,  men  were  landed  in 
Canada,  arriving  there  about  the  middle 
of  June.  They  were  taken  in  charge,  not 
by  an  agent  of  the  Canadian  Government, 
but  by  the  agent  of  the  Canada  North- 
Western  Companv.  I  believe  that  gen- 
tleman bestirred  himself  in  the  interests 
of  these  people,  giving  attention  to  their 
welfare  to  an  extant  for  which  they  ought 
to  be  thankful.  But  the  oare  he  took 
of  them  was  not  business  with  which 
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the  Oovemment  eoidd  in  aaj  wa jid«iitify 
themselves.  Tha  eohaaia  was  a  tantttift 
one,  to  see  if  emigration  ooold  bo  earned 
out  on  such  a  large  aoala  aa  wonld  nlieTt 
the  congestion  of  tho  ^■g'^landt  Ths 
proposal  was  that  tho  man  ahoold  bt 
emigrated  to  Oovanimant  landa  ia 
Canada,  that  £120  shimld  ba  gma 
them  to  pay  thair  paaaaga-monej  and 
flPttle  them  in  their  homaataada,  ths 
Canadian  Gk>vemment  giring  theoi  ths 
land  under  the  Homaataad  Bulaa,  whib 
the  Government  held  a  lian  on  their 
holdings  and  stock  for  tha  amount  of 
their  cSvance.  Mr.  Scarth,  tha  gantla- 
man  I  refer  to,  looked  about  for  a  good 

glace  for  the  emigranta  to  aattla  in, 
aving  in  his  mind  the  deairabilitj  of 
placing  them  where  thay  oould  fiah,  and 
he  had  in  view  also  the  naooirity  of 
supplying  them  with  machinacy,  im- 
plements, and  evexything  naoaoeaij 
for  cultivating  their  land.  All  thoM 
things  were  provided.  But  it  wm 
found  that  there  waa  no  Gorara- 
ment  land  available  to  meet  tha  con- 
ditions, so  the  emigrants  were  brondit 
down  to  a  patch  oi  territory  baUmguig 
to  the  Canada  North- Western  Ckunpaay, 
land  selling  from  6  dollars  to  8  doUan 
an  acre.  Thus  they  got  double  the 
value  of  the  land  which  the  (Sovemmant 
intended  to  give  them — ^that  ia  to  aaj« 
they  got  what  was  equivalent  to  a  proaenf 
of  another  £120.  They  wera,  aa  I  aaj, 
supplied  with  implements  and  stock,  and 
the  result  was  that  Mr.  Soarth,  who  took 
them  in  charge,  greatly  over-spant  tha 
money  which  was  to  be  advanced.  Tha 
Canada  North -Western  Company,  who 
did  not  share  the  philanthropy  of  Mr. 
Scarth  their  manager,  gravely  oljaofesd 
to  what  had  taken  place,  and  so  lb* 
Scarth,  was  compelled,  on  the  Ghovsn- 
ment  refusing  to  pay  his  ouflaj,  to 
threaten  to  take  back  the  stock  ha  had 
given  to  the  crofters.  This  brought  tha 
Government  to  book,  and  they  advaaasd 
some  £700  beyond  the  sum  they  had 
given  under  the  original  arranffcment.  8a 
the  crofters  got  another  haoTout  of  tha 
Government,  the  £700  in  question  baiv 
divided  among  30  or  40  xamilies,  an^ 
after  all,  the  Company  was  a  losar  in 
the  matter.  Some  controversy  took 
place  over  this — the  crofters  said  thsw. 
had  been  promised  several  things  whioli 
were  not  ^ven  them.  They  said  tha 
understandmg  was  that  th^  should 
receive  homesteads  of  Qc'^'^ramfnt  land 


S3l 


S^^fplf — 


{Mabch  19,  1889} 


Cml  Survieet. 


222 


where  they  would  hare  the  right  of  pre- 
emption on  another  Quarter  seotion,  and 
that  tiiis  understanaing  had  not  heen 
ialfilled.  They  said  that  the  officer  of 
the  Board  of  Supervision  who  had 
•uperintended  their  emigration  had  said 
that  they  should  reeeire  similar  terms 
to  those  which  had  heen  given  to  pre- 
vious emigrants^  which  included  pro- 
visions for  the  winter  and  seed  for 
the  summer,  but  that  they  found  them- 
selves at  the  commencement  of  the  pre- 
sent winter  without  food  and  seed. 
Certain  ^ntlemen  who  had  been  con- 
neeted  with  the  matter  could  not  afford 
to  see  the  scheme  come  to  grief,  and 
then  it  was,  I  understand,  that  for  sheer 
shame's  sake  the  money  was  subscribed. 
If  it  is  impossible  to  nnd  in  a  suitable 
district  Government  land  in  Canada  on 
which  30  families  can  be  placed  with 
advantage,  how  in  the  world  are  the 
Ckuvemment  going  to  carry  out  the 
asheme  to  such  an  extent  as  to  deplete 
the  population  of  the  Highlands  to  any 
appreciable  degree  ?  The  contention  is 
utterly  absurd.  I  have  never  had  any 
confidence  in  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  utterly  vicious  so  far  as  it 
gauges  the  amount  of  money  to  be  spent 
by  the  Government  by  the  amount  of 
private  subscriptions  to  the  scheme.  If 
the  Gk>vemment  wish  to  emigrate  a 
certain  number  of  crofters,  they  must 
find  the  money  for  it  out  of  their  own 
resources,  and  the  amount  which  will 
be  required  wiU  be  vastly  more  than  is 
likely  to  be  forthcomiog,  or  than  has 
been  forthcoming.  Schemes  to  the 
extent  of  £10,000  have  again  and 
again  been  tried,  and  have  again 
and  again  failed.  Sir  James  Matheson 
spent  £  1 0,000  in  emigrating  people  from 
Lewis,  but  the  island  is  as  populous 
as  ever.  No  doubt  information  on  this 
subject  can  well  be  obtained  by  a  Com- 
mittee, but  lo  mix  up  the  question  of 
State-aided  emigration  firom  all  the  large 
towns  of  England  with  this  question  of 
crofter  emip^ration,  to  n^  mind)  would  be 
an  absurdity.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  question  being  dealt  with.  My 
object  in  oritieising  the  Vote  is  to  show 
that  the  GK>vernment  rushed  into  this 
matter  without  proper  eonsideration  by 
sending  out  men  in  a  great  hurry  at  a 
period  of  the  year  when  it  was  impos- 
sible to  fulfil  the  conditions  under  which 
emigration  should  have  been  conducted, 
aad  at  a  time  when  the  «nigramts  were 
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unable  to  plant  com  or  lay  by  any 
provisions  for  their  winter  use.  The 
Government  sent  these  people  out,  and 
they  made  so  little  arrangement  for 
them  that,  according  to  statements  in 
the  Canadian  newspapers,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  kindly  homesteaders,  who 
gave  them  a  few  acres  of  land  planted 
with  potatoes,  chey  would  have  come  to 
grief  soon  after  their  arrival.  The  way 
this  matter  is  brought  before  the  House 
I  think  deserves  criticism.  The  proposal 
was  made  in  the  course  of  a  crofter 
debate,  the  Gpvemment  declaring  that 
this  was  the  remedy  they  proposed  for 
the  state  of  matters  that  existed  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands.  They  said  they 
were  determined  to  carry  out  this  policy,, 
as  it  was  the  policy  recommended  by 
the  Crofter  Commission.  If  it  were  not 
too  late  an  hour  I  would  ask  how  it  was 
that  it  was  only  at  the  fag  end  of  this 
Report  that  the  Commission  dealt  with 
the  matter,  and  whether  it  was  not  a 
very  different  kind  of  emigration  that 
wa8  referred  to  by  them  ?  The  crofters 
in  Canada  have  no  douht  fallen  on  their 
feet  by  obtaining  more  than  twice  as 
much  as  they  bargained  for,  but  as  a 
piece  of  statesmanship  the  whole  thing 
has  been  utterly  ridiculous.  I  do  not 
intend  to  op^iose  this  Vote  tooth  and 
nail.  But  it  is  through  a  piece  of  simple 
blundering  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  so  much  money  has  been 
wasted. 

*Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suth- 
erlandshire) :  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  that 
there  is  great  danger  in  mixing  up  the 
case  of  the  congested  districts  of  Eng- 
land with  the  case  of  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland.  The  cases  are  entirdy  dissimi- 
lar, and  whatever  grounds  there  may  be 
for  emigration  from  the  congested  dis- 
tricts of  England,  these  groimds  do  not 
exist  in  the  highlands.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  Government  simply  want  to 
continue  the  policy  of  the  landlords 
prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Crofters'  Act 
in  1886,  when  the  landlords  thought 
they  would  compel  the  crofters  to  emi- 
grate by  turning  them  off  the  good  land 
and  putting  them  on  the  bad  land.  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  from 
what  part  of  the  Bbghlands  there  has 
been  any  demand  for  enigration  ?  I  can 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hundreds 
of  instances  where  the  people  of  the 
~s  in  public  meeting  assembled 
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haTe  iMUMed  retolttttons  asking  for  migra- 
tioo,  but  not  for  emigration.  IhaTe  no  in- 
tention of  referring  to  the  £  1 0, 000  which 
is  asked  to-night.  I  take  it  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  a  confession  on  the  (Murt  of  the 
Ooyemment  of  the  failure  of  the  scheme 
theyjoriginally  proposed,  and  I  hope  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  will  he  that  the 
Oovemment  will  oe  induced  to  take  the 
same  view  of  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
Highlands  that  the  people  themselves 
take,  and  that  they  will  afford  facilities  to 
the  crofters  to  give  evidence  themselves 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  Govern- 
ment do  that,  I  am  satisfied  they  will  be 
convinced  that  the  question  of  the  con- 
gestion of  the  Highlands  is  to  be  met  by 
migration  and  not  by  emigration. 
♦Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N  ) :  An 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  me  says  that 
there  is  a  Committee  consisting  of  125 
Members  of  this  House,  and  a  large 
number  of  Peers,  all  in  favour  of  emi- 
gration, and  that,  therefore,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  have  an  inquiry 

Mr.  SETON-EARR  :  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind* 

♦Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  am  one  of  that 
Committee.  We  have  only  met  once, 
and  as  yet  this  question  of  emigration 
and  migration  has  not  been  discussed. 
As  the  question  of  colonization,  emigra- 
tion, and  migration,  is  so  important 
I  am  glad  the  Government  are  going  to 
have  a  searching  inquiry  which  may 
come  to  some  sound  conclusion  on  the 
matter. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  lean 
quite  understand  that  the  Government 
wish  to  confine  the  inquiry  within  man- 
ageable limits,  but  I  would  suggest  that 
the  reference  should  be  so  drawn  as  to 
enable  those  who  say  that  emigration  is 
not  desirable  to  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  alternative  of  migration. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
also  think  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
inquire  whether  a  remedy  for  the  exist- 
ing congestion  in  the  Highlands  may 
not  be  found  in  migration,  and  not  in 
emigration  onlv.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  has  said  that 
it  is  impossible  to  make  advances  to 
enable  Highlanders  to  stock  farms  in 
the  Highlands  or  in  other  parts  of  Scot- 
land, because  we  do  not  know  whether 
we  shall  recover  such  advances.  But 
surely  there  would  be  quite  as  good  (or 
«ven  better)  security  for  such  advances 


if  made  in  Scotland  as  for  similar  ad* 
vancee  for  stocking  farms  in  Manitoba, 
I  can  confirm  the  statements  made  \j 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  OoUega  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  as  to  the  scheme  of  emi- 
gration to  Canada  which  has  been  rs^ 
mred  to,  and  I  think  it  is  to  be  legiettsd 
that  the  Gbvemment  should  refuse  to 
let  the  proposed  Committee  look  at  least 
into  the  question  of  what  is  the  best 
remedy  for  the  congestion  of  the  High- 
lands, and  whether  the  evil  may  not  be 
met  by  migration    to  other  parts    of 
Scotland.     Until  that  question   is  ex- 
amined we  shall  not  be  satisfied ;  and 
though  we  do  not  oppose  the  Vote  now, 
when  the  question  for  the  Committee  is 
proposed    we  shall  move   an   Amend- 
ment. 
«Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Sir,  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  relieves 
the  Committee  of  the  House  from  eon- 
sidering,  in  any  controversial  or  argu- 
mentative sense,  the  proposal  of  a  grant 
of  £10,000.     It  is  desirable  that  the 
Committee  should  be  appointed  with  a 
fair  field  and  an  open  ground  for  in- 
quiry, and  that  nothing  should  be  pre- 
judged before  the  investigation  which 
takes  place  before  the  Committee.    The 
Gt>vemment    submit,    as    one    of    the 
elements  of  inquiry  by  that  Committee, 
what  they  justly  call  the  experiment 
which    is  made  in    emig^tion    under 
the  present  scheme,  and  it  is  because 
that  IS  necessarily  one  of  the  chief  sub- 
jects of  inquiry  that  I  desire  to  say 
nothing  to  prejudge  the  question  as  to 
the  success  of  the  experiment.     At  the 
same  time  that  reticence  on  the  part  ef 
the  Gbvemment,   Mr.  Courtney,  moat 
not  be  misinterpreted  as  any  indication  of 
a  belief  that  the  scheme  is  to  any  extent 
a  failure.  I  desire  to  say  in  a  few  words 
in  what  respects  the  experiment  haa 
been  a  success ;  and  I  would  quote  the 
words   of   its    chief    critic  (the    hon. 
Member  for  the   College   Division  of 
Glasgow),   who  has  said   that  in  the 
present  case  the  crofters   have  fallen 
upon  their   feet.    I  hope  that   when 
this   question    is  considered  by  thoee 
who  are  primarily  interested — nametj, 
the  relief  of  these  congeeted  distriels* 
that  they  will  have  in  view  in  any  repte- 
sentations  made  to  the  Committee  that 
emphatic  testimony  to  the  success  of  this 
experiment.     The    hon.    Member    for 
S[irkcaldy  has  raised  a  point  as  to  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry,  but  before  I  men* 
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tion  that,  because  it  is  not  an  anim- 
portant  potBt,  I  desire  to  say  in  reference 
-to  ^e  general  tone  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion, that  when  the  result  of  the  recent 
scheme  is  closely  examined,  it  will  be 
found  to  contain  great  elements  of  en- 
couragement, and  that  it  has  actually 
achieved  success.  No  doubt  he  is  right 
in  saying  that  the  exigencies  which 
arose  from  the  lateness  of  the  season  at 
which  the  emigration  took  place  may 
have  to  some  extent  impaired  the  ab- 
solutely complete  and  uniform  success 
of  the  individual  emigrations.  But  all 
that  is  merely  an  incident  of  the  scheme, 
which,  given  fair  play,  is  likely  to 
form  a  most  encouraging  field  for 
the  inquiry  of  the  Committee.  I 
turn  to  what  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
who  I  believe  approaches  the  sub- 
ject, as  I  believe  non.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  Oangway  opposite 
desire,  in  a  spirit  of  perfect  candour. 
This  is  a  subject  in  which  all  classes 
of  the  community  are  vastly  and  vitally 
interested,  and  it  is  of  importance, 
that  the  Committee,  in  its  action, 
should  have  an  entirely  open  mind  as 
to  the  resources  which  the  Queen's 
dominions  present  for  obtaining  the 
happiness  of  any  class  of  her  subjects. 
But,  Sir,  he  will  allow  me  to  remind 
him  that  there  are  two  subjects  which 
are  inextricably  confused  in  the  combi- 
nation which  he  proposed.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  very  properly 
emphasized  the  necessity  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  exercising  care  as  to  the  financial 
results  of  their  experiments.  One  of  the 
encouraging  features  in  such  emigra- 
tion as  has  been  experimented  upon  in 
the  recent  scheme  is  that  there  are 
Oovemment  lands  available  from  the 
Colonial  Government,  and  that  these 
can  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
emigrants.  But  when  we  come  to  the 
Mother  Country,  we  are  not  in  the 
position  of  having  Government  lands, 
and,  accordingly,  any  scheme  of  migra- 
tion is  handicapped  wih  the  enormous 
pecuniary  burden  upon  the  State  of  ex- 
propriation. It  is  a  most  serious  ques- 
tion, and  a  most  delicate  social  and 
economic  problem,  that  of  expropriation. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  on  renection,  will 
eee  that  the  subject  which  he  suggests 
stands  in  a  different  category  from  that 
of  emigration;   and  is  attended   with 


difficulties  of  a  most  momentous  kind. 
It  is  greatly  to  be  feared  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  would  find  thmr 
usefulness  largely  hampered  if  they  had 
to  deal  with  a  subject  which  might 
really  lead  to  the  embarrassment  of 
more  accessible  scheme  of  emigration  to 
Oovemment  lands  which  are  available 
in  the  Colonies.  As  to  emigration,  there 
are  a  number  of  competing  schemes; 
various  experiments  have  been  made, 
and  materials  are  already  to  hand. 
Accordingly,  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  subject  will  have  the  various 
interests  placed  before  them.  The  scope 
of  the  inquiry  proposed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  one  most  likely  to  lead 
to  practical  results.  I  hope  I  have  con- 
formed to  the  moderation  of  statement 
which  is  appropriate  on  this  occasion, 
when  we  are  on  the  threshold  of  an  in- 
quiry. I  desire  to  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee this,  that  had  this  been  the  right 
occasion  I  was  prepared  to  vindicate  the 
success  of  the  present  experiment.  But 
I  think  it  is  better  to  reserve  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee  of  this  House  on 
that  subject,  as  there  is  prospect  of  an 
inquiry  by  a  tribunal  which  will  not 
only  be  completely  impartial,  bat 
thorough. 
*Dr.  McDonald  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) :  In  reference  to  what  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  said,  I  would  recommend 
to  the  House  that  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
*the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  told  as 
the  other  night  that  he  was  most  willing 
and  anxious  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
And  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  sug- 
gested was  this— that  you  shotm 
migrate  those  crofters  who  are 
willing  and  able  to  stock  farms 
The  Lord  Advocate  has  spoken  of  the 
difficulties  of  expropriation,  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  there  are  no  such 
difficulties  in  the  Highlands  at  all. 
There  are  hundreds,  nay  thousands,  of 
farmers  in  the  ELighlands  who  hate 
been  groaning  under  high  rents  for  the 
last  19  years,  and  who  would  be  glad 
to  pay  for  the  chance  of  throwing  up 
their  leases.  When  the  right  npn. 
Gentleman  says  there  is  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  emigration,  1 
ask  him  why  not  migrate  to  Mr. 
Winan's  forest?  Does  he  think  it 
very  wrong  to  cause   communities  ilf 
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have  iMUMed  retolutions  asking  for  migra- 
tion y  but  not  for  emigration.  I  haye  no  in- 
tention of  referring  to  the  £  1 0, 000  which 
is  asked  to-night.  I  take  it  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer is  a  confession  on  the  (Murt  of  the 
Oovemment  of  the  failure  of  the  scheme 
they  originally  proposed,  and  I  hope  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  will  he  that  the 
Oovernment  will  oe  induced  to  take  the 
same  view  of  the  state  of  matters  in  the 
Highlands  that  the  people  themselves 
take,  and  that  they  will  afford  facilities  to 
the  crofters  to  give  evidence  themselves 
before  the  Committee.  If  the  Oovem- 
ment do  that,  I  am  satisfied  they  will  be 
convinced  that  the  question  of  the  con- 
g^tion  of  the  Highlands  is  to  be  met  by 
mig^tion  and  not  by  emigration. 

♦Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N  ) :  An 
hon.  Oentleman  behind  me  says  that 
there  is  a  Committee  consisting  of  125 
Members  of  this  House,  and  a  large 
number  of  Peers,  all  in  favour  of  emi- 
gration, and  that,  therefore,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  have  an  inquiry 

Mb.  SETON-KARE  :  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind. 

♦Mb.  BARTLEY :  I  am  one  of  that 
Committee.  We  have  only  met  once, 
and  as  yet  this  question  of  emigration 
and  migration  has  not  been  discussed. 
As  the  question  of  colonization,  emigra- 
tion, and  migration,  is  so  important 
I  am  glad  the  Government  are  going  to 
have  a  searching  inquiry  which  may 
come  to  some  sound  conclusion  on  the 
matter. 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  loan 
quite  understand  that  the  Government 
wish  to  confine  the  inquiry  within  man- 
ageable limits,  but  I  would  suggest  that 
the  reference  should  be  so  drawn  as  to 
enable  those  who  say  that  emigration  is 
not  desirable  to  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  alternative  of  migration. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
also  think  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
inquire  whether  a  remedy  for  the  exist- 
ing congestion  in  the  Highlands  may 
not  be  found  in  migration,  and  not  in 
emigration  only.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  has  said  that 
it  is  impossible  to  make  advances  to 
enable  Highlanders  to  stock  farms  in 
the  Highlands  or  in  other  parts  of  Scot- 
land, because  we  do  not  know  whether 
we  shall  recover  such  advances.  But 
surely  there  would  be  quite  as  good  (or 
even  better)  security  for  such  advances 

Mr.  Angui  Sutherlau 


if  made  in  Scotland  as  for  aioiilar  ad- 
vances for  stocking  farms  in  Manitoba. 
I  can  confirm  the  Btatements  made  hr 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  OoUege  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  as  to  the  aoheme  of  emi- 
gration to  Canada  which  has  been  re^ 
ferred  to,  and  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Gbvemmeot  should  refuse  to 
let  the  proposed  Committee  look  at  least 
into  the  question  of  what  is  the  best 
remedy  for  the  congestion  of  the  Hi^- 
lands,  and  whether  the  evil  may  not  be 
met  by  migration  to  other  parts  of 
Scotland.  Until  that  question  is  ex- 
amined we  shall  not  be  satisfied ;  snd 
though  we  do  not  oppose  the  Vote  now, 
when  the  question  for  the  Committee  is 
proposed  we  shall  move  an  Amend- 
ment. 

«Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RCBEBTSON  :  Sir,  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  rslieves 
the  Committee  of  the  Houee  from  con- 
sidering, in  any  controversial  or  aign- 
mentative  sense,  the  proposal  of  a  grant 
of  £10,000.  It  is  deeiraUe  that  the 
Committee  should  be  appointed  with  a 
fair  field  and  an  open  ground  for  in- 
quiry, and  that  nothing  should  be  pfs- 
judged  before  the  investigation  wfaiek 
takes  place  before  the  Committee.  The 
GK)vemment  submit,  as  one  of  the 
elements  of  inquiry  by  that  Committee, 
what  they  justly  call  the  experiment 
which  is  made  in  emig^tion  midsr 
the  present  scheme,  and  it  is  beoanse 
that  IS  necessarily  one  of  the  chief  eub- 
jects  of  inquiry  that  I  desire  to  say 
nothing  to  prejudge  the  question  as  to 
the  success  of  the  experiment.  At  the 
same  time  that  reticence  on  the  parte! 
the  Government,  Mr.  Courtney,  most 
not  be  misinterpreted  as  any  indication  of 
a  belief  that  the  scheme  is  to  any  ezteat 
a  failure.  I  desire  to  say  in  a  few  woidi 
in  what  respects  the  experiment  has 
been  a  success ;  and  I  would  quote  ths 
words  of  its  chief  critic  (the  hoa. 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow),  who  has  said  that  in  the 
present  case  the  crofters  have  fidlsn 
upon  their  feet.  I  hope  that  when 
this  question  is  considered  by  thoss 
who  are  primarily  interested— namely, 
the  relief  of  these  congeeted  disttieCs* 
that  they  will  have  in  view  in  any  repce- 
sentations  made  to  the  Committee  that 
emphatic  testimony  to  the  success  of  this 
experiment.  The  hon.  Member  fov 
Kirkcaldy  has  raised  a  point  as  to  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry,  but  befiirel 
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-tion  that,  because  it  is  not  an  anim- 
portant  potBt,  I  desire  to  say  in  reference 
"to  ^e  general  tone  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion, that  when  the  result  of  the  recent 
scheme  is  closely  examined,  it  will  be 
found  to  contain  g^reat  elements  of  en- 
couragement, and  that  it  has  actually 
achieved  success.  No  doubt  he  is  right 
in  saying  that  the  exigencies  which 
arose  from  the  lateness  of  the  season  at 
which  the  emigration  took  place  may 
have  to  some  extent  impaired  the  ab- 
solutely complete  and  uniform  success 
of  the  individual  emigrations.  But  all 
that  is  merely  an  incident  of  the  scheme, 
which,  given  fair  play,  is  likely  to 
iorm  a  most  encouraging  field  for 
the  inquiry  of  the  Oommittee.  I 
turn  to  what  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eirkcaldy, 
who  I  believe  approaches  the  sub- 
ject, as  I  believe  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  Gangway  opposite 
desire,  in  a  spirit  of  perfect  candour. 
This  is  a  subject  in  which  all  classes 
of  the  community  are  vastly  and  vitally 
interested,  and  it  is  of  importance, 
that  the  Oommittee,  in  its  action, 
should  have  an  entirely  open  mind  as 
to  the  resources  which  the  Queen's 
dominions  present  for  obtaining  the 
happiness  of  any  class  of  her  subjects. 
But,  Sir,  he  will  allow  me  to  remind 
him  that  there  are  two  subjects  which 
are  inextricably  confused  in  the  combi- 
nation which  he  proposed.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  very  properly 
emphasized  the  necessity  of  the  GK)vem- 
ment  exercising  care  as  to  the  financial 
results  of  their  experiments.  One  of  the 
encouraging  features  in  such  emigra- 
tion as  has  been  experimented  upon  in 
the  recent  scheme  is  that  there  are 
Oovemment  lands  available  from  the 
Colonial  GK)vemment,  and  that  these 
can  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
emigranto.  But  when  we  come  to  the 
Mother  Country,  we  are  not  in  the 
position  of  having  Government  lands, 
and,  accordingly,  any  scheme  of  migra- 
tion is  handicapped  wih  the  enormous 
pecuniary  burden  upon  the  State  of  ex- 
propriation. It  is  a  most  serious  ques- 
tion, and  a  most  delinate  social  and 
.economic  problem,  that  of  expropriation, 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  on  reneotion,  will 
eee  that  the  subject  which  he  suggests 
stands  in  a  different  category  from  that 
of  emigration;   and  is  attended   with 


difficulties  of  a  most  momentous  kind. 
It  is  greatly  to  be  feared  that  the  Oom- 
mittee of  Inquiry  would  find  their 
usefulness  largely  hanlpered  if  they  had 
to  deal  with  a  subject  which  might 
really  lead  to  the  embarrassment  of 
more  accessible  scheme  of  emigration  to 
Government  lands  which  are  available 
in  the  Oolonies.  As  to  emigration,  there 
are  a  number  of  competing  schemes ; 
various  experiments  have  been  made, 
and  materials  are  already  to  hand. 
Accordingly,  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  subject  will  have  the  various 
interests  placed  before  them.  The  scope 
of  the  inquiry  proposed  by  my  rignt 
hon.  Friend  is  one  most  likely  to  lead 
to  practical  results.  I  hope  I  have  con- 
formed to  the  moderation  of  statement 
which  is  appropriate  on  this  occasion, 
when  we  are  on  the  threshold  of  an  in- 
quiry. I  desire  to  impress  upon  the  Oom- 
mittee this,  that  had  this  been  the  right 
occasion  I  was  prepared  to  vindicate  the 
success  of  the  present  experiment.  But 
I  think  it  is  better  to  reserve  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Oommittee  of  this  House  on 
that  subject,  as  there  is  prospect  of  an 
inquiry  by  a  tribunal  which  will  not 
only  be  completely  impartial,  but 
thorough. 
*Db.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  In  reference  to  what  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  said,  I  would  recommend 
to  the  House  that  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
*the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  told  as 
the  other  night  that  he  was  most  willing 
and  anxious  to  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
And  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  sug- 
gested was  this— that  you  should 
migrate  those  crofters  who  are 
willing  and  able  to  stock  farms 
The  Lord  Advocate  has  spoken  of  the 
difficulties  of  expropriation,  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  there  are  no  such 
difficulties  in  the  Highlands  at  all. 
There  are  hundreds,  nay  thousands,  of 
farmers  in  the  ELighlajids  who  have 
been  groaning  under  high  rents  for  the 
last  19  years,  and  who  would  be  glad 
to  pay  for  the  chance  of  throwing  up 
their  leases.  When  the  right  npn. 
Gentleman  says  there  is  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  emigration,  1 
ask  him  why  not  migrate  to  Mr. 
Winan's  forest?  Does  he  think  it 
pery.  wrong  to  cause  eommunitita  sif 
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^Bce^  it  again  at  the  disposal  of  our 
Gk>TemmeDt.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
were  claims  raised  by  the  Egyptian 
Ooiremment,  and  a  set- off  was  arranged 
of  that  money  whioh  had  been  repaid  to 
OS  by  the  Egyptian  Gbyemment  against 
yarious  claims  upon  us  made  by  the 
Egrptian  Government. 

Sib  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  I  wished  to  raise  an  im- 
portant question  as  to  whether  the 
accounts  with  the  Egyptian  Oovemment 
are  to  be  squu^  at  tne  expense  of  the 
British  taxpayer;  but  unaer  the  cir- 
cumstances I  hope  the  Goyemment  will 
remember  the  amount  ot  work  we  have 
done,  and  will  consent  to  report  Progress. 
I  beg  to  move  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir 
G9orge  CampheU.) 

*Ur.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  we  cannot  consent  to  adopt  this 
course.  It  is  the  general  desire  ef  the 
Committee  that  we  should  complete  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  this  eveninff, 
and  I  hope  Uiat  my  hon.  Friend  wQl 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Ob.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  CoUeee 
Division)  :  I  think,  perhaps,  it  womd 
be  a  more  convenient  course  if  we  dis- 
cussed this  matter  on  Report. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  know 
it  is  of  no  use  dividing  the  House  against 
the  master  of  many  legions,  and  I  wiU, 
therefore,  take  the  advice  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow. 

Mb.  PHILIP  STANHOPE  (Wed- 
nesbury) :  I  hope  that  we  shall  have  some 
assurance  from  the  Government  that  a 

Soper  opportunity  will  be  afforded  the 
ouse  of  discussing  the  action  of  the 
British  Government  in  relation  to 
Egyptian  Finance. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  not  intended  to  enter  upon  the 
Vote  on  Account  for  the  Civil  Service 
to-night. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
OivH  Service  Excess  Votes  raise  a  very 
important  question  as  to  the  Divisional 
Magistrates.  I  hope  the  GK>yemment 
do  not  intend  to  press  them  through  to- 
night. 

Mr.  OoHhen 


*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  shaU  h& 
able,  I  think,  to  give  a  satiflfhuitorT  ex- 
planation to  the  Bouse  on  that  aabject 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Class  HE. 

(5.)     £123,     Supplementary      Land 
Begistry. 

♦Mb.  W.  L.  JACKSON:  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  ex- 
plain in  a  few  wordr  that  when 
this  Vote  was  submitted  the  other  ni^ht, 
some  objection  was  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memb«^  for  Wol- 
verhampton, in  consequence  of  which 
it  was  withdrawn.  I  am  now  aUe  to- 
inform  the  House  that  the  Vote  doee  not 
involve  any  increased  charge  upon  the 
Treasury,  and  I  may  say,  as  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in  his  plaoe»  that 
I  have  explained  the  matter  to  hhn 
personally,  and  I  think  that  if  he  had 
neen  here  he  would  have  been  able  te 
say  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the  -  ex* 
planation.  Something  was  said  the 
other  night  about  the  amount  of  bosineae 
transacted  at  the  Land  Begistry.  Now, 
there  were  665  settlements  registered 
there  last  year,  and  that  involved  aoon- 
siderable  amount  of  work ;  but  Bills,. 
which  it  is  intended  to  lay  before  Parlia^ 
ment,  will,  if  they  become  law,  neoee* 
sitate  a  considerable  addition  to  the 
office.  The  fees  have  increased,  and  I 
am  able  to  inform  the  Committee  that, 
although  the  figures  given  are  baaed  oa 
an  estimate,  they  have  been  tested  and 
fortified  by  actual  experience.  In  the  year 
1888-9  the  cost  of  the  office  was  £2,796,. 
and  the  receipts  and  fees  amounted  to- 
£820,  so  that  the  net  cost  was  £1,976.. 
For  the  coming  year  we  estimate  that 
the  cost  of  the  office  will  be  £3,400,  aiuL 
the  estimated  receipts  £2,947,  leavian;  m 
net  cost  of  £453.  But  then,  from  that 
we  ought  to  deduct  £180,  the  salaiy  of 
the  clerk  who  has  been  transferred  firom 
the  Supreme  Court  to  the  Land  Begiatij^ 
and  that  reduces  the  net  cost  to  £878. 
I  think  it  will  be  admitted  I  have  oanied 
out  my  promise,  that  there  shall  be  no 
additional  char^  put  on  the  Bxcheqner 
in  connection  wi^  the  transfer  of  a  derk.. 
His  place  has,  I  believe,  been  abolished,, 
and  the  figures  I  have  given  can  be  re- 
lied upon.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  the- 
Committee  will  be  good  enough  to  paee^ 
this  Vote. 

Mb.   MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,   Birr)  t 
j  It  was  stated  last  year  that  the  staff  of 
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Dukes  and  MarqueMes  the  better  will  it 
be  for  all  concerned. 

Mb.  MABJOBIBANES  (Berwick) : 
We  are  speakinff  of  the  Highland 
crofters  and  not  oi  the  slums  of  London, 
and  we  have  a  right  to  press  on  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  consider  in 
the  Committee  proposed  the  question  of 
migration  from  one  part  of  Scotiand  to 
another.  If  the  Oovernment  consider 
the  whole  cost  of  emigrating  a  family — 
the  oost  to  them,  the  cost  to  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Canada,  and  the  amount  to  be 
raised  by  private  subscription — they 
will  see  that  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
coyer  the  oost  of  migration  from  one 
part  of  Scotland  to  another,  which  would 
do  more  good  than  emigration.  I  think 
this  is  a  question  that  ought  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee,  and  I  would 
further  say  that  if  the  Committee  have 
no  power  to  consider  such  a  matter  it 
will  fail  to  fulfil  what  should  be  one  of 
its  principal  objects. 

Db.  CAMEBON:  The  right  hon. 
Gtotleman  opposite  has  stated  that  the 
cost  of  emigration  per  family  would  be 
£121. 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON  :  It  is 
obvious  the  Gh>yemment  must  exercise 
caution  in  the  number  sent  out,  so  as 
to  keep  within  the  money  at  their  dis- 
posal, and  I  spoke  of  the  emigration  of 
40  families. 

Db.  CAMEBON  :  Then,  in  that  case, 
if  you  have  £2,000  in  subscriptions,  you 
are  asking  for  too  much,  as  the  sum  you 
say  you  need  would  have  a  large  surplus. 
That  sum,  amounting  to  £12,000,  would 
emig^t^  70  funiBes,  at  £171  per 
famUy,  which  is  £50  more  than  you  say 
is  necessary  per  family.  It  is  unwise, 
as  has  been  shown  in  many  instances, 
to  have  more  than  is  wanted,  and  it  is 
found  that  excesses  are  often  applied  to 
other  purpoees  than  were  intended. 

♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  In  the  case  of  a 
-Civil  Service  Vote  the  amount  cannot 
be  tranrferred  to  another  head  of  ex- 
penditure, but  must,  if  in  excess,  simply 
DO  returned  to  the  Exchequer. 

Db.  CAMEBON :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he 
asked  for  £3,900  only,  that  sum,  in  addi- 
tion  to  the  subscribed  £2,000,  would  be 
more  than  is  needed  for  the  40 
ftunilies  spoken  of ;  amd  X  only  ask  for 
An  undertaking  that  any  surplus  shall 
not  be  applied  to  some  other  purpose. 
I  would  also  aaggeafc  thai  Uie  levivml  of 


the  Committee  of  last  year,  if  it  is  in- 
tended to  deal  with  the  subjects  of  emi- 
gration and  migration,  would  be 
of  more  utility  than  the  Com. 
mittee  now  su^^gested.  In  fact,  the 
cause  of  the  Hiehland  crofters  would 
be  simply  lost  if  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  which  would  prove  to  be  only 
a  convenient  way  of  shunting  a  question 
which  certain  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, especially  political  economists 
like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  are 
not  at  all  enamoured  of. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (St.  BoUox):  I 
desire  to  point  out  that  the  population 
of  the  congested  districts  of  the  Western 
Highlands  is  put  down  at  27,000 ;  and 
taking  the  number  of  families  to  be 
emigrated  at  70,  with  an  averge  of  five 
per  family,  the  total  number  of  persons 
emigrated  would  be  only  350,  which 
would  not  provide  for  the  removal  of  the 
natural  increase  of  the  population,  so 
that  the  district  would  in  the  future 
continue  to  be  quite  as  much  congested 
as  it  is  now.  Emigration  on  a  laxge 
scale  might  do  much  to  remedy  the 
congestion  now  complained  of,  especially 
if  it  went  beyond  the  natural  increase  of 
the  population ;  but  the  proposal  as  it 
now  stands  would  practically  leave  the 
state  of  things  in  the  Highlands  pretty 
much  as  at  present. 

«Db.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  £2,000  spoken  of  has  been  provided  ? 

♦The  LOBD  ADVOCATE:  Yes;  I 
stated  so  earlier  in  the  evening. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
EQYPnAN  ACCOUNTS  ADJUSTMENT. 

4.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 

posed, 

*<  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £39,766,  be 
grafted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ohaige 
which  will  come  in  conrae  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slstday  of  March,  1869, 
as  a  grant  in  aid  of  completing  the  Adjostment 
of  Accounts  between  the  Brit&i  and  Egypfian 
GoTemments." 

*Mb.OOSCHEN:  Among  other  matterk 
of  account  with  the  Egyptian  Qotern- 
ment  is  one  arising  from  a  reduetion 
which  was  made  in  the  interest  on 
the  purchase  money  of  the  Suet 
Canal  shares,  which  was  reduced  froni 
5  to  4^  per  cent  After  a  time  tSie  pa^ 
ment  was  resumed,  and  the  Egyptian 
I  Oovemment  repaid  the  ^  per  cent  aad 
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appointed  who  was  alwavs  known  as  a 
notorioufl    landlord's   valuer;    another 
yalner  of  Miltown  Malbay  is  a  well- 
known  landlord,  who,  at  the  last  Eilrush 
Quarter   Sesaionsi  served    process  for 
rent  on  one  of  his  tenants  because  he 
had  applied  to  the  Court  for  relief,  and 
this  same  valuer  had  acted  for  years  as 
agent  for  his  brother     Theuf  again,  an 
agent  of  Lord  Clanrioarde    has    been 
appointed,  and  is  it  possible  to  expect 
that  the  tenants  will  regard  as    fair 
rents  which  are  fixed  by  men  of  this 
character?    Again,  we  have  Mr.  Gheorge 
Trench,  a  cousin  of  one  of  the  worst 
rack-renters  in  the  county  of  Cork,  and 
yet  you  are  surprised  that  there  are  dis- 
turbances   in    that   county —you    are 
surprised  that  you  have  to  send    the 
police  and  military  to  assist  the  bailiffs 
m  collecting  the  rents.     It  is  perfectly 
understood  that  the  County  Court  Judge, 
though  he  has  a  knowledge  of  the  law, 
is  not  necessarily  a  good  judge  of  land 
and  able  to  fix  the  rents,  and  that  is 
why  power  was  given  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  valuers  to  assist  him. 
But  it    was  never  intended    that    the 
valuers  should  be    landlords,  or  their 
agents.    Now  our  grievances  are  that 
we  have  never  been   able  to  get  anv 
information  as  to  the  grounds  on  which 
the  appointments  are  made,  the  qualifi- 
cations of  the  men  appointed,  and  the 
system  pursued  in  making  the  appoint- 
ments, and  I  think,  therefore,  in  view 
of  what  we  consider  to  be  the  shameless 
partisan  character  of  the  appointments, 
we  are  justified  in  opposing  this  Vote. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALPOuK :  I  may  say  in 
the  first  place  that  the   appointments 
are  not  made  by  the  Oovemment,  but 
by  the  County  (jourt  Judge.     The  man 
appointed  must  be  either  a  landlord,  a 
landlord's    agent,   or  a  tenant,   or  he 
could  have  no  sufficient  knowledge  of 
the  land.     That  is  my  second  point,  and 
my  third  is  that  the  tenants  are  not 
obliged  to  go  into  these  Courts;   it  is 
optional  for  them  to  go  before  the  Land 
Oommission  appointed  under  the  Act  of 
1881.    Now,  I  am  not  the  author  of  the 
Act  which  gives  this  alternative  tribunal, 
because  I  think  alternative  tribunals  are 
open  to  objection. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HE  ALT:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  he  is  not  the 
author  of  this  particular  system.  But 
it  strikes  me  that  he  is  the  author  of  it 


under  section  82  of  the  Act  of  ISST.  and 
yet  he  has  the  audacity  to  get  up  in 
this  House  and  put  the  Uame  on  the 
right  hon.  Ghsntleman  the  Mmnbor  lor 
Mid  Lothian,  whereas  it  it  in  his  own 
Act  of  Parliament  that  the  movimm  is 
made  for  the  appointment  of  valaora  to 
aid  the  County  Court  Judges  in  per- 
forming the  duties  imposed  on  thorn  hy 
the  Act.  This  conduct  is  charaoteriatis 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  He  am 
in  the  bidmiest  way  that  he  ia  not  the 
author  of  the  Act,  yet  here  is  the  eeodoii 
in  his  own  Act  of  Parliament.  Aa  a 
specimen  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration  I  commend  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  country. 
*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon« 
and  learned  Oentleman  is  under  a  mia- 
apprehensi(>n.  Undoubtedly  under  the 
Act  of  1881  the  County  Court  Judges 
had  the  same  jurisdiction,  although  it 
is  perfectly  true  that  power  to  appoint 
the  valuers  is  given  in  the  Act  of  1887. 
I  may  add  that  my  recollection  is  that 
the  valuers  are  not  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY;  Here  again 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  wrong. 
When  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  complained  of  the  partisan  ohaxeo- 
ter  of  these  gentlemen,  he  got  up  and 
said,  *'  They  are  not  appointed  under  our 
Act,  and  I  am  not  responsible  for  the 
Act  of  1881."  Udou  that  I  quoted  the 
section,  to  show  that  for  the  first  time 
the  court  valuers  were  created  under 
the  Act  of  1887,  and  then  he  saya  fl&e 
Lord  Lieutenant  does  not  appoint  them. 
But  the  Act  says  they  are  appointed 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Loid 
Lieutenant.  Who  is  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant? Why,  it  is  practically  the 
Chief  Secretary;  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  always  over  here  boat  and  home 
racing.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentlenum 
contradict  that  ?  I  l^ar  he  may,  for  he 
would  contradict  the  Twelve  ApoaUea 
if  they  stood  here.  Notwithstandiaf 
his  denial  of  responsibility,  I  rogoat 
that  the  appointments  are  made  sulneet 
to  the  approval  of  the  Lord  Uiau- 
tenant.  I  have  no  doubt,  nevertheleaai 
that  despite  this  exposure  of  the  inaoen- 
racy  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa'a 
statements,  hon.  Members  will  still  go 
to  their  constituents,  and  praise  the 
splendid,  impartial,  and  mamy 
stration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
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♦Mb.  W.  a.  M'AKTHUR  (Oomwall, 
Mid.,  St.  Austell) :  NotwithBtaAdingthat 
I  always  enjoy  the  little  disputes  between 
my  hon.  Friends  from  Imand  and  the 
right  hon.  GFentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, I  find  that  at  1  o'clock  at  night 
the  enjoyment  considerably  diminishes. 
We  have  been,  here  nearly  12  hours,  we 
have  to  be  here  again  at  noon  this  day ; 
and  as  the  Gbvemment  has  done  a  fair 
amount  of  business,  and  as  thev  cannot 
fairly  say  that  public  business  has  been 
obstructed,  I  beg  to  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' 

«Mb.  GOSOHEN:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  his  Motion.  We 
have  made  some  progress,  and  we  are 
most  anxious  that  these  Excess  Votes 
should  be  disposed  of.  I  hopa  we  may 
be  allowed  to  finish  the  small  number  of 
Votes  that  remain. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  willing  to  reconsider 
his  decision.  Onlv  one  of  the  several 
questions  involvea  in  the  Excess  Vote 
has  been  discussed,  and  he  will  surely 
recognize  that  from  the  nature  of  the 
oontroversy  which  has  arisen  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford 
end  the  Ohief  Secretary  some  time 
further  must  elapse  before  the  point 
can  be  settled.  Then  there  is  the  larger 
question  behind  of  those  hybrid  func- 
tionarie8*-the  Divisional  Magistrates — 
who  ^resemble  more  than  anyone  else 
the  Gt>vemor  of  a  Turkish  province.  I 
ahall  be  obliged  to  raise  the  whole  ques- 
tion as  to  the  manner  in  which  ^e 
salaries  of  these  officials  are  being 
legalized.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  cannot  expect  the  Uommittee  to  sit 
more  than  half  an  hour  or  an  hour 
longer,  and  as  it  is  not  within  the 
bounds  of  possibility  to  explain  our 
views  on  the  question  in  so  short  a  time, 
I  think  we  had  better  adjourn  now  and 
bwia  aflresh  to-morrow. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  hope  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  give  way  on 
this  point.  The  Government  possess  a 
vtery  remarkable  po  war  of  prolonging  de* 
bates,  but  we  areprepared  to  sit  as  long 
as  tfaey  like.  ,Tne  whole  of  this  even 
inm  DO  Irish  question  has  been  discussed. 
I  4o  aay  it  is  not  fair  to  us  and  to  the 


interests  which  we  represent  to  take  an 
important  discussion  like  this  after 
one  o'clock  at  night.  It  cannot  make 
much  difference  to  the  Government. 
They  intend  to  get  certain  business 
through  by  Thursday  night,  and  it  can- 
not make  much  difference  to  them 
whether  we  rise  an  hour  later  or  now. 
It  does  matter  to  us  a  great  deal.  At  an 
earlier  hour  of  the  evening,  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  taunted  Scotch  Memoen 
with  talking  in  order  to  have  their 
speeches  reported  in  the  Scotch  news- 

Sapers.  Well  if  the  Scotch  Members  may 
o  that,  surely  the  Members  of  a  much 
maligned  and  misrepresented  Party 
ought  not  to  be  eompelled  to  discuss 
Irish  questions  at  an  hour  when  they 
cannot  be  reported. 

«Mr.  GOSOHEN :  I  wish  it  were  in 
my  power  to  accept  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member.  But  we  want  the 
time.  Right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  wish  to  discuss 
the  Vote  on  Account,  and  the  time  we 
can  give  them  is  limited,  so  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  them  to  leave 
over  these  subjects  for  to-morrow.  The 
question  of  the  appoint  ment  of  valuers 
K>r  instance,  which  has  been  debated,  is 
one  which  ought  to  be  discussed  on  the 
Vote  itself  and  not  on  an  Excess  Vote. 
If  questions  of  principle  are  to  be  raised 
on  Excess  Votes  we  shall  never  get 
through  our  business.  Then,  as  to  the 
question  which  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  wishes 
to  raise,  it  is  merely  a  technical  question^ 
and  I  do  appeal  to  hon.  Members  seeing 
that  there  is  so  much  business  to  be 
taken  to-morrow,  to  allow  us  to  proceed 
with  these  Excess  Votes.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers offer  to  go  on  to  an  unlimited  time 
to-morrow,  but  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  stated  he  hopes  the  House 
will  not  sit  long  after  6  p.m. 

«Mb.  LANE  (Oork,  Oo.  E.) :  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
merely  Irish  questions  which  are  raised 
by  this  Excess  Vote.  Hon.  Members 
representing  English  constituencies 
have  waited  for  an  opportunity  to  dis« 
cuss  other  questions  raised  by  this  Vote. 
If  we  pass  it  now  we  shall  be  condoning 
a  very  grave  irregularis  against  which 
the  Public  Accounts  Oommittee  have 
protested  for  the  last  four  or  five  years.  A 
Oonstitutionid;question  is  involved  in  this 
attempt  to  condone  an  illegality*    Hon, 
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bripff  ia  a  Bill  to  le^lira  pajmensi 
whin  have  beea  regolarised  I17  the  Ap- 
pfOpriatioD  Att  erctj  jear.  Alshoo^ii 
the  Gorenimeot  hae  in^odnoed  that  Kll 
evevj  jear  for  five  jean  thej  have  never 
attemfrted  to  paei  it,  and  the  propoeal 
now  made  ie  nmplj  intended  to  do  away 
with  the  necseeeity  for  ptiffihig  the  BilL 
I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  find  it  more  prudent  and  more 
conducive  to  the  saving  of  the  time  of 
the  Honee  if  he  coneentstothifl  adjonm- 
menty  far  if  he  refiues  the  debate 
moat neoesearily  beprolonfed. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  The  ri^t  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ie  under  a  complete  nuBappreheneion 
when  he  says  this  is  a  technical 
question.  It  is  a  question  of  sub- 
stance and  one  of  great  importance, 
because  certain  saJariee  have  been 
.illegally  paid  during  the  last  five  years, 
and  now  it  is  sought  to  legalize  them  by 
simply  changing  the  names  of  the 
officers.  We  are  entitled  on  this  Vote 
to  question  the  nature  of  the  offices  held 
by  these  gentlemen,  and  the  utility  of 
the  services  which  they  perform.  If  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  intends  to  eidture 
the  debate,  I  can  only  say  it  will  be  a 
rather  uncommon  step  to  take  on  a  mat- 
ter of  such  importance.  It  would  also 
exasperate  hon.  MemberSi  whereas  by 
consenting  to  the  adjournment  the  ques- 
tion might  be  satisfactorily  dbposed  of 
in  a  short  time  to-morrow. 

lia.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  think  this  Vote 
ought  to  have  been  brought  on  first  in 
the  evening.  Now,  lor  the  first  time 
for  four  years,  we  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  this  important  matter,  it  is 
not  fair  for  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
to  put  down  this  Vote  at  so  late  an  hour, 
especially  as  he  is  the  person  who  issued 
the  Treasury  Minute  with  respect  to  this 
unusual  transaction,  and  as  the  Auditor 
Ghineral  and  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee condemn  it.  I  do  not  see  why 
this  Vote  of  £10,000  should  not  be  put 
off  to  a  later  period  of  the  Session,  when 
it  can  be  properly  discussed.  Bemember 
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tion  which  the  hon.  mid  ' 

man  and  the  right  hon.  OoBdoasaB  tihe 

Lord  Mayor  of  DubBn  ilasiia  toiaiae 

can  be  properly  discnaad  «aa  IfcaTBsti"' 

mates  for  the  coming  JMr,  and  eamot 

be  pioperiy  raised  on  aVoto  for  the  year 

en^g  March,  1888.    The  pvoper  time 

to  discuss  it  will  be  when  tiieaoggestaeB 

is  acted  upon,  and  comes  into  opemtiaa* 

Mn.  SEXTON :   The  point  1  dasne 

to  reier  to  is  not  so  much  the  illegalifef 

of  the  course  pursued.    I  wiah  to  pio- 

test  against  the  the  naymsnt  of  eBaaas, 

and  to  convince  the  Oommittoe  tfaattiieee 

offices  should  not  continue  to 


The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayee  41  ; 
Noes  121.— (Div.  list,  No.  29.) 

Original  Question  again  piopoaed. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  presume  that  tbe 
explanation  promised  by  the  Ooveia* 
ment  with  regard  to  this  matter  will  ba 
made,  now  t£it  a  debate  is  foieed  opoa 
the  Committee.    Instead  of  having  an 
Excess  Vote,  we  are  informed  1^  Um 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeneval  liMHk 
there  ought  to  be  a  surplus  of   £S00 
upon  this  Vote.    How  has  the  oxooaa  cf 
£700  arisen  ?    It  is  because  the  JBxeoa- 
tive  have  used  public  money  to  make 
payments  not  allowed  by  law.  ^  It   ia 
oecause  a  certain  dass  of  Dtvisumal 
Magistrates   in  Ireland  have  for  fira 
years  been  paid  a  high  salary,  whioh  ia 
illegal.    I  consider  the  existence  of  thia 
class  of  public  officials  is  opposed  to  tha 
public  interest.     They  are  a  kind  €f 
secret  and  irresponsible  amenta  between. 
the  Qovemment  in  Dublin  Oaatla  and 
the  landlords   and  the  forces  of  An 
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Orown.    We  find  the  Divirional  Magis- 
trates sometimes  direotinff  the   more- 
ments  of  soldiers  and  police;  at  other 
times  in  command  of  them  at  eyictions 
and  public  meetings ;  then  directing  a 
magisterial    examination ;    and    finsulj 
ordering  what  Magistrates  shall  proceed 
from  one  district  to  another  in  order  to 
try    certain    cases.      Now,    I    protest 
against  their  performing  functions  of  a 
judicial  character.    I  say  that  at  times 
they  have  acted  shamefully  and  unfairly. 
There  is  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  who  tried  Mr. 
Latchford,  and  who  nominated  a  magis- 
trate to  try  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  who  had  so 
severely  held  him  up  to  public  condem- 
nation.    Although    the  Committee  of 
Public  Accounts  have  year  after  year 
warned  the  Oovemment  that  this  pay- 
ment was  illegal,  it  has  been  continued. 
The  Government,  in  these  circumstances, 
might  have  lowered    the  salaries,    or 
passed  an   Act  to  authorize  the  pay- 
ment; but  they  take  neither  of  those 
courses.    They  adopt,  on  the  contrary, 
a  course  whidi  is  neither  straightfor- 
ward nor  frank,  and  which  is  unpre- 
cedented.    They  seek  to  legalize  the 
payment  by  simply  changing  the  title 
of  the  Magistrate's  office,  whUe  he  con- 
tinues to  discharge  the  same  duties  and 
to  enjoy  the  same  salary.     Hie  Lord 
Chancellor,  indeed,  has  been  called  in  to 
the  rescue,  and  now  we  are  to  have 
not    a    paid     Divisional    Magistrate, 
but    a   paid    Justice   of    the    Peaoe. 
The  Loni   Lieutenant  has  withdrawn 
the  warrants   held    hitherto  by  these 
Divisional  Magistrates ;  he  has,  in  fact, 
disrobed  them ;  but  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
instead,  is  pnttinff  their  names  on  the 
Commission  of   &e  Peaoe.     What  do 
Englishmen  say  to  paid  Justices  of  the 
Peaoe?  There  are,  I  know,  paid  Magis- 
trates in  England,  but  they  derive  their 
power  from  Statute  Law.     I  think  that 
these  new  officials  may  best  be  oompared 
with  the  French  Prefect ;  they  are  to  be 
responsible  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
thej  in  torn  will  have  control  over  the 
resident  magistrates,  who  are  magis- 
trates   for    all    Lreland,    while    their 
superior     officers    can     only    exercise 
magisterial  powers  in  limited  disfaicts. 
A  more  extraordinary  and  more  ridicu- 
lous  proposal   never    challenged   the 
attention  of  the  House  than  to  ffive  an 
offidal  with  inferior  magisteriaT  juris- 
diction a  higher  salary  and  the  control 


over  magistrates  having  wider  judicial 
powers.  I  protest  strongly  against  the 
creation  of  this  executive  monster  in 
order  to  escape  from  the  effects  of  an 
illegality.  I  contend  also  that  these 
offices  are  superfluous  and  constitute  an 
evil. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  am  sony 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  did  not  take  the  advice 
which  was  eiven  from  the  Chair,  to'the^ 
effect  that  the  more  convenient  time  to- 
discuss  the  legality  or  propriety  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  status  of  the  Commissioners 
was  not  the  present  occasion,  but  on 
the  first  occasion  when  a  Vote  is 
asked  for  for  the  payment  of  their 
salaries  in  the  future.  But  as  he  refused 
to  act  on  the  suggestion,  I  am  bound  to 
deal  with  the  arguments  which  he  has 
put  forward.  He  has  said  that  we  have 
acted  illegally.  Undoubtedly  there  has^ 
been  an  irregularity,  commented  upon 
year  after  year  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee;  but  to  say  that  payments 
authorized  by  the  House  and  passed 
through  all  the  stages  of  a  Vote  after- 
wards embodied  in  a  Bill  are  illegal 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  misuse  of  words. 
He  has  described  the  Comoiissioners  a» 
hybrid  functionaries,  half  judicial  and 
half  executive.  But  he  is  mistaken;: 
they  are  entirely  executive ;  they  have 
no  judicial  functions  at  all. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Do  they  not  direct 
what  Besidenfc  Magistrates  shall  try 
cases  under  the  Crimes  Act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  They  may  have 
done  so,  although  the  duty  appertains 
rather  to  Dublin  Castle.  It  is  not,  how- 
ever,  a  judicial  function ;  it  is  purely  an* 
executive  act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man complains  we  have  not  acted  fairly 
in  thus  bringing  the«matter  forward. 
But  the  Government  have  laid  on  the 
Table  a  Minute  fully  explaining  the 
whole  matter ;  and  we  cannot  be  fairly 
char^^  with  any  want  of  frankness  in^ 
regard  to  ic.  The  hon.  Member  is 
greatly  exercised  by  the  change  which, 
has  been  made  in  the  functions  of  these 
officers;  but  that  change  is  a  purely- 
technical,  and  not  a  substantial  one,, 
and  it  certainly  need  not  and  ought  notr 
to  be  made  a  sufficient  reason  for  a  long 
debate  at  this  hour  of  the  morning  (five 
minutes  to  2  o'clock),  when  so  many 
other  occasions  must  shortly  arise  on 
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^hioh  the  question  might  be  raised,  and 
raised,  too,  with  far  greater  propriety 
than  it  can  be  now.  Let  me  point  out 
that  Lord  Spencer  is  the  statesman  to 
whom  we  owe  the  institution  of  this 
office ;  the  officials  were  highly  valued 
too  by  Mr.  Forster,  as  no  doubt  they 
were  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle.  I  certainly  do 
not  the  less  value  their  services. 

Mm.  T.  M.  HEALT :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  speaks  of  this   as  a  very 
small  matter  which  need  not  occupy 
much  time.    But  as  he  has  chosen  to 
bring  it  on  at  this  hour  he  must  not 
blame  us  for  seekine  to  have  it  ade- 
quately discussed.     My  chief  complaint 
in  the  present  business  lies  against  Lord 
Ashbourne,  who,  sitting  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  plays  into  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment   by    the    creation    of    these 
officials,  and  making  them  all  Magis- 
trates for  a  group  of  counties — one  of 
the  most  unparalleled  and  scandalous 
acts  ever  done  by  a  public  functionary. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  these  Magistrates 
have  not  even  a  local  habitation  in  the 
ounties  where  they  are  in  the  Gommis- 
ion  of  the    Peace.      Hemember    the 
position  which  these  men  occupy.     Mr. 
f*orster,    finding    the    country  netting 
out  of  hand  in  the  year  1881,  devised 
means   as   he    said   of    getting    more 
into    touch    with  it,   and  he  at   once 
created  a  number  of  gentlemen    like 
Oaptain  Plunket— this  most  malodorous 
man  in  the  public  nostril — and  put  them 
into  these  positions.     Lord  Spencer  ex- 
tended the  system  and  reidly  gave  it  to  us 
in  its  present  form.  There  was  a  famous 
Minute  issued  in  the  year  1882  about 
these  gentlemen,    dividing   the  whole 
country  into  divisions  and  placing  each 
division    under  the  charge  of  one  of 
these  officials.     Under  Mr.  Forster  they 
no  doubt  exercised  magisterial  functions, 
for  Mr.  Olifford  Lloyd  used  to  sit  at 
Mallow  uid  apply  to  the  people  brought 
before   him   the  same  law  as  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  administering  to 
Belfast    prostitutes— he    bound    them 
over  to  keep  the  peace.    Then  came  the 
pacing  of  the  Grimes  Act  of  1882,  at 
which  time  we  got  a  promise  that  the 
executive   offices   and    judicial    offices 
should  be  separated.    At  that  time  it 
was  never  intended  that  the  position  of 
County  Magistrates  should  be  impinged 
upon.    It  was  always  considered  that  a 


County  Magistrate  was  a  penon  owning 
land  in  the  county,  or,  at  least,  havinff 
some  stake  in  it.    But  these  Divisicnuu 
Magistrates  do  not  own  land  in  any  of 
the  counties  in  which  thej  are  now  to 
act.    I  really  cannot  see  any  change  in 
their  legal  status.    It  is  true  that  they 
have  ceased  to  be  Seddent  Magistrates, 
but  to  all  intents  and  purposes  uey  con* 
tinue  to  exercise  their  former  fanotions. 
What  has  been  done  after  all  is  only  a 
gross  evasion  of  the  law.    ["No»  no.''] 
Well,  if  you  do  not  like  that  term  we  will 
call    it    a    novelty,    and    I    will    isy 
that  the  last  person  who  ought  to  start  a 
novelty  of  this  sort  is  the  deeper  of  the 
Queen's  Conscience  in  Ireland — ^the  Lord 
Chancellor.    He  is    a    high  oflftoer  of 
State,    and  I  suppose  he  is  so  called 
because  he  gets   the  high    salary   of 
£8,000  a  year.    But  he  is  not  like  the 
English  Lord  Chancellor,  beoaose  oneol 
his  duties  is  to  sit  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
and  recently  he  had  before  him  three  or 
four  appeais  in  which  Besident  Magis- 
trates were  concerned,  and  in  eaoh  case 
he  has  given  his  decision  in  thmr  faTOur 
The  Lord  lieutenant,  acting  under  the 
pressure  of  the  Public  Accounts  Oom* 
mittee,  deprived  these  Divisional  Magis- 
trates of  the  warrants  under  which  th^ 
acted.    Lord  Ashbourne,  being  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet*  would,  it  might  be 
supposed,  utterly  disdain  to  be  mixed  up 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind ;  but  what  does 
he  do  ?    He  comes  very  promptly  to  the 
rescue  of  the  Government,  ana  these 
very  men,  from  whom  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  has  withdrawn  his  warrant,  he 
creates  Justices  of  the  Peace  for  groups 
of  counties.    What  else  does  he  do? 
Bemember  that  not  long  since,  becaase 
Mr.  James  Byrne  traveUed  a  few  miles 
out  of  his  own  Petty  Sessional  distrist 
to    adjudicate    in    a    charge    brought 
against  a  policeman  of  breaking  a  man's 
head — and  in  that  case  the  defendant 
was  fined  ten  shillings — Lord  Ashbouzae 
at  once  asked  the  Magistrate  what  bnsi« 
ness  he  had  to   go  outside  his  Petty 
Sessional  district,  and  when  the  authocity 
of  Lord  O'Hagan  was  quoted  for  the  Aot 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  did  not 
matter  to  him,  and  he  dismissed  Mr. 
Byrne  from  the  Commission  of  the  Peaoe, 
Well,  this  Ywy  Lord  Chancellor  goes 
and  appoints  Magistrates  who  are  toaol 
not  merely  just  outside  their  own  Petty 
Sessional  districts,  but  fdr  whole  gronps 
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of  oountiM.  I  belieye,  for  instance,  that 
Captain  Slack  is  put  on  the  Oommission 
of  the  Peace  for  12  different  oonnties. 
Lord  Ashbonme  has  the  audacity,  haying 
removed  Mr.  Byrne  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  for  trayelling  15  miles  in 
his  own  county,  to  help  the  GK>yernment, 
like  a  lame  dog,  oyer  the  stile, 
and  giye  these  Diyisional  Magistrates 
yery  unusual  and  extended  powers.  The 
Home  Secretary  appears  to  find  this 
yery  funny ;  no  doubt  he  found  it  very 
funny  when  he  admitted  Pigott  to  see 
John  Daly,  but  I  do  not  think  it  desir- 
able that  the  quips  and  cranks  and 
wreathy  smiles  of  the  Home  Secretary 
should  be  imported  into  this  debate. 
Perhaps  his  only  reason  for  laughing 
is  because  among  the  counties  I  men- 
tioned as  those  oyer  which  Captain  Slack 
had  jurisdiction,  was  the  County  of 
Waterford,  in  which  Dunganran  is  situ- 
ated, that  being  the  constituency  in 
which  Mr.  Pigott  helped  him  to  a  seat 
in  this  House.  Now,  I  say  it  is  not 
right  that,  at  this  hour  of  the  night, 
we  should  be  compelled  to  challenge 
the  conduct  of  the  highest  ezecutiye 
officer  in  this  way.  I  can  only  repeat 
that  the  conduct  of  Lord  Ashbourne  in 
this  matter  has  been  unparalleled,  un 
precedented,  and  most  regrettable.  We 
are  told  that  these  Diyisional  Magis- 
trates do  not  exercise  magisterial  func- 
tions at  all,  but  it  is  rather  difficult  to 
define  what  are  judicial  functions.  Last 
year  I  questioned  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  in  reference 
to  a  charge  brought  against  Mr.  Latch- 
ford,  a  millowner  and  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  Tralee,  a  man  of  moderate 
Nationalist  opinions,  who  had  got  into 
a  dispute  wilk  another  magistrate,  who 
was  also  a  millowner,  but  who  was  not 
of  Nationalist  opinions.  The  dispute 
had  reference  to  a  right  of  water-way, 
and  the  men  employed  by  each  of  the 
disputants  took  up  the  quarrel,  with  the 
resiUt  that  there  was  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  tipsy  riot.  Now,  the  Oimes 
Act  was  passed  to  deal  purely  with  con- 
spiracies and  agrarian  crimes  and 
matters  of  that  kind,  but  when  a  sum- 
mons for  not  was  taken  out  against  Mr. 
Iiatebford,  Colonel  Turner  directed  thftt 
he  should  be  tried  by  Mr.  Cedl  Boob^, 
with  whom  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
sitting  on  the  Bench  at  Tralee,  and 
from  whose  decisions  he  had  found  it 


necessary  constantly  to  dissent  in  con- 
sequence of  the  harsh  manner  in  which 
people  were  treated.  Now,  Mr.  Boohe 
hated  this  Magistrate  with  the  natural 
hatred  of  a  man  who  occupies  a  position 
in  which  he  is  paid  a  salary  to  be  ob- 
noxious to  people — Mr.  Boche  being  a 
rnan  who,  be  it  remembered,  had  been 
dismissed  from  the  Land  Commission 
for  drunkenness — yet  he  was  appointed 
to  the  position  of  a  magistrate 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
man  to  adhere  to  his  argument,  as  he 
yery  well  knows  how  to  do. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Very  well.  Sir,  I 
will  keep  my  references  to  Mr.  Boche  for 
another  occasion.     What  I  wish  to  say 
is  that  it  was  a  monstrous  use  of  the 
Crimes  Act  to  try  Mr.  Latchford  under 
it  for  an  offence  arising  out  of  a  ques- 
tion as  to  water  rights,  and  I  think  that 
Colonel  Turner  must  certainly  be  con- 
sidered to  haye  exercised  judicial  powers 
when  he  directed  such  a  trial.     He  also 
clearly  exercised  judicial  powers  when 
he  chose  the  Magistrate  who  should  pre- 
side at  the  trial.    Now,  I  take  issue 
upon    this    Vote,    first    in   regard    Uy 
the  salaries  paid  to  these  officials,  and, 
next,  I  take  issue  on  the  extraordinary 
bastard   powers    which    are   conferred, 
upon  them  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and\ 
I  yenture  to  say  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land cannot  but  condemn  these  whole- 
sale payments  in  excess  of  the  law,  and', 
also  the  manner  in  which  the  appoint-  • 
ments  are  made. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.;  r 
I  think    that  this  is  a  Vote  on  which 
direct  issue  should  be   joined  at    the 
earliest  possible  moment.     The  Chiefr 
Secretary  says  in  this  matter  conceal- 
ment  was    impossible    and   fhinknese 
obligatory,  and  he  therefore  takes  credit 
for  frankness.     But  X  yenture  to  point- 
out  that  when  the  Solicitor  G-eneral  tor 
Ireland  was  recently  questiomed  as  to 
the  reason  for  the  change  of  names  he 
gaye  a  yery  different  yersion  to  that 
now  stated  by  the  Chief  Secretary.    I 
do  not  see  how  their  claim  for  frank- 
ness is  well  founded ;  I  say  that  this  is- 
a  yiolation  of  the  Statute  and  not  a. 
mere  irreg^arity.  We  haye  been  told  bj- 
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Mb.  SEXTON:  I  hope  Lou  Mam- 
b«n  will  now  be  willing  to  allow  as  to 
proceed  withoat  intermption.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Becorder  for  Ashton- 
under-Lyne  is  not  now  in  hu  place,  and 
his  abeence  will'  tend  somewhat  to  the 
order  of  the  debate.  I  was  about  to  ask 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  will  give  a  replj  to  the  pertinent 
question  put  to  him  by  my  hon.  Friend  ? 
We  have  a  right  to  ask  what  has  been 
the  course  of  these  transactions.  Lord 
Londonderry  and  Lord  Ashbourne 
would  appear  to  have  been  in  coUosion — 
to  use  no  harsher  term.  We  ought  to 
know  when  was  this  matter  arranged  ? 
Did  the  suggestion  proceed  from  the 
Judicial  Officer  or  from  the  Executire  ? 
Did  Lord  Londonderry  point  out  to  Lord 
Ashbourne  that  they  were  stealing  from 
the  public  purse  and  paying  money  they 
had  no  right  to  pay,  or  was  it  Lord  Ash- 
bourne who  generously  consented  to  come 
to  the  rescue  of  the  Executive  ?  How 
was  it  initiated  ?  Did  the  eminent 
judicial  person  go  to  the  Castle  to  help 
the  Executive  out  of  the  difficulty,  or 
was  he  asked  to  do  so  by  Lord  London- 
derry? Did  Lord  Ashbourne  fill  up  a 
number  of  Oommissions  of  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  or  did  Lord  Londonderry  take 
away  the  Resident  Magistrates  Commis- 
sions before  Lord  Ashbourne  conferred 
those  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  ?  Did  Lord 
Ashbourne  move  in  the  matter  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  or  a  Member  of  the 
Privy  Council  ?  Again,  every  Justice  of  the 

Peace  is  bound  by  law  to  pay  a  fee  of 
£6  on  receiving  his  commission.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  Divisional 
Magistrates  have  had  batches  of  com- 
missions given  out  to  them,  some  getting 
six  and  others  12.  Have  they  paid  the 
£6  fee  on  eaoh ;  and,  if  not,  how  has  the 
law  been  evaded?  Let  us  be  certain 
about  these  things,  and  let  us  see  that 
there  have  been  no  breaches  of  the  law. 
Let  me  also  ask,  were  these  affairs  oon- 
duoted  vivd  v^ct  as  between  Lord 
Londonderry  and  Lord  Ashbourne,  or 
in  writing  ?    We  know  there  have  been 


important  negotiitions  between  Goven^ 
ment  agents  and  dynamitardaip  whisht 
doubtleasv  have  not  been  sabmitted  t» 
pftper;  bat  as  between  Ijotd  Xjondon- 
derry  and  Lord  Aakbonme  them  must 
have  been  C4>i lespoiioepoe,  W^bo  was 
the  first  to  write,  and  will  the  Govem'- 
ment  be  wiliing  to  lay  the  eorreq^ond- 
ence  on  the  Table,  and  thna  oommnni- 
eate  it  to  those  who  have  to  wote  the 
needed  money  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  Bat  with  regard  to 

the  question  which  was  put  to  me  on 

the  subject,  I  may  say  that  my  answer 

related  solely  to  the  change  in  the  title 

from  Divisional  Magistrate  to  Divisional 

Commissioner.      This  change   is   quite 

distinct  from  the  root  of  the  qneetion, 

and  does  not  affect  the  position  of  the 

present    officials   with    reg^ard    to   the 

Public  Accounts  Committee.  The  ques- 
tions put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  what  has  passed  between  other 
persons  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer. 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN  rose  in  his  plaoe^  and 
claimed  to  move  **  That  the  Qaeeticm  be 

now  put." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  131 ; 
Noes  48. — (Div.  List,  No,  SI.) 

Questionputaocordingly,  ''Thataramy. 
notexceeding£9,852  14s.2d.,begtaatsd 
for  the  said  Service." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayee  46; 
Noes  120.— (Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

«Mr.  GOSCHEN  daimed  ''That  the 
Original  Question  be  now  put." 

Original  Question  put  aooordinglj. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  120, 
Noes  44. —(Div.  List,  No.  83.) 


Ordered,  **That  a  sum,  not  ax( 
£10,970  148.  2d.,  be  granted  to  Her  Kafestv; 
to  make  ^^ood  Excesses  on  oertaia  GhnMm  lor 
Civil  Semces,  for  the  year  ended  on  (he  Slit 
day  of  March,  1888." 

Besolutions  to  be  reported,  and  Oom- 

mittee  to  sit  again. 


House  adjourned  at  ten  minntss 

Four  o'olodc  in  the  morning.. 
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QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND-ALLEGED   OBSTRUCTION 
OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mb.  HATDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Lreland  whether 
the  cases  of  seamen  who  were  recently 
sentenced  by  the  Resident  Magistrates 
at  Ballaghaderrin,  County  Mayo,  Petty 
Sessions,  to  imprisonment  for  a  month 
and  a  day  for  alleged  obstruction  of  the 

EDlice  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  at 
issacal,  County  Roscommon,  and  who 
served  formal  notices  of  appeal  to  the 
next  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  Division, 
which  take  place  at  Athlone  on  the 
22nd  instant,  can  be  tried  at  a  more 
convenient  place  than  Athlone,  which  is 
at  the  opposite  end  of  the  County  to 
that  in  which  the  defendants  reside, 
being  nearly  50  miles  distant ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  will  also  be 
Quarter  Sessions  at  Castlerea  on  the 
29th  March  for  the  same  Division  of 
the  County,  which  is  only  seven  miles 
from  the  defendants ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendants  are 
too  poor  to  defray  the  expense  of  travel- 
ling to  and  attending  at  Athlone,  he 
will  consent  to  a  postx>onement  of  the 
oases  from  Athlone  to  Castlerea  Quarter 
Sessions  on  the  29th  instant  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  communicated  with  the 
Attorney  General  on  the  subject,  and  I 
am  informed  that  the  matter  is  under 
consideration.    I  am  not  at  present  able 
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to  give  an  exact  answer  as  to  what  will 
be  done.  The  decision,  however,  will 
rest  with  the  Attorney  General,  to  whom 
I  have  communicated  the  facts. 

RICHARD  PIGOTT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  on  what  date  did 
Richard  Pigott  get  permission  to  visit 
John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prison;  when 
did  he  pay  the  visit ;  was  it  in  presence 
of  warders  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  when 
had  any  previous  visit  been  paid  to 
Daly;  was  the  Home  Office  consulted 
about,  or  made  aware  of,  Pigott's  visit ; 
how  did  Daly  communicate  to  Pigott 
how  that  he  wished  to  see  him;  now 
did  he  obtain  Pigott's  address ;  was 
Daly  entitled  to  write  a  letter  and  re- 
ceive a  visit  from  Pigott  under  the 
prison  rules ;  and,  was  there  any  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject  at  the  Home 
Office? 

The  secretary  of   STATE  for 
the     home     department    (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  Richard 
Pigott   g^t    permission   to  visit    John 
Didy,  at  Chatham  Prison,   on  the  12th 
November,  1888.     He  paid  the  visit  on 
the  drd  December,    1888,  in  the    pre- 
sence of  Major  Clayton,    the  Deputy 
Governor  of  the  prison.     Daly  had  been 
previously  visited  on  the  27th  October, 
1888,  by  Mr.  Soames,  who  applied    on 
the  15th  October  for  permission  to  see 
Daly,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Parnell 
Commission.     Daly  received  a  visit  from 
Pigott  by  permission  of  the  Directors  of 
Convict  Prisons  to  visit  Daly  on  private 
business.     Daly  was  entitled  to  a  visit 
under  the  rules,  and  on  being  informed 
of  Pigott's  application  he  expressed  a 
wish  to  be  allowed  to  see  him,  and  per- 
mission was  accordingly  sent  to  Pigott. 
Daly  did  not  obtain  Pigott's  address, 
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bat  he  was  allowed  to  write  a  letter  and 
to  receive  a  visit  about  the  time  that 
Pigott  saw  him.  The  correspondence 
on  the  subject  was  with  the  Directors  of 
Oonvict  Prisons. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Were  Mr. 
Soames's  visit  and  Mr.  Pigott's  visit 
both  within  the  period  prescribed  bj  the 
rules  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  A  convict  is 
allowed  to  write  a  letter  and  receive  a 
visit  once  every  three  months.  Mr. 
Soames's  visit  was  out  of  the  ordinary 
course,  because  it  was  a  solicitor's  visit, 
in  a  manner  that  I  have  explained  more 
than  once  to  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  any  objection  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Soames  and  the  authorities 
who  gave  permission  for  the  visit  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  refers  to  Mr.  Soames's 
letter  of  application  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  will  read  Mr. 
Soames's  application,  if  that  will  answer 
the  purpose.  It  is  dated  the  15th  of 
October,  and  is  as  follows :  — 

"  Sir,— I  beg  to  apply  on  behalf  of  the  De- 
fendants In  the  action  of  *  O'Donnell  v.  Walter/ 
and  for  the  purposes  of  the  Pamell  Commission, 
for  an  order  permitting  me  to  interview  John 
Daly  and  Gallagher,  convicts  under  sentence  of 
penal  servitude  for  dynamite  outrafres,  and 
without  the  usual  supervision  of  a  warder." 

Upon  that  application  permission  was 
given  to  Mr.  ooames  to  see  Daly,  but 
not  otherwise  than  in  the  presence 
of  the  Deputy  Governor. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Did  he  also  see 
Dr.  Gallagher  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  believe  he  did. 
He  saw  Gallafrher  on  the  same  day. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Did  the  Deputy 
Governor  make  any  note  of  the  conver- 
sation which  took  place  between  Dr. 
Gallagher,  John  Daly,  Mr.  Soames,  and 
Bichard  Pigott ;  did  he  make  a  Report 
to  the  Home  Office ;  and  are  the  Reports 
available  to  Members  of  this  House  ? 
♦Mb.  MATTHEWS ;  I  have  no  doubt 
the  Deputy  Governor  did  make  a  Report 
direct  either  to  his  superior  or  to  the 
Director  of  Ck>nvict  Prisons.  If  the 
hon.  Member  puts  his  question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  consider  it. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  The  other  day  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  drew  a  distinction  between 

Mr.  Matih$w$ 


a  warder  being  present  at  an  interriew 
with  a  prisoner  and  being  within  hear- 
ing. Was  the  Deputy  Gk>TemQr  within 
hearing  at  these  interviews? 

*Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes ;  I  think  he 
was. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  say  whether  Dr.  &1- 
lagher  and  John  Daly  were  informed  in 
advance  of  the  intention  of  the  TisMf 
solicitor  to  visit  them,  and  did  they  ac* 
cede  to  the  visit  ? 

«Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  a^k  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  the  solicitors  for 
the  other  side  are  to  be  allowed  the 
same  freedom  of  access  to  prisoners  in  ft 
convict  prison  ? 

«Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  same  treat- 
ment  and  the  same  method  of  action 
will  be  adopted  precisely  with  all  solici- 
tors who  apply  on  any  legitimate  busi- 
ness to  see  prisoners. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS,  1883-6. 

■    Keturn  ordered — 

'*  Of  caaefl  in  which  objections  were  lodged 
against  Provisional  Orders  issued  by  the  Looml 
Government  Board  for  Ireland,  the  founds  of 
the  objection  in  each  case,  and  the  decision  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council ;  also  showing  the 
dates  of  the  sitting  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Oouncil,  and  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  present — 

Poor  Law  Union, 

Name  of  Objector. 

Grounds  of  Objection. 

Decision  of  Privy  Council. 

.  Date  of  Decision. 

Members  of  Committee  of  Privy  Gouncil 

present. 

(in  continuation  of  Parliamentaiy  Paper  Ko. 
139,  of  Session  1887).*»— (.Vr.  P.  Fitzgrald*) 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY  — CIVIL   SERVICES  ANI> 
REVENUE    DEPART3IIENTS. 

VOTE  ON  ACCOUNT. 

Supply — considered  in  Oommittee.. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"That  a   sum,   not    exceeding  £3,729,208^ 
be  granted  to  Her   Majesty,  on  account,  for- 
or    towards   defraying    the    Charge   for    the 
following   Civil    Services   and   Revenue   Do* 
partments  for  the  year   ending  on  the  3l8t 
day  of  March,  1890,  viz. :  — 
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CIVIL  SEBVICES. 
Cues  I. 
Qreat  BriUm  ;— 
Boral  PbIocbs 
Marlboro ui;li  House 
Royal  Parka  and  Pleaauiyi  CUrdeni  .. 
HoDSpanf  Farliameiit- 
^nblic  buildioKa 
AdmiT&lty,  Extern 
Furailute  of  Public  OffioM. 
Revenue  DepartmeDt  Buildings 
Count)'  Court  Buildings 
Matroplitaa  Potico  Courts  ... 
SherilT  Court  Hoiura,  Scotland 
Surveys  o4  the  United  Kingdom 
ScianRdiuidArtiiepiirtropat  Buildings 
British  Muneam  Buildings 
DipIomHticand  Consular  Hnildinga  .. 
Harbours,  ftc,  under  Board  of  Trade 
Li ghttionaes  Abroad 
Peterhead  HarbooT  ..  .. 

Caledonian  Canal 
Rates  on  «o vo mm "nt  Property  (Qrekt 

and  IreLuiii.) 
3IetropoIitaa  Fire  Bligftde 

Public  Worki  and  Buildings 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin.. 

Cl&u  II. 
England  :— 
Hooae  of  Lordr,  Offices 
House  of  Commons,  Office* 
Treasary,    iodading    Parliamentaiy 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 

Forei^  Office 


Colonul  Office 


e  and  Subordinate 
I  Trade  and.  Subordinata  De- 


Baokmptcj  Department  of  tlie  Baard 
of  Trade 

Oharity  Commission   (including  En. 

duved  Schools  Departmeot) 
Civil  Seryica  Com.miftwoo    .  - 
l^icheqaer  and  Audit  Department 
Friendly  Societies,  HegtBtry 
Land  CommisBion  for  England 
■Local  Uovernmont  Hoard    . . 
Lunacy  Commission 
Uint(mcluding  Coina^}    .. 
NatiOQBl  Dobt  Office 
Patent  OfBoe 

Paymaster  Ueneral'sOfflee. . 
Public  Works  Loan  ConuniMion 
ltecordOm«i 

Begialrar  GeQeml's  Office   . , 
Stalionei^OtEcennd  Printing 
Woods,  Forests.  *c.  Office  of 
Works  anri  Public  Buildings,  Uffloe  of 
Uerountile  Marine  Fund,  <Mnt  f    " ' 
Secret  Service 

CUmIV. 

England  : — 
FoUic  Education  , , 


12,000 
0,000 
20,000 


6,000 
3,000 
3,000 
«0,000 
3,000 
2,000 
3,000 
2,000 
1.000 
G,000 


10,000 
IS.OOO 
10,000 
10,000 
6,000 

6,000 

20,000 


6,000 
7,000 
9,000 
t,500 
2,000 

27,000 
3,000 

20,000 

2,eoo 

9,000 
«,000 
1,S0U 
4,000 

S,000 
70,000 
6,000 


Soienoe  and  Art  Deparbnent  (TJmted 

KinKd.>m)  

Rritisb51u3(=T.m 

National  Gallery  ,. 
National  FortrHit  Oallery  ..  .. 

Learned  Sodetiea  (TTnited  Eiiudom] 
LondoD  rnivctsitv 

Britain) 


4C,00O 
27,000 
S,000 


Colleges     (OiMt 


I'L  <n:<    and    BeqnBtts 
.  'l!  Board    .. 
.-Office 


Law  Chaives 
Criminal  ProsecutioDS 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Railway  and  Canal  Commission 


Luod  kegistry 

Revising  Biimstets,  Eogland 

Police  Courts  (London and  Sbeernesa) 

Police,  England  and  Wales 

Reformntoi^  and   Industrial  Schools^ 

lireat  Britain    .. 
£ronJiaoorCriniiiiuJ  LanaCo  Aaylnm 

Scotland:— 
Lord  Advocate,  and  Law  Chargea     . . 

Coiirts^f  Uiw  and  Justice 

lie^'islcr  Houae  b^purtmeats 

Cr,.lt>irBCorDail9aion 

Police,  ObBQtiosJiridBnrglu(Scotland) 

Pria>ns,  Scotland 

Ireland : — 

LawChargeaandCrimiDalProaecutioni 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Court  of  liankroptcy             ..  ... 

Admiralty  Court  Registry  ..  .. 

Registry  of  Deeds                  , ,  . . 

Registry  of  Judgments       ..  •. 

County  Court  Offiears,  4c. 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  ftc. 

Constabulary 

Prisons,  Ireland     .. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial   Schools 

Dundruru  C'rimiuiil    Lunatio    Asjlom 

Scotland:— 

.Secrivtiiry  for  .Scotland 

Estheeiuor  and  other  OfBcea 

Fishery  Board 


300 
16,000 
10,000 
1,000 
3,000 
6,000 


12,000 
76,000 
6S,000 
3,000 
2,000 
20,000 
l.OOO 
3,000 
10,000 
116,000 

80,C0O 


3,000 
400 
20,000 
18,000 
30,000 
300,000 
20,000 
30,000 
I,SO0 


Scotland  :— 
Public  Education  . , 
Uoiverdtiea,  Ac.  .. 
National  Gallery  . . 
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Ireland: — 

Poblic  Edocatioa  . . 
Teachen*  Penmoa  Office 
Endowed  Schools  ConuniMioiieri 
National  Gallery  . . 
Queen's  Colleges  .. 
Royal  Irish  Academy 

Class  V. 

Diplomatic  Services 

Consular  Serrices  . . 

Slave  Trade  Services 

Suez  Canal  (British  Directors) 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena 

Subsidies  to  TelegraDh  Companies 

Cyprus,  Crrant  in  Aid 


Class  VI. 

Superannuation    and   Retired  Allow- 

ances      ••  ••  ••  •• 

Merchant   Seamen*  s  Fund   Pensions, 

dec        ••  ••  ••  "• 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  . . 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland    . . 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland    . . 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency 
Miscellaneous  Charitable    and   other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
Miscellaneous    Charitable    and   other 

^Vllowances,  Ireland 

Class  VII. 

Temporary  Commissions     .. 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 


£ 

200,000 
500 
200 
300 
oOO 
100 


60,000 
40,000 

6,000 
400 

6,000 
14,000 
14,000 


12,000 

1,000 

65,000 
3.000 


500 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs  .. 

100,000 

Inland  Revenue    . . 

100,000 

Post  Office 

100,000 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  . . 

20,000 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 

350,000 

ToUl  for  Revenue  Departments     £670,000 

Grand  Total..    £3,729,203 

Sib.  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£500,  being  part  of  the  salary  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
has  given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to 
reduce  the  salary  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, which  will  come  before  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell). 

Mr.  LA BOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I  have  an  Amendment  to  propose  which 
will  come  before  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague. 
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The  CHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  did  not  give  it  tome. 

Mr.  LABOUCHESE:  My  Amend- 
ment is  to  xednoe  the  Vote  for  Boyal 
Palaces  by  £1,000.  It  is  reaUir  too  bed 
that  these  sums  shonld  be  voted  and  the 
main  question  pat  off  nntfl  the  end  of 
the  Session,  wnen  we  are  afforded  no 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Estimates. 
The  first  Vote  in  Glass  1  ia  X84,23S 
for  the  Boyal  Palaces,  and  we  are  now 
asked  to  vote  £5,000  on  aeooont.  We 
have  a  considerable  number  of  Royal 
Palai-es  in  the  occupation  of  Her 
Majesty;  other  palaces  partly,  in  the 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty,  and  also  a 
large  number  of  palaces  whieh  do  not 
appear  to  be  in  any  way  ooonpied  by 
Her  Majesty.  They  are  called  palaces, 
but  are  really  houses,  such  as  Haw- 
thorn Lo^e,  Hawthorn  Cottage,  Wag- 
lands,  and  others.  I  understand  that 
they  are  granted  by  H^  Majeety  to 
friends.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  way 
in  which  they  are  granted ;  but  my  ob- 
jection is  that  every  year  we  ahould  be 
cfidled  upon  to  voto  a  considerable  anm 
for  keeping  up  these  different  hoaaes. 
For  my  part,  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
them  all  sold  and  the  money  paid  into 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  That,  howerer, 
is  a  large  proposal  which  I  cannot  raise 
upon  these  Estimates.  Nevertheleae.  I 
have  a  right  to  raise  this  point,  that 
when  these  houses  are  granted,  thoee  to 
whom  they  are  given  should  be  called 
upon  to  keep  them  up  and  pay  lor  the 
necessary  repairs.  When  a  man  takes 
a  house  he  frequently  does  so  on  a  repair- 
ing lease,  and  it  would  be  very  little  to 
ask  that  that  principle  should  be  pur- 
sued in  this  case.  I  always  have  pro- 
tested against  this  Yoto,  and  I  always 
intend  to  protest  against  it.  There  ia 
another  item  in  the  Voto  which  I  have 
also  protested  ag^nst — ^the  item  tar 
Hampton  Court  Stud  House.  Here 
we  have  £405  for  maintenance,  repaire 
and  furniture  in  connection  with  Bjunp- 
ton  Court  Stud  House.  Last  year  we 
spent  £415.  The  keeping  up  of  tius  Stnd 
House  appears  to  be  a  most  ezpenaive 
thing,  ana  I  have  never  yet  discovered, 
although  I  have  asked  year  after  year, 
what  becomes  of  our  foals.  The  foala 
are  sold ;  somebody  gets  the  money ;  bat 
I  have  never  yet  seen  in  any  sort  of  way 
that  the  country  which  keeps  up  the 
Stud  House  is  credited  with  the  price 
realized  by  the  produce  of  the 
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that  are  kept  there.  Under  these  cir- 
camstancee  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Vote 
for  Boyid  Palaces  be  reduced  by  the  sum 
of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put/'  That 
the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Bojal  Palaces, 
be  reduced  by  £  1, 000/'— (Ifr.  Labou- 
ehere,) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  38' 
Noes  71. — (Division  list,  No.  34.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

«M&.  BR^DLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  reduction  which  I  wish  to  move  is 
a  specific  reduction  of  the  sum  of  £200, 
being  two  months'  salary  of  the  Chief 
Inspector  of  Factories,  and  also  of  a 
furuier  sum  of  £280. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  my  hon.  Friend,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  we  should  not  be  able  to  dis- 
cuss the  remaining  Votes  in  Class  1  if 
we  proceed  now  to  discuss  the  Votes  in 
Class  2. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  aware  that  if  any  action  is 
taken  in  regard  to  Class  2,  the  Com- 
mittee cannot  go  back  again  upon 
Class  1. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  As  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  is  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
learn  from  him  whether  there  is  any 
precedent  for  a  Vote  of  this  size  being 
taken  at  this  period  of  the  Session  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
total  amount  now  asked  for  follows  the 
precedent  of  previous  years,  and  repre- 
sents an  expenditure  of  about  two 
months.  When  I  say  that  it  represents 
the  expenditure  of  about  two  months,  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  represents  one- 
sixth  of  the  whole  expenditure.  Hon. 
Members  will  see  that  that  is  not  so, 
because  there  are  certain  payments 
which  come  in  quarterly,  and,  therefore, 
the  payments  for  the  first  quarter  are 
larger  than  they  are  at  some  other 
periods  of  the  year.  The  main  cause  of 
the  total  of  &e  Vote  exceeding  one- 
sixth  of  the  total  Estimates  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  education  payments  are 
much  larger  in  April  than  they  are  at 
some  other  periods  of  the  year.  It  will 
be  seen  that  the  amount  taken  for  edu- 
cation represents  about  one-fourth  of 
the  whole,  while  the  amount  for  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  represents 
less  than  one-sixth,  on  account  of  the 


payments  not  coming  in  so  early.  But 
some  of  the  other  Votes  represent  consi- 
derably more  than  one- sixth — such  aa 
that  for  (Mminal  Prosecutions — nearly 
the  whole  of  which  is  required  to  be  paid 
early  in  the  year.  The  same  thing 
appHes  to  the  rates  on  Qovernment  pro- 
perty and  the  Mint,  and  to  some  other 
items,  although  to  a  less  extent — such 
as  the  Consular  Services,  where  the 
salaries  are  paid  quarterly,  and  the  super- 
annuation retiring  allowances,  which,  to 
a  g^eat  extent,  are  also  paid  quarterly. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  former  precedents  have  been 
strictly  followed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  are  the 
precedents  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  cannot  give  pre- 
cedents for  the  amount,  but  only  for  the 
period.  It  was  formerly  the  custom  to 
take  a  three  or  four  mouths'  Supply. 
That  was  objected  to,  and  the  period 
has  been  since  reduced  to  a  two  months^ 
Supply.  No  objection  has  ever  been 
raised  to  the  taking  of  a  two  months^ 
Supply  on  the  first  Vote  on  Account. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
assume  that  it  will  be  uecessary  to  come 
to  the  House  for  another  Vote  on  Ac- 
count within  two  months  of  the  present 
date? 

«Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe) :  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question 
as  to  what  is  going  on  in  Westminster 
Hall,  which  I  imagine  comes  under  the 
head  of  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  feel 
bound  to  protest  against  the  unsightly 
steps  whicn  are  being  placed  on  one  side 
of  Westminster  Hall.  I  think  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  will  himself 
allow  that  they  will  entirely  destroy  the 
effect  of  that  great  hall,  and  therefore  I 
wish  to  ask  him  under  what  circum- 
stances their  construction  has  been 
sanctioned  ?  

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  There  is 
another  question  I  should  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  answer.  He  and  I 
were  upon  the  Committee  which  sat  the 
year  before  last  upon  the  new  buildings 
for  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office.  The 
old  plan  was  set  aside  and  a  new  plan 
adopted.  One  of  the  g^eat  inducements 
was  that  it  was  extremely  important  the 
offices  of  the  Admiralty  should  be  re- 
constructed within  a  short  period,  and 
one  of  the  requirements  was  that  the 
new  Admiralty  should  be  finished  within 
three  years.    It  does  not  appear  to  me 
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that  anything  has  been  done  on  that 
subject,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  learn 
what  the  prospects  are  of  the  work  being 
completed  within  the  three  years. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.) :  There  is  a  matter  connected  with 
the  Royal  Palaces  which  I  wish  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works.  The  area  inclosing 
the  Royal  Gardens  at  Buckingham 
Palace  is  one  for  which  no  parallel  can 
be  found  in  any  other  country 
in  Europe.  Neither  in  Berlin,  nor 
Vienna,  nor  in  any  other  capital 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  is  there 
anything  of  this  nature.  There  are  some- 
thing like  50  acres  of  land  in  the  contra 
of  the  greatest  capital  of  the  world 
which  are  practically  unutilized  and 
seldom  used  by  the  Sovereign.  It  is 
never  seen  by  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
and  I  think,  without  detracting  from  its 
advantages  as  a  Crown  residence  in 
Londtm,  that  a  large  portion  of  this  area 
might  be  thrown  open  to  the  people  of 
this  country.  I  believe  that  that  is  a 
feeling  whirh  is  very  widely  entertained. 
1  have  no  doHiro  to  say  one  word  which 
oould  bo  dooinod  disrospoctful  in  regard 
to  HorMnjosty,  nor  have  I  any  wish 
to  soo  Buckingham  Palace  rendered  a 
loss  donirnble  rosidenco,  but  I  think  that 
a  portion  of  this  lar^e  area  might  be 
rendered  available  for  the  people 
general  ly. 

*Mu.  OK  lilSliK  (Loicostorshire,  Mid) : 
I  should  bo  glad  to  lotirn  from  my  right 
Hon.  Friond  the  First  (^mlmi8Hione^  of 
Works  wliat  thonpproximnto  (Mint  would 
bo  of  (H)mplotiiig  tho  statu nry  at  the 
north  ontrnnoo  ti>  -WeMtniinstor  Hall. 
That  of  tlio  soiith  ontranoo  has  been 
romplolod.  and  it  is  a  pity  that  tlio  rest 
nhoiild  romuin  \intiiiiHluHl.  I  also  wish 
ti»  know  how  it  is*  proposod  to  ivinpleto 
tho  anjflo  of  tho  road  opposite  llonry 
Vn.*s  OhapolV  Is  it  pr\>|M*od  to  carry 
th<»  railing  up  to  tho  St.  SfophonV 
<«iitranoo  to  thin  HtMi!«o.  or  what  i*  t.»  bo 
done^  I  will  aNo  A:«k  whothor  it  will 
not  bo  posniMo  uo\t  voar  to  put  d»»wu 
in  tho  KMinuitO!»  a  siutUciout  !«\nn  toiSMu- 
ploto  tho  Mosaii*!*  in  tho  ^I'oat  iVniral 
Id^^bbr  V  NVhon  >i\o  havo  upon!  {%M«r 
tuilhons  ot  «u*«ov  otor  fhono  «pUi\x^d 
Hou!tO!kof  Pavbrtiuont  \  thi«K  \i  i«  s  t»vy 
gr^vnt  uxiMaVo  to  Khito  lhoo\  \U)fnu«h«si 
Thou.  N|;:iiu.  t!»  it  not  \sv»wbU»  t^*  put  .^»x^  w 
n  »«lU**^»v.t  »uiu  o(  n>oi\>»v  ^*  iV'\  tho 
i\\xr^horw  w\n*lo>n    y\i(   \Vo«t«v«Mov  MaU 
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with  stained  glass?  To  leaTe  this 
noblest  of  civic  halls  unfinished  for 
the  sake  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  Is 
certainly  discreditable  to  this  oountry. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  I  have  the  power 
of  converting  the  Radical  Party  opposite, 
whose  special  prerogative  it  is  to  pose  as 
economists,  but  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
there  can  be  no  adeqaate  reason  why 
these  necessary  oompletions  of  improye- 
ments,  already  carried  out,  shoafd  not 
be  nerfected 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  have  no  wish  to  embarrass  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  the  intentions  of  the  Gk)- 
vemment  with  regard  to  the  ugly  shed 
in  Palace  Yard  under  which  Members' 
horses  are  allowed  to  take  exercise  t  If 
the  Government  have  any  desire  to  sell 
it  cheap,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
be  much  more  in  place  in  some  of  the 
Cheshire  salt-works. 
♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Universi^  at 
Dublin) :  I  may  tell  my  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  de 
Lisle)  and  other  hon.  Members  that 
it  is  not  possible  at  once  to  oarrj  out  all 
the  improvements  which  we  may  think 
desirable  in  this  House,  or  in  any  of  the 
other  public  buildings  under  our 
charge ;  and  I  cannot  undertake  to  put 
into  the  Estimates  for  the  cominff  year 
the  sum  named  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
With  regard  to  the  statuary,  I  will  have 
a  calculation  made,  and  will  give  my 
hon.  Friend  the  information  for  whioh 
he  asks.  As  to  Buckingham  Palace 
Gardens,  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
ever  hoard  it  suggested  that  they  should 
be  dealt  with  except  as  private  g^ardens 
(^onnei'tod  with  the  Palace.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  they  form  a  great  breatniag 
and  upon -air  space  in  a  very  important 
part  of  tl)o  Metropolis.  I  am  not  pre- 
panni  to  riHvmmend  that  these  private 
;  garxlouH  should  bo  dealt  with  in  tne  way 
;  »u»;gtvstiHi  by  tho  hon.  Member  for  Leiu 
:  vMr  Muun>  Korguson).  With  refer- 
01UV  to  !lio  .\dniiralty  buildings,  some 
drUv  \\;i5  caused  in  the  autumn  on 
A\\sMinf  \^i  tho  sugg^NLtions  which  came 
(^>Mn  tho  Adiiurahv  as  to  the  additional 
t^^xiinnwonts  which  they  thought  were 
)io^>o«uiar>  Vhoa.  again,  greater  diiffi- 
o\^tio«  sn^»o  «uh  T^N^i^^^t  to  the  founda* 
t%«M^«  (hsn  vo  wo«>^  pntkparvd  for;  but 
t!uM»o  ^vtH«-Mli;^  vx^ttli  also  hare  ap- 
|\<^o^)  v>^\tAri\  K'^hi^altiNiiatiTeplan.  Tno 
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ae  (ar  aa  the  foundationB  are  concerned,  '  Gttrden  of  Buckingham  Palace." ( Mr. 

nearly    completed.       We  hope,    before    Sfuaro  Ftrgtuon.) 
long,  to  be  able  to  press  the  matter  fur- 
ther. With  regard  to  the  steps  in  West-        **"■  D.  R.  PLUNKBT :  From  many 
minster  Hall,  I  hays  to  say  that  what   atatements  that  are  made  on  this  sub* 
we  hare  done  has  been  done  entirely  in    J^^  ^^  might  be  supposed  by  persons 
le  of  the   deoision  whioh    was    uoooquaintsd  with  London  and  the  oir* 


comprised  land  that  had  been  inclosed 
by  a  monstrous  invasion  of  publin  rights. 
It  has,  however,  been  explained  already 
that  this  space  has  always  been  recog- 
nised aa  the  private  garden  of  the 
Sovereign.  I  may  also  point  out  that  iho 
I  cannot  believe  that  stepb  f"^™  "  placed  close  to  one  of  the 
ever  existed  in  this  noblo  ^^^^s'  ?«»">]«»  tbe  Metropolis,  so  it 
cannot  be  said  that  this  part  of  Lon- 
don   suffers    from  any    want    of   open 

Me.  fi.  C.  MUNBO  FERGUSON :  I 
intended  to  make  a  comparison  between 
this  and  such  country  seats  as  are  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country  iaolosed  in 
,  such  a  private  manner  that  it  is  impoa* 
sible  for  inhabitants  of  the  neighbour- 
hood to  derive  any  advantage  from 
them.  I  might  refer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  many  Boyal  Gardens  in 
Continental  capitals  where  no  such  seclu' 
sion  is  maintained,  and  where  inclosure 
is  so  arranged  that  the  inhabitants  can 
enjoy  a  view  of  the  earden.  In  the 
case  of  Buckingham  Palace  Garden  you 
see  nothing  but  a  high  blank  wall,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  derive  the  least 
enjoyment  from  the  garden.  In  fact, 
this  space  is  practically  lost  to  the 
people  of  London. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Many  hon. 
Members  will  remember,  or  at  sny  rate 
they  will  see  from  old  prints  and  plans, 
that  in  times  gone  by  a  high  wall  raa 
nil  round  St.  James's  Park.  This  was  a 
usual  feature  in  olden  times  until,  under 
more  enlightened  ideas,  the  walls  wsro 
levelled  to  the  ground.  There  is 
not  the  least  intention  in  any  sort 
tf  way  to  intrude  on  the  privai^ 
uf  Her  Majesty;  and,  besides,  it 
is  very  seldom  that  Her  Majesty  occu- 
pies  Buckingham  Palace.  Now,  in 
Pans,  even  during  the  Empire,  the 
greater  part  of  the  gardens  of  the  Tuil- 
Jsries  was  open  to  the  public,  a  smalt 
portion  being  cut  off  and  reserved  for 
the  use  of  the  Imperial  Family.  So,  it 
aeems  to  me,  a  small  portion  of  Bnok- 
iogham  Palace  Gardens  might  be  re- 
served, and  during  the  residence  of  Her 


House.  The  hon.  Member  will  find  all 
the  information  he  wants  in  the  Report 
of  the  Committoe. 

Mr.  J.  B.  ELLIS :  With  all  deference 
to  the  authority  the  right  hon.  Oectleman 
quotes,  I  cannot  but  regard  this  as 
«xcrescence.     I  cai 
such  as  these  ever 

ball,  and  I  cannot  but  express  my  great 
regret  that  any  Committee  was  ever 
found  to  approve  a  plan  for  such  a  dis- 
figurement. Aa  I  pasaed  through  the 
Hall  and  saw  these  steps  they  sesmed  to 
me  more  like  a  temporary  structure  for 
election  purposes  than  anything  appli- 
cable to  this  noblo  interior.  I  think  we 
ought  to  mark  our  sense  of  this  dis- 
figurement by  taking  a  Division  on  a 
reduction  of  ths  Vote.  I  will  not  move 
it  now,  however,  for  I  believe  my  hon. 
Friend  near  me  has  a  reduction  to 
propoee. 

Ma.  R.  0.  MUNEO  FERGUSON 
(Laith) :  In  eonnectioa  with  this  Vote 
I  wish  to  coll  attention  to  ths  grounds 
of  Buckingham  Palace  and  to  the  large 
apace  that  is  surrounded  by  i  very  high 
wall  and  tkevaux-ii-/riit  on  the  top.  K 
large  open  space  is  thus  withheld  &om 
the  sight  of  the  people  of  London.  One 
hears  a  good  deal  of  the  large  spaces 
that  are  jealously  inclosed  iu  different 
parts  of  the  country,  so  iaclosed  that 

£eople  cannot  enjoy  the  beauty  of  the 
ind,  but  I  know  of  no  case  where  it  is 
more  desirable  to  have  the  full  benefit  of 
«n  open  space  than  in  regard  to  this  gar- 
den. Besides  the  size  and  character  of  this 
inoloanre,  be  it  remembered,  the  road 
down  Constitution  Hill  is  not  open  for 
traffic,  and  this  is  a  great  inconvenience 
to  those  who,  having  to  proceed  from 
-one  part  of  London  to  another,  have  to 
make  a  wide  detour  round  this  park  and 
garden.  To  call  attention  to  this  subject 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Tote 
by  £500  in  regard  to  Buckingham 
Palace. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
-"That  the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Royal 
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Majesty  in  the  Palace  the  public  might 
be  excluded  from  the  whole  of  the  gar- 
dens. Oonsidering  how  infrequent  and 
brief  Her  Majesty's  visits  there  are, 
there  surely  is  no  need  for  this  high 
surrounding  wall.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
referred  to  another  point,  that  if  you 
out  off  a  large  space  by  this  garden, 
there  is  all  the  more  reason  why  Oonsti- 
tution  Hill  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  It  cannot  be  said  that  ex- 
clusion here  is  maintained  to  secure  the 
privacy  of  the  garden,  because  carriages 
do  absolutely  pass  before  Buckingham 
Palace ;  and  yet,  by  some  old,  obsolete 
rule,  they  are  prevented  from  passing 
along  Constitution  Hill.  Last  year,  it 
may  be  remembered,  I  raised  this  point, 
and  asked  for  a  list  of  the  persons  pri- 
vileged to  drive  here.  I  sometimes  walk 
along  the  road,  and  I  meet  somebody 
driving  in  a  carriage  whom  I  presume 
is  some  grandee  ;  but,  as  one  of  those 
who  help  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  road,  I  ask  why  this  grandee  should 
be  allowed  to  drive  along  it,  while  I 
am  not  allowed  to  do  so  in  a  cab  or  other 
humble  vehicle  that  inferior  people  use. 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  is  going  to 
divide,  because  it  is  not  only  the  ques- 
tion of  Buckingham  Palace  Garden — on 
which  I  can  understand  there  may  be 
much  difference  of  opinion — but  it  in- 
cludes the  question  of  the  exclusion  of 
the  public  from  Constitution  Hill. 
♦Mr.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,  West) : 
Last  year,  on  the  same  occasion  as  that 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  I  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  public  from  Constitution  Hill 
duricg  Her  Majesty's  absence  from 
town.  I  got  no  answer,  but  perhaps  I 
may  be  more  successful  now.  Why 
should  not  Constitution  Hill  be  thrown 
open  during  the  absence  of  Her  Majesty 
from  town  ?  If  there  is  any  real  objec- 
tion, what  is  it  ? 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  hope  this  reduction  will  meet 
with  the  strongest  support — it  is  a  pro- 
test against  these  grounds  being  reserved 
merely  for  a  number  of  officials.  It  is 
simply  this,  and  no  question  of  intruding 
on  the  privacy  of  Her  Majesty.  Her 
Majesty  does  not  make  use  of  the  gar- 
den ;  it  is  simply  kept  up  for  the  use  of 
the  people  employed  at  the  Palace,  and 
would,  I  think,  be  put  to  better  use  if 
dedicated  to  the  use  of  the  public. 

Mr.  Lah$Hch9re 


Db.  FABQHABSON  (AbMdeen- 
shire,  W.) :  May  I  ask  what  aie  the 
special  qualifications  to  get  on  the  list  of 
those  who  are  allowed  to  drive  iowtk 
Constitution  Hill?  I  think  that 
Members  of  this  House  might  0x  •JSet^ 
have  a  claim.  I  remember  on  one 
occasion  I  was  prooeedinff  in  a  private- 
carriage  to  attena  a  l&vi^  of  our  sracioua 
Sovereign  when  I  was  stopped  at  th» 
gate  and  told  in  a  very  autooratie  way 
that  I  could  not  pass  because  I  was  not 
on  the  list.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tell  me  what  are  the  qualifica- 
tions required,  and  perchance  I  maj 
make  application  ? 

«Mb.  D.  R.  PLUNEET  :  Before  these 
interrogations  proceed  further,  may  I  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  must  decline  to  be 
led  now  into  arguing  the  question  of 
Constitution  Hill?  That  would  occupy 
too  much  time.  It  will  be  time  enough 
to  take  up  the  subject  on  the  regular 
Estimates.  Of  course,  I  am  anxious  to- 
answer  questions,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact». 
since  this  question  was  raised  last 
year,  the  list  of  those  who  have  the  right 
to  make  use  of  Constitution  ELill  has* 
been  revised.  I  cannot  carry  the  namee 
in  my  head,  but  I  will  take  care  that  thie- 
revised  list  is  made  accessible. 

*Ma.  CAUSTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion— Why  should  not  Constitution  Hill 
be  open  during  the  absence  of  Her 
Majesty  from  town  ?  I  must  press  for 
an  answer,  and  from  time  to  time,. 
until  I  get  one,  I  shall  have  to  worry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Dk.  FARQUHARSON:  WiU  the^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  if  Membere- 
of  Parliament  may  ex  officio  be  placed 
on  the  list  ? 

*Mr.  R.  D.  PLUNKET:  What  I 
have  imdertaken  to  do  is  to  provide  the 
information  who  are  on  the  hst. 

Dr.    FARQUHARSON:    And    the 
qualifications. 

Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) :  Before^ 
we  go  to  a  Division,  I  should  like  to  say 
that  while  I  deprecate  the  view  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  respecting  the* 
gardens,  I  do  not  conceive  there  would, 
be  any  intrusion  on  the  privacy  of  Her- 
Majestv's  use  of  the  gardens  if  the* 
public  had  the  right  to  use  Constitution 
Hill.  Instead  of  enlarging  the  list  of 
privileged  persons,  I  think  it  would  ba 
better  to  throw  the  Hill  open  entirely. 
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*Ma.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
(Srencester) :  I  shall  give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  the  reduction,  because  I  think 
we  should  follow  the  example  which  is 
set,  I  believe,  in  all  other  European 
capitals,  and  have  these  gai^ens 
open  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
public  during  the  time  the  Sovereign  is 
not  in  residence.  There  would  then  be 
no  intrusion  on  the  enjoyment  of  the 
gardens  by  Her  Majesty.  The  gardens 
are,  in  fact,  now  kept  up  S>r  the 
advantage  of  a  few  officials.  I  also 
object  to  Constitution  Hill,  maintained 
by  the  public  money,  being  reserved 
for  the  use  of  a  few  Lords,  Germans, 
and  other  ''  swells." 

Thx  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Committee  the  item  proposed  to 
be  reduced  is  for  Royal  Palaces,  and 
Buckingham  Palace  comes  within  that 
Vote;  Constitution  Hill  comes  under 
the  head  of  Eoyal  Parks. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  62  ; 
Noes  135.— (Div.  list,  No.  35.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  wish  to  appeal  to  hoo. 
Gentlemen  with  reference  to  the  discus- 
sion of  this  Vote.  There  was  a  distinct 
understanding  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  desired  to  make  serious 
charges  against  the  Government;  and 
we  were  most  anxious  to  meet  those 
charges  now  on  the  Vote  on  Account. 
An  hour  and  ten  minutes  has  now  been 
occupied  in  discussing  items  in  Class  1 , 
which  in  ordinary  course  will  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee  of  Supply  within 
the  next  two  or  three  weeks.  The 
course  that  has  been  adopted  is  abso- 
lutely without  precedent ;  and  the  only 
result  must  be  seriously  to  delay  public 
business  and  to  deny  us  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  those  charges  which  I  under- 
stand right  hon.  Gentlenren  wish  to 
make.  I  protest  as  clearly  and  distinctly 
as  I  can  against  the  sacrifice  of  public 
time.  Precedents  are  being  created  by 
the  House  of  Commons  which  are  abso- 
lutely destructive  of  its  power  and 
authority,  which  tend  greatly  to  diminish 
its  influence,  and  which,  unfortunately, 
create  a  condition  of  things  tending  to 
the  destruction  of  its  authority  with  the 
ooontry,  and  to  a  curtailment  of  the 
privileges  of  Members. 


Mb.  J,  MORLEY  (Newcastle) :  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  controversy  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  who  it  is- 
who  is  doing  most  to  set  precedents  p 
but  so  far  as  my  memory  goes  there  was 
nothing  like  an  understanding  come  to 
yesterday  afternoon  that  no  subjects 
should  be  discussed  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  excepting  Votes  relating  to  the 
government  of  Ireland  and  to  transac- 
tions connected  with  the  Special  Com- 
mission. On  the  contrary,  I  believe 
that  the  course  taken  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  yesterday  was  that  we  wanted 
more  time  than  the  Gt>vernment  were- 
willing  to  g^ve  us  in  order  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Vote  on  Account  might 
cover  the  whole  g^und,  as  discussions 
on  Votes  on  Account  are  wont  to  do. 
So  far  as  my  experience  goes,  discus-  . 
sions  on  Votes  on  Account  have  never 
been  limited  to  one  particular  branch  of 
Supply.  Therefore,  I  cannot  accept  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  account  of  the  under- 
standing arrived  at  yesterday.  At  the 
same  time,  I  fully  agree  with  him  that 
we  desire  to  waste  no  time ;  and  I  do- 
not  think  the  last  hour  has  been  mis- 
spent, as  every  subject  raised  was  one 
for  legitimate  discussion.  However,  we- 
shall  do  what  we  can  to  expedite  discus- 
sion ;  and  I  am  prepared  at  the  earliest 
moment  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
the  important  Votes  in  Class  2;  but 
there  are,  I  believe,  one  or  two  im- 
portant points  to  be  elucidated  before 
we  arrive  at  that  stage.  When  wo 
obtain  the  information,  which  we  may 
do  in  a  few  minutes,  I  am  prepared  to- 
go  on. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT(Derby) :  I  have- 
some  questions  to  raise  on  Class  II,  but,, 
notwithstanding  the  imputations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  are  some 
points  on  Class  I.  that  may  be  raised, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  an  hour  is  too 
large  an  expenditure  of  time  upon  such 
a  large  sum  of  money.  I  never  heard 
of  the  Vote  being  passed  in  so  short  a 
time,  and  the  attempt  to  fix  a  charge  of 
obstruction  upon  us  has  no  foundation. 
I  have  some  questions  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary. 

♦Mb.    BRADLAUGH  :    If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  have 
an  Amendment  on  Class  II,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  comes  first  in  order.. 
It    has   relation    to    Factory    Inspec- 
tors. 
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Sib  W.  HABOOURT  :  My  obaenra-  ' 
tions  would  oome  first  as  relerant  to  the  [ 
salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

«Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  In  point  of  pro- 
cedure there  is  no  distinction  within  the  ' 
item  for  the  Home  Office  between  the  | 
aalary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  i 
other   details,    this   being  a  Vote   on ' 
Account.    The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  given  notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment, and  he  is  entitled  to  come  first  if 
he  chooses. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask,  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
moves  a  reduction,  will  that  not  shut 
out  discussion  on  previous  items  ? 

♦The  CHAIBMAN :  It  will  shut  out 
discussion  of  previous  items,  as  I  have 
said. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understand 
that  we  can  discuss  any  of  the  sub-heads 
of  the  Vote  relating  to  the  Home  Office 
and  subordinate  Departments. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  In  this,  a  Vote 
on  Account,  there  is  no  precedence 
among  the  sub-heads  of  any  item,  and 
the  Home  Office  is  taken  as  a  whole. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Notice  on  the 
Paper  has  precedence  if  the  hon. 
Member  claims  iti 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  give  way  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib.  W.  HARCOURT:  Now  there 
are  some  important  circumstances  which 
have  arisen — I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  not  going,  for  some  of  the  questions  I 
liave  to  raise  affect  him — there  are 
some  important  questions  to  be  raised 
with  reference  to  the  relations  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  administration 
of  prisons  and  the  administration  of  the 
police.  By  the  Prisons  Act  of  1877  the 
Home  Secretary  is  the  prison  authority, 
and  the  Commissiooers  of  Prisons  are 
his  assistants,  not  only  with  regard  to 
the  ordinary  prisons,  but  still  more  with 
regard  to  convict  prisons.  Therefore 
the  person  immediately  and  directly  re- 
sponsible for  the  administration  of 
grisons  in  this  country  is  the  Home 
ecretary.  We  were  told  that  it  was 
not  in  Ireland  in  the  Department  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  but  I  think  that 
was  a  mistake.  I  think  that  in  Ireland 
as  in  England  the  control  that  here  is 
under  the  Home  Secretary  is  there  in 
the  hands  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  will  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  prisons  are  imder  his  direct  cootrol 


and  orders,  the  Oommissionen  being 
appointed  "to  assist  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty."  Some  remarkaMe 
circurastancee  have  occurred  upon  whieli 
I  think  we  should  have  some  farther  in- 
formation. There  is  probably  no  de- 
partment of  prison  administration  whii^ 
has  more  important,  and  I  might  aaj 
more  delicate,  functions  to  perform  than 
the  medical  department.  The  medical 
officers,  like  the  chaplain,  ought  to  be 
more  or  less  the  friends  of  the  prisoners. 
They  are  the  people  who  are  thereto 
mitigate  any  harshness  in  a  case  where 
the  physical  conditions  of  a  prisoner 
require  such  mitigation.  There  is  no 
subject  which  demands  more  constant 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  ol 
State  than  that  of  the  medical  depart- 
ment, and  I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  none  has 

• 

engaged  more  constantly  the  attention  of 
those  who  have  held  his  office.  Personal 
vestigation  has  been  given  in  every 
case  where  any  undue  harshness  has  been 
alleged,  and  the  Prisons  Department  is 
full  of  Minutes  by  Secretaries  of  State 
themselves  with  reg^ard  to  their  investi- 
gation of  all  such  details.  It  is,  there- 
fore, the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  consider  the  matter  when  a  medieal 
officer  takes  a  step  which  is  certainly 
a  breach  of  the  rules  of  the  Home  De- 
partment. I  will  not  raise  now — althonffh 
It  may  have  to  be  raised  on  the  Vote  mt 
the  salary  of  Dr.  Barr — the  question  of 
the  character  of  that  document.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  there  was  some  justification  for 
this  proceeding,  in  that  attacks  had 
been  made  elsewhere  upon  Dr.  Barr, 
but  I  do  not  remember  that  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  used  that  argument  in  con- 
nection with  the  censure  passed  upon 
Sir  C.  Warren,  which  led  to  that  officer 
resigning  the  post  of  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police.  No  doubt  Sir  C.  Warren  had 
been  the  subject  of  attacks — perhaps 
many  of  them  unjust — but  the  SecretMj 
of  State  in  his  reprimand  took  no  con- 
sideration of  the  fact  that  Sir  C.  Warren 
had  himself  been  attacked,  and,  for  my 
own  part,  I  think  that  it  would  be  a 
most  unfortunate  circumstance  if  the 
fact  that  an  attack  had  been  made  upon 
an  individual  in  the  Civil  Service  should 
be  regarded  as  dispensing  him  from  a 
wholesome  rule  of  the  Public  Service 
and  allowing  him  to  enter  into  contro- 
versial matters.     With  reference  to  the 
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*Mn.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Glouoester, 
(Xrencester) :  I  shall  give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  the  reduction,  because  I  think 
we  should  follow  the  example  which  is 
set,  I  belieye,  in  all  other  European 
capitals,  and  have  these  gardens 
open  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
public  during  the  time  the  Sovereign  is 
not  in  residence.  There  would  then  be 
no  intrusion  on  the  enjoyment  of  the 
gardens  by  Her  Majesty.  The  gardens 
are,  in  fact,  now  kept  up  for  the 
advantage  of  a  few  officials.  I  also 
object  to  Constitution  Hill,  maintained 
by  the  public  money,  being  reserved 
for  the  use  of  a  few  Lords,  Germans, 
and  other  ^*  swells." 

Thx  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Committee  the  item  proposed  to 
be  reduced  is  for  Boyal  Palaces,  and 
Buckingham  Palace  comes  within  that 
Vote;  Constitution  Hill  comes  under 
the  head  of  Eoyal  Parks. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  62  ; 
Noes  135.— (Div.  list,  No.  35.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  wish  to  appeal  to  hon. 
Q^ntlemen  with  reference  to  the  discus- 
sion of  this  yote.  There  was  a  distinct 
understanding  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  desired  to  make  serious 
charges  against  the  Government;  and 
we  were  most  anxious  to  meet  those 
charges  now  on  the  Vote  on  Account. 
An  hour  and  ten  minutes  has  now  been 
occupied  in  discussing  items  in  Class  1 , 
which  in  ordinary  course  will  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee  of  Supply  within 
the  next  two  or  three  weeks.  The 
course  that  has  been  adopted  is  abso- 
lutely without  precedent ;  and  the  only 
result  must  be  seriously  to  delay  public 
business  and  to  deny  us  an  opportunity 
of  meeting  those  charges  which  I  under- 
stand right  hon.  Gentlemen  wish  to 
make.  I  protest  as  clearly  and  distinctly 
as  I  can  against  the  sacrifice  of  public 
time.  Precedents  are  being  created  by 
the  House  of  Commons  which  are  abso- 
lutely destructive  of  its  power  and 
authority,  which  tend  greatly  to  diminish 
its  influence,  and  which,  unfortunately, 
create  a  condition  of  things  tending  to 
the  destruction  of  its  authority  with  the 
country,  and  to  a  curtailment  of  the 
privileges  of  Members. 


Mb.  J,  MOBLEY  (Newcastle) :  I  do 
not  wish  to  enter  into  controversy  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  who  it  ia- 
who  is  doing  most  to  set  precedents;: 
but  so  far  as  my  memory  goes  there  wa» 
nothing  like  an  understanding  come  to 
yesterday  afternoon  that  no  subjects 
should  be  discussed  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  excepting  Votes  relating  to  the 
government  of  Ireland  and  to  transac- 
tions connected  with  the  Special  Com- 
mission. On  the  contrary,  I  believe 
that  the  course  taken  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  yesterday  was  that  we  wanted 
more  time  than  the  Gt>vemment  were 
willing  to  g^ve  us  in  order  that  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Yote  on  Account  might 
cover  the  whole  g^und,  as  discussions 
on  Yotes  on  Account  are  wont  to  do. 
So  far  as  my  experience  goes,  discus- 
sions on  Yotes  on  Account  have  never 
been  limited  to  one  particular  branch  of 
Supply.  Therefore,  I  cannot  accept  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  account  of  the  under- 
standing arrived  at  yesterday.  At  the 
same  time,  I  fully  agree  with  him  that 
we  desire  to  waste  no  time ;  and  I  do- 
not  think  the  last  hour  has  been  mis- 
spent, as  every  subject  raised  was  one 
for  legitimate  discussion.  However,  we^ 
shall  do  what  we  can  to  expedite  discus- 
sion ;  and  I  am  prepared  at  the  earliest 
moment  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
the  important  Yotes  in  Class  2;  but 
there  are,  I  believe,  one  or  two  im- 
portant points  to  be  elucidated  before 
we  arrive  at  that  stage.  When  we 
obtain  the  information,  which  we  may 
do  in  a  few  minutes,  I  am  prepared  to- 
go  on. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT(Derby) :  I  have- 
some  questions  to  raise  on  Class  II,  but,, 
notwithstanding  the  imputations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  are  some 
points  on  Class  I.  that  may  be  raised, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  an  hour  is  too 
large  an  expenditure  of  time  upon  such 
a  large  sum  of  money.  I  never  heard 
of  the  Yote  being  passed  in  so  short  a 
time,  and  the  attempt  to  fix  a  charge  of 
obstruction  upon  us  has  no  foundation. 
I  have  some  questions  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me,  I  have 
an  Amendment  on  Class  II,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  comes  first  in  order.. 
It  has  relation  to  Factory  Inspec- 
tors. 
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Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  My  ob«erya- 
tions  would  come  first  as  relevant  to  the 
salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
♦The  CHAIRMAN  :  In  point  of  pro- 
cedure there  is  no  distinction  within  the 
item  for  the  Home  Office  between  the 
salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
other  details,  this  being  a  Vote  on 
Account.     The  hon.  Member  for  North- 


and  orders,  tfafi  OommiBdonen  bmg 
appointed  "  to  aarart  him  in  the  dii- 
charge  of  his  duty."  Some  nmarkaUs 
circumstanoes  hare  ooenrred  won  whkk 
I  think  we  should  hare  some  nirther  in- 
formation. There  is  probably  no  de- 
partment of  prison  administration  whiflii 
has  more  important,  and  I  might  Mf 
more  delicate,  functions  to  perform  tbaa 


ampton  has  given  notice  of  an  Amend-    the  medical  department.    TThe  mediod 
«nuTi4>  o«/i  Via  ;o  A«if;fUyi  4-A  /k/^T«i a  ^Mif  if    officors,  Uko  tho  chaplain,  ought  to  M 

more  or  less  the  friends  of  the  prisonerib 


ment,  and  he  is  entitled  to  come  first  if 
he  chooses 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  May  I  ask,  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
moves  a  reduction,  will  that  not  shut 
out  discussion  on  previous  items  ? 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  It  will  shut  out 
discussion  of  previous  items,  as  I  have 
said. 

Sib  W.  HAKCOURT  :  I  understand 
that  we  can  discuss  any  of  the  sub-heads 
of  the  Vote  relating  to  the  Home  Office 
and  subordinate  Departments. 

*The  CHAIRMAN :  In  this,  a  Vote 
on  Account,  there  is  no  precedence 
among  the  sub-heads  of  any  item,  and 
the  Home  Office  is  taken  as  a  whole. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Notice  on  the 


They  are  the  people  who  axe  thereto 
mitigate  any  harshness  in  a  case  where 
the  physical  conditions  of  a  prisoosr 
require  such  mitigation.  There  is  no 
subject  which  demands  more  oonstsat 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  Senretary  of 
State  than  that  of  the  medidd  demrt- 
ment,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  none  has 
engaged  more  constantly  the  attention  of 
those  who  have  held  his  oflBce.  Personsl 
vestigation  has  been  g^ven  in  eveiy 
case  where  any  undue  harshness  has  been 
alleged,  and  the  Prisons  Department  is 
full  of  Minutes  by  Secretaries  of  Stats 
themselves  with  regard  to  their  investi- 


Paper    has    precedence    if    the    hon.  <  gation  of  all  such  details.     It  is,  there- 
Member  claims  it.  fore,  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
*Mb.  BRADLAUQH  :  I  give  way  to    to  consider  the  matter  when  a  mediesl 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.                         :  officer  takes  a  step  which  is  oertainly 
Sis.   W.    HARCOURT :    Now  there  \  a  breach  of  the  rules  of  the  Home  De- 
are  some  impvtrtant  circumstances  which  '  partment.  I  will  not  raise  now — althoagh 
have  ari3eu — I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary  '  it  may  have  to  be  raised  on  the  Vote  mar 
is  not  gv>ing.  for  sv^me  of  the  questions  I    the  salary  of  1  >r.  Barr — the  question  of 
have   to    raise    atfect    him — there   are    the  character  of  that  document.     It  has 
some  important  questions  to  be  raised    been  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
with  reference  to  the  relations  of  the    that  there   was  some  justification  te 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  administration    this  proceeding,    in    that   attacks  had 
of  prisi>as  and  the  administration  of  the    been  made  elsewhere  upon  Dr.  BaiTi 
ivUce.     By  the  IVisous  Act  of  l^^TT  the    but  I  do  not  remember  that  the  Sesrs- 
tlv'iue  Se^*reta^y  is  the  prison  authority,    tary  of  State  used  that  argument  in  eon- 
and   the  Ovuuiuis^uouers  of  I'Vis^nts  are    uevtiou  with  the  censure  passed  npon 
hts  assistants,   uot  only  wi!h  re^rd  to    Sir  0.  Warren,  which  led  to  that  ofl&ssv 
tho  vv^)il;arv  prisvn\s«  but  still  more  with    re^tt^uiu^  the  poet  of  Chief  Commisaumev 
rv|^at\l    to  ivuxiot    \'n;KU\s.     There fv»re    of  roUi'e.    No  doubt  Sir  C.  Warren  had 

tho  |H^r«ou  inuu^siiHtoly  au\l  dire\'tly  r\v<    bt^eu  the   subject   oi  attacks ^perhus 

S}vi\»\Mo    for    the    adiuiuistrativm     of    luauy  of  the lu  uujust — but  the  Seccetaij 

ot  State  iu  his  reprimand  took  no 


pvt'Hni*   ui  th\H  VN^uutrv    \s 
Nsr\«tAi'\       Wo  ^oiv  told  th84t 


tho    Uoiue 

It    MkA* 

»ot  \u  lioUud  u^  tho  iVi^^iCiuout  of 
tho  \^hiof  v^%vivUt\«  bul  I  t^\uk  th{%t 
WM^  ;«  mt»uko  I  (^iiitk  (hA(  \u  l\\vl34Uv\ 
a»  in  b-u^Uuvl  fho  «svulu4  \\\-^S  how  «» 
under  (ho    U\mu«   Svs-u«ih\\  ««  (Uou^  tu 

the  Uaudnof  Iho  rUM  ?*oo\oii»»\       iho  ^  ^ 

rijjht     h\^u      \Kv«iloi«4M     vUo     Uo»\o    ^  UnvKvc«vuu^»  vule  of*?he  Public 

^^ovivtavv   \^»U  »v»^*i|"^»**  *ho   tUi-i  \\\a\    a\\s\  ^lu^>^ix»|;  h\ai  k*  ea^»r  into 

tho  pniioua  a«%'  wud^  U^»  U»wv>  »»v*'*k%^l    \o*«»-4l  ui;%S(x«««      W:Ul  refec^ace  to  Aa 


:iuloratiou  s\f  the  fac8  that  Sir  C.  W4_ 

had  h\msSie'f  been  attacked.  and»  fbrmj 
o>iku  ivarr.  I  think  that  it  would  be  a 
iwssit  uulWtuuate  circumstance  if  tiie 
\\k<\  thas  :iu  j^traok  had  be«n  made  opon 
;«u  luduuiual  \u  the  V.'^tII  Seirice  shonid 
Vo  «^^e;*^(^U^l  A«  di«|vn«:u^  him 
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•Secretary  of  State,  here  is  the  case  of  a 
subordinate  official  breaking  a  rule  of 
the  Department.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
it  aeems  to  me,  took  the  proper  course, 
•and  as  soon  as  he  was  acquainted  with 
the  conduct  of  Dr.  Barr  rebuked  him. 
I    would   ask    the    Secretary  of  State 
whether    he    can    give    the    date    on 
which  he  passed  his  reprimand?    The 
letter  appeared  on  a  Saturday,  and  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
upon  what  day  his  reprimand  was  sent 
to  Dr.  Barr,  and  I  would  also  ask  him 
a  question  which  is  of  importance  in 
relation  to  the  system  of  administration 
in  the  Government  Departments  of  this 
•country.     When  the  right  hon.    Gen- 
tleman reprimanded  Dr.  Barr,  was   he 
•aware  that  that  letter  had  been  pub- 
lished not  only  with  the  assent,  but  by 
the  very  act,  of  a  Cabinet  colleague  of  his 
own  ?  Merely  writing  the  letter  is  npt  an 
offence ;  it  is  the  publication  which  is  an 
offence,    and    when    the    Secretary    of 
State    rebuked    and  reprimanded    Dr. 
Barr,  did  he  know  that  that  letter  had 
been  sent  to  the  Times    by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ?    [An  hon.  Mem- 
BE&. :    Why    not  ?]     This    is    a    most 
important  matter,  if  a  Cabinet  Minister 
in  one  Department   is  to   become  not 
only  the  encourager,  but  the  instrument 
of  a  breach  of  regulation  that  goes  to 
the  whole  root  of  administration  in  this 
country.     I  should   have  thought  that 
the  rule  was  well  known  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  that  at  the 
^me  when  he  sent  that  letter  he  knew 
that  he    was    aiding    and  abetting    a 
eubordinate  of  the  Home  Office  in  defy- 
ing the  authority  of  the  Secretary   of 
State.   Another  question  which  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land is  why  he  sat  still  in  the  House  and 
ilieard  Dr.  Barr  rebuked,  and  why  it  was 
not  until  a  week   afterwards  that  he 
avowed  that  he  was  the  man  who  had 
committed    the  offence  for  which  Dr. 
Sarr  had  been  reprimanded?      Why, 
iiearing  the  conduct  of  Dr.  Barr  ques- 
tioned in  this  House,  and  speaking  on 
the  subject  himself  in  debate,  did  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  not  get  up  and 
tell  what  had  been  his  part  in  the  trans- 
-action,    and   that  he  himself  was  the 
man  who  had  led  a  subordinate  of  the 
Home  Office  to  incur   reprimand    and 
displeasure  from  his  chief?      I  would 
ako  ask  the  Home  Secretary  for  the 
iat&  at  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 


Ireland  informed  him  that  he  was  the 
person  who  had  sent  the  letter  to  the 
2\fM9.    Those  two  dates  are  very  im- 
portant.    So  much  for  the  part  of  the 
matter  which  affects  prison  discipline — 
one  of  the  most  important  matters  in 
the   administration    of   justice  in  this 
country,  and  one  which  lies  at  the  very 
root  of  its  administration.     It    lies  at 
the    root    of    that     administration    of 
justice,     which     in      our     opinion     is 
so  outraged  in  Ireland,  where  it  appears 
that  personal  influences  are  brought  to 
bear  in  an  extraordinary  manner  on  ad- 
ministration, and  the  administration  in 
this  country,  too,  is  not  unaffected  by  it. 
It  is  very  proper  that    a   subordinate 
should  be  reprimanded  for  breaking  the 
rules  of  his  Department,  but  it  is  very 
improper  that  his  chief  should  apologize 
for  him  in  the   House.    I  do  not  think 
the  Home  Secretary  knew  that  he  was 
really  apologizing  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  Ireland ;    but  nothing  can  be  more 
demoralizing  to  the  public  service  of  the 
country.     ILaughtery}     Hon.  Gentlemen 
laugh — the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
laughs  —  the     right     hon.    Gentleman 
thinks    it    a   joke    that    one     Cabinet 
Minister,  behind  the  back  of  another, 
should    encourage    that     other's    sub- 
ordinate   to   break    the    rules    of   his 
Department.     This    amuses   the    Con- 
stitutional   Party.      Well,  I  will  now 
come  to  another  laughing  matter  which 
is  also  a  question  of  prison  administra- 
tion.   We  have  heard  that  Pigott  and 
also  the  solicitor  to  the  I'imes  obtained 
access  to  Her  Majesty's  convict  prisons. 
Under  whose  authority  was  this  given  ? 
Were  there  general  orders  given  to  the 
governors  of  convict  and  other  prisons  to 
admit  anybody  whom  the  l\mes  wished  ? 
If  not,  by  what  right  did  this  man  get 
in  ?      Did  he  go  in  under  the  direction 
of  the  Attorney  General  ?  The  Attorney 
General  said  the  other  day  that   Mr. 
Soames  had  gone  to  all  the  official  wit- 
nesses under  his  instructions.      Was  it, 
then,  with  the  cognizance  and  under  the 
instructions    of   the   Attorney  General 
that,   in    December,   Pigott    and    Mr. 
Soames  went  to  see  the  convicts  Daly 
and  Dr.  Gallagher  ? 
*The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL    (Sir 
R.  E.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :    I  did 
not  state  that  Mr.  Soames  had  communi- 
cated with  the  whole  of  the  official  wit- 
nesses    under     my    instructions.      In 
answer  to  a  specific  question   I  stated 
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that  I  had  requested  Mr.  Soames  to  ob- 
tain certain  information,  which  Mr. 
tioames  had  obtained.  This  was  in 
answer  to  a  question  whether  I  had 
any  communication,  direct  or  indirect, 
with  any  official.  I  am  informed  that 
Mr.  Soames  had  not  the  slightest 
knowledge  of  Pigott's  visit  to  Dale 
until  after  it  had  taken  place. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  But  did  not 
the  Home  Secretary  state  that  Mr. 
Soames  had  obtained  permission  for 
Pigott's  visit  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  misunderstood  my 
answer.     I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  How  did  Daly  ob- 
tain Pigott's  address  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  it  was  through 
Mr.  Soames  that  Pigott  obtained  per- 
mission. If  that  is  not  so,  it  is  most  de- 
sirable that  the  exact  facts  of  this  case 
should  be  stated  before  we  proceed 
further.  It  was  because  we  desired 
to  have  these  matters  explained  that  we 
abstained  from  going  into  the  matter 
earlier. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  repeat 
what  I  said.  I  told  the  House  that  it 
was  Pigott  who  applied  to  the  directors 
of  the  prison  for  permission  to  visit  Daly 
on  private  business.  Daly  being  in- 
formed expressed  a  wish  to  be  allowed 
to  see  him.  Daly  never  knew  Pigott's 
address,  and  the  communication  between 
Pigott  and  Daly  took  place  in  conse- 
quence of  Daly's  expressed  wish.  The 
permission  was  sent  to  Pigott  direct  by 
the  GK>vemor. 

SiB  W.  H  ARCOURT :  On  that  I  wish 
to  know  whether,  when  Pigott  made  his 
application  to  the  directors  of  the  convict 
prison,  he  had  letters  of  credit  from  any- 
body to  introduce  him  ?  As  I  under- 
stand prison  rules,  a  man  out  of  the 
street  could  not  go  to  a  convict  prison 
and  see  a  criminal  like  Daly.  Such  a 
man  would  certaiulv  be  refused  ad  mis- 
sion.  and  I  want  to  know  what  repre- 
sentations were  made  to  the  directors  of 
the  prison  to  induce  them  to  admit 
Pigott  ?  There  must  be  recv>rds  of  this. 
In  December,  when  ngv»ct  went  into  the 
prison,  he  was  known  to  everylKHly  con- 
nected with  the  T%Mf4  to  be  a  man  of 
infamous  ohamoter.  It  was  after  the 
letter  of  the  1 1th  of  November  to  Mr. 
Soames  by  which  it  was  known  that 
they  were* sending  iu  a  man  of  infamous 
character.      The  House  is   entitled  to 


have  a  fUl  ezpUuiatton  of  all  the  ax* 
cumstanoes.  It  is  not  enongh  to  mj 
that  Pigott  went  to  see  Daly.  'U» 
would  not  have  been  admitted  until  mm» 
explanation  of  tilie  parpoae  of  his  visit 
had  been  given.  We  naTO  no  need  t» 
seek  an  explanation  what  he  went  tot. 
We  know— and  everybody  knowe^fliat 
PigoU  went  in  to  get  Dalj  to  awear 
away  the  charaoter  of  the  huu 
Member  for  Oork.  I  want  t» 
know  who  sent  him  there  and  who 
allowed  him  to  go  on  auoh  an  enandf 
This  infamous  perjurer  and  forger  went 
in  to  get  evidence  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ck>rk.  Theee  are  oireitm> 
stances  upon  which  we  demand  an 
explanation.  They  are  points  relatii^ 
to  the  prison  administoation  of  this- 
country  to  which  I  know  no  paralleL 
It  may  be  they  are  specimens  of  Irish 
administration  introduced  into  Kngliwh 
affairs.  There  is  another  question  of 
the  administration  of  the  polioe.  Mr* 
Anderson  occupies  the  confidential  posi- 
tion once  dlled  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  with  eminent  die* 
tinction.  If  there  is  anythinp^  ossontii^ 
I  will  not  say  to  the  honour,  but  to 
the  efficiency  of  that  position,  it  is  that 
a  man  should  strictly  observe  the  obliga* 
tion  of  confidential  documents.  A  Com- 
missioner of  Police  who  betrays  eon- 
fidential  documents  is  a  man — ^I  will  ssy 
nothing  of  his  charaoter— utterly  uselsM' 
in  the  office  which  he  holds.  Who  esn 
trust  a  man  who  hands  about  offioal 
documents  ?  We  have  had  great 
to  deplore  the  breakdown  in  some 
of  the  Criminal  Investigation  iMpart* 
ment  of  the  police,  and  I  have  always 
done  my  best  to  defend  the  MetropoKtBa 
Police,  but  if  transactions  of  this  kind 
are  to  take  place,  I  shall  be  compelled 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tilS 
Metropolitan  Police  can  no  longer  be 
entrusted  to  the  Home  Office.  For  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  say  that  it  was  a 
proper  proceeding  for  a  man  in  Mr. 
Anderson's  position  to  betray  ftlJ^rj^^ 
documents  is  wholly  unprecedented.  If 
such  a  pi\>ceeding  had  occurred  during 
the  time  of  any  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  predeceeaors,  a  man  in  Mr. 
Anderson's  position  would  not  hav» 
remained  24  hours  in  Scotland  Yaid. 
Then  the  Secretary  of  State  has  slatsd 
that  these  documents  wer«  the  propeitr 
of  Le  Oarx^n.  But  who  paid  li»  themY 
W  ho  wasLeOaron  ?  He  was  an  informer 
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to  the  Gk>vemment — no  doubt  a  valaable 

lostrument ;  I  say  no  more  than  that ; 

hut  haying  got  this  valuable  instrument, 

liaving  expended  upon  him  large  sums 

•of  public  money,  you  hand  him  over  to 

-the    TVffiM  newspaper,   and  make  him 

absolutely  useless  for  the  public  service. 

Tou  hand  over  your  informer  to  the 

Timet,  and  your  head  of  the  Criminal 

Investigation   Department    hands   over 

^confidential     documents    which — what- 

•ever  the  Secretary  of  State  may  say  to 

the  contrary — were,  in  my  opinion,  the 

Sruperty  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
[r.  M'Cullum  and  Mr.  Houston,  with- 
out the  leave  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
make  use  of  them  in  the  interest  of  the 
Timei — that  is  to  say,  such  of  them  as 
•serve  their  purpose  they  use,  and  others, 
which  do  not  serve  their  purpose,  they 
withhold.     When  that  is  the  manner  in 
which  confidential  documents,  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Government,  are  dealt  with, 
«m   I  not  right  in  saying  that  such 
scandals  have  never  been  known  before  ? 
If  such  matters  are  to  be  justified  by 
the  responsible  Minister,  if  they  are  to 
'be  justified  by  the  man  who,  as  Home 
Secretary,  is  bound  to  condemn  them,  it 
is  intolerable    that    the  police  of  the 
'Country  should  be  left  in  such  hands. 
Why    have    we    hitherto    trusted    the 
Executive  Government  ?    Why  have  we 
trusted  the  Secretary  of  State — and  I 
liave    maintained     that    doctrine     as 
strongly    as   anybody.     Why,   becaase 
we  believed  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
was    the  man    who    would    have   the 
•courage  and  the  determination  to  con- 
-demn,  to  restrain,  and  to  punish  trans- 
actions   of    this     kind.       When     the 
Assistant  Commissioner  of  Metropolitan 
Police,  the  head  of  the  Criminal  Inves- 
tigation Department,  allows  himself  to 
be  made  a  tout  for  the  TVhim  newspaper, 
when  he   allows  himself  to  betray  the 
secrets  of  the  Department,  and  to  hand 
over  his  informers  to  the  l^mss  without 
the  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
iiope  to  maintain  the  system  of  police  in 
such    an    event  is  impossible  and  in- 
tolerable.     I  think  these  are  matters 
which    deserve    the  attention    of    the 
-country.       Hon.  Members  must  know 
whether  these  principles  of  Irish  ad- 
ministration are  to  be  introduced  from 
Ireland  into  England  behind  the  back 
of  the  Home  Secretary.    We  ought  to 
know  by  what  authority  these  cadging 
solicitors  of  the  Times,  and  their  trust- 


worthy principal  witnesses,  like  Hichard 
Pigott,  are  allowed  to  rove  about  at 
their  pleasure  in  Her  Majesty's  gaols. 
We  should  like  to  know  by  whose  au- 
thority that  was  done — who  allowed 
these  witnesses  to  go,  and  what  they  did 
when  they  went  ?  It  is  a  rule  that  visits 
of  that  kind  should  be  made  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  warder,  and  I  am  pretty  sure 
— the  Home  Secretary  will  correct  me 
if  I  am  wrong — that,  unless  in  the 
case  of  confidential  disclosures    to  the 

Erisoner's    solicitor,     the     visits    must 
e     made    in    the    hearing     of    the 
warder  or  deputy-governor.    These  are 
the  things   which  we  want   to    know 
about  Her  Majesty's  prisons.  And  then, 
about  the  Metropolitan  Police,  we  want 
to  be  informed  whether  that  mild  apolo- 
getic tone  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
has    taken  about  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Anderson  is  to  be  a  lesson  and  example 
to  the  police  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest — whether,    if    induced    by    the 
Times  or  anybody  else,  they  are  to  hand 
over  the  secrets  of  the  Government  and  to 
act  as  the  private  detectives  of  the  Times  ? 
These  are  things  which  seem  to  me  to 
go  to  the  very  bottom  of  the  Adminis- 
tration in  this  country,  and  I  hope  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  g^ve  us  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  them. 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE    HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 
Matthews,    Birmingham,  East) :   The 
right  hon.    Gentleman    has    exhibited 
somewhat  less  than  his  usual  fairness  in 
dealing  with  public  functionaries  and 
officers  in  positions  of  trust  who  are  not 
present  to  defend  themselves.    I  shall 
proceed,  in  answer  to  the  gproundless 
statements  and  indefinite  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  offer  a  plain 
statement  of  matters  of  fact  which,  I 
trust,    will   entirely  dispose    of   those 
charges.    The  first  point  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  relation  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  Prisons  Depart- 
ment, and  to  a  particular  officer  of  that 
department.     I  do  not  quarrel  much 
with  the  language  in  which  he  described 
the  position  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
but  I  think  he  omitted  some  particulars 
which  ought  to  be  stated.     The  Prison 
Commissioners  are  subject,  no  doubt,  to 
the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
They  are  said,  by  the  Statute  of  1877,  to 
be  his  assistants  in  the  administration 
of  the   Prisons  Department.      I  have 
always  looked  upon  it  as  a  subordinate 
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l3cm  of  me  vuthe  qnestion  of  the  vints  i  behalf ,  nor  liave  I 
of  Mr.  Soames  and  Kgott  to  Gmlla^her  i  ^^P*««^>*«'«»*"«**^« 
and  l^ftly  at  Chatham.  I  can  only  As  far  m  I  am  awaie,  ihmn^an,  tha 
rAg7«t  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  :  snggestiotn  lliat  the  Attomej  OeiMnl 
wa«  not  in  the  Houee  vhen  I  replied  to  ,  or  anyone  oauneoted  with  the  Timm  had 
this  question.  I  told  the  Honee  that  i  anything  whateter  to  do  with  that  nst 
the  ritax  by  Pigott  to  Daly  took  plaoe  in  is  absolnteily  nnfoimded.  !nie  peradi- 
'CH>mplianoe  with  the  ordinair  prison  aion  that  was  gi^oi  to  Pigott  vai 
ruleft  as  a  rihit  by  an  ordinary  friend  or  given  in  the  oranazy  mwuee  of  the 
riHiior.  and  that  it  took  place  by  the  prison  roleB — ^gmn  in  moooKdmmoB  wA 
wish  of  Daly  himself.  the  ordinaiy  pt»fltafw    aiiil.  in  bo  vay 

Siu  W.  IIAJ^OOFHT  :  Did  Daly  in-  di^ered  from  any  odiermit  IhepnaoMr 
rito  l^ipiti  f  was  entitled  to  reoeire. 

^Mk.  MATTHEWS:  No.  I  stated  to  Si£  W.  KABOOTJBT:  If  the  li^ 
dtr  HouHe  ihiftmoraing  that  appliiiation  hon.  Gentleman  bebevBs  that^  will  he 
«  nh  mado  bx  }^^i>ti  to  the  Prison  Com-  teU  ns  the  rimiTnnfSTinnn  off  Soamfli^f 
n.iMOittiorf  to  he  allowed  to  see  Dalr  on   risiT  ? 

iMVttt^  V)iMnoH<;.     Inquirr  was  made  of     «]£&.  lLkTTH£WS:  I  have  afaeadj 

^M.\x  «bcitbc\i  he  viftb^d  toseel'^ott.      ^vsn  thai  xnfonnstiaBi   to  the  Hioan 
Mk  T  XI   H  ITALY  ;  l^re  the   daT<*  this  morning,    I  will  npect  it  if  it  will 
Hcam  satisfy  the  han.   ffiTWTlmnBa     f  CMt  t^ 

*Mr  MATTHVWS:  The  hon    Mem-    -Xorno:"* 

br*i  ]^  «  ht.ije  Avsritii^c.     1  thmk  some  of       MjL  ULBDITCHSSE;  Hflm.  Gcalle- 
thr  «^r.'l;))A.rx  o.^urtfliiioj'  cd  rebate  miiri*t    ™^  opposite  want  to  Aiik  iL  l^Onm  §f 

Mk  T  W  IVKAl.Y  .  M^TWklassssfdns-  *Mi.  MATTHEWS:  I  iiiT|aMiii1  IhB 
i.i.>^,  ^  (.**v>v  If  '  «.>?*.^Ar  '  "  mtA  t$tyjr^^^9^  hniL,.  Memliflr  for  Tii iiigftri Aaa Maniag 
/•/»*.  Uias    Mr.   Soamw  aj^Bei  «m  Oniohw 

*Mv  MxrrUrAVS     ^^,-^3  ma5r  ilt-    -^"  ^'^  '**?^™^?^  ^^  *"  ** 

^  __ 

My  ~4:)m^r  ^*U>  Uti/\tXrK  ^Mt?ikftt.  %'hMt.  Vh^'i^ 
M7ui:  >/  V|{*/C^>    *<l«i^.   '<J»«»^    ^ri«^    «^*t>    'tOiii. 
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"tarj  of  State  to  Aenj  to  the  solicitor 
who  represented  one  of  the  parties  to 
that  inquiry  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
a  person  who,  at  any  rate,  was  not  un- 
likely to  furnish  valuable  information. 
That  is  not  the  view  that  I  take  of  my 
duty.  On  the  contrary,  I  take  the  view 
— and  I  assert  it  plainly  and  distinctly 
— ^that  it  was  my  auty  to  give  facilities 
to  any  person  properly  qualified  to  give 
evidence  material  for  the  discovery  of 
the  truth  before  that  Commission.  I 
believe  I  should  have  neglected  my  duty 
to  the  Special  Commission  and  to  the 
interests  of  justice  if  I  had  denied  an 
opportunity  to  see  Daly  or  any  other 
person  likely  to  throw  light  on  the 
matters  to  be  inquired  into,  or  hindered 
the  procuring  of  evidence.  The  visit  of 
Pigott  to  Daly  came  under  the  ordinary 
prison  rules,  which  required  no  inter- 
vention at  all.  The  next  subject  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred was  Mr.  Anderson's  conduct.  I 
assume  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  himself  acquainted  with  the 
facts  before  he  brought  his  charges. 
The  facts  are  these.  Mr.  Anderson  had 
for  many  years  been  in  correspondence 
with  Le  Caron. 

An    hon.    Member:     His    name    is 
Beach ! 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS:  These  letters  were 
written  not  only  confidentially,  but  under 
the  most  positive  and  solemn  pledge 
that  they  should  be  shown  to  nobody. 
For  my  part,  I  did  not  know  Le  Caron's 
name  until  he  appeared  in  the  witness- 
box.  I  was  totallv  unacquainted  with 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  his  government  and  previous 
Secretaries  of  State  has  paid  any  moneys 
that  had  reached  Le  Caron.  I  knew  ab- 
solutely nothing  about  it. 

Sib  W.  HAROOURT  :  Nor  did  I. 
♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  He  had  continued 
for  a  great  number  of  years,  over  20,  in 
oorrespondence  with  Mr.  Anderson,  and 
I  gathered  that  many  of  these  letters 
were  private  letters  to  a  private  acquain- 
tance. ["Oh,  oh!*']  Well,  that  has  been 
sworn  in  evidence.  [ "  No."]  Certainly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  an  ac- 
cusation against  public  servants  without 
taking  the  trouble  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  facts.  These  are  the 
facts.  A  great  many  of  these  letters 
were  private  letters  relating  to  no  public 
matter  at  all.  As  I  am  informed,  those 
letters  never  were  at  the  Home  Office 

VOL.  OCOXXXIV.     [thibd  sebibs.] 


and  never  were  in  the  custody  of  anyone 
but  Mr.  Anderson  himself.  Neverthe- 
less, and  in  spite  of  this  circumstance,  I 
am  disposed  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  communications 
should  not  be  regarded  as  wholly  pri- 
vate communications.  Still,  they  must 
not  be  talked  about  as  official  documents 
in  the  ordinary  possession  of  the  Home 
Office.  They  were  nothing  of  the  sort. 
They  were  documents  in  private  personal 
custody,  and  Mr.  Anderson  himself 
never  parted  with  or  showed  them. 
They  certainly  were  of  a  mixed 
character,  by  no  means  corresponding  to 
the  description  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Le  Caron  comes  to  this  country 
on  a  private  errand,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  presume,  is  aware — 
[^  laugh'] — ^then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  circumstances 
I  of  the  case.  Le  Caron  comes  over,  as  I 
say,  and  he  resolves  to  offer  himself  as  a 
witness  before  the  Special  Commission. 

Mb.     LABOUCHERE:    Is  that  his 
evidence  ? 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes ;  that  was 
his  evidence,  and  the  hon.  Member 
knows  that  perfectly  well.  Mr.  Ander- 
son did  all  in  his  power  to  dissuade  him 
from  becoming  a  witness.  Mr.  Le 
Caron's  information  was  full  of  interest- 
ing and  very  sensational  matter — [  OppO' 
sition  laughter.'] — I  should  think  no  one 
will  deny  that — with  regard  to  what  I 
have  described  as  the  Queen's  enemies 
in  America. 
Mb.  CLANCY :  Dungarvan ! 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS :  What  authority 
had  Mr.  Anderson  to  prevent  Le  Caron 
from  tendering  himself  as  a  witness  ? 

Sm.  W.  HARCOURT :  I  never  said 
he  had  any. 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS ;  Well,  it  was  in 
his  option  to  tender  himself  as  a  witness, 
and  Mr.  Anderson's  persuasions  having 
failed,  it  was  clear  that  his  evidence 
would  be  produced.  I  think  that  it  is 
evident  that  Mr.  Le  Oaron  had  serious 
information,  and  I  am  unable  to  say 
tbat  Le  Caron  was  not  a  perfectlypro- 
per  witness  to  appear  before  the  Com- 
mission and  entitled  to  say  all  that  he 
had  to  say,  much  as  I  should  be 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  view  that  it  is  a  pity 
that  Le  Oaron  will  no  longer  be 
available  as  a  source  of  information  on 
any  subject  of  this  kind.    I  think  the 
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Tight  bon.  G«nt2einAn*8  Tiew  on 
point  b  probably  based  on  the  reeolt  of 
his  ovn  experience.  Yet,  I  feel  anaUe 
to  njthat  Le  Caron  was  not  a  perfecdj 
proper  witness,  and  that  the  Gommisrion 
were  not  perfectly  entitled  to  hear  all 
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that  he  had  to  say.    If  that  be  ao,  will '  The  Seoi«nni  if , 

the  right  hon  Gentleman  say  that  Mr.  ;  wrong  in  Aiiwuuijuig  L*  Ctaran.**  eri- 
Ls  Gaion  was  not  entitled  to  the  nse  of  deswe  from  moik  i^vsl  fiiDf  haA»t  As 
the  documents  emanating  from  himerff  Cami&iflBian.  anfl  Bmmmumi 
for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  his  memovT  ICajor  Le  CkmL  2m£  ia» 
and  fortifying  his  memory  f    I  say  that  '  ressamd  iC'  ImL.  x  *«  ' 
L*  was  so  entitled,  and  I  say  that  if  Mr.  hss — ■&£  ht  mlmt 
Anderson  bad  consulted  me  in  the  mas- 
ter, I  khfjuld  have  felt  that  it  was  izn-  baLsv  litf  Ctfmn  3l  a»  iicsL  &»i 
yMibiih   Uj  deny  Le  Caron's   right  tc- 
(iViduAe  the  documents.     He  was  iL«  J 

**ik[f  [AfSTja  entitled    to  publish  these  hss.  {tsbcusdbbl  shb  ai  Al  as  a 

d/jftumAfbts  t/j  the  world,  andr  howerer  'w^am.TUBSs^JBrmaaaBOmL     lA: 
tAiU.h  Mr.   Anderson  might  remt    hi^ 

dMMrtti'iLAtitja,  I  conceiTe  the  datnr  we  '-m— k  t^  »i«iiiii^i— .  ^we  r  MfcMit^ 

'•««   tf<  th«  ^ip«3#:ial  Commission  wodlii  13ot  nc^ic  sue  s 

Ka-xi  f(«/hi.iri#:fi  Lim  placing  any  obstacle  wtauin:  jewi. 

;m  r.tkA  \»4f  ^f  hi«  giring  eridence.  Xh^s  a  piiiTtf  skw 

u  U.M  »i«i»   I  uk«  of  the  duty  of  ihe  xbi  iwa  Aasranc  Jif  :&»  vamBMiK.    B 

ii..€i^  hrtj.H  iu  iLiM  matter.    If  I  had  Mr  ATinirM 

k.;<.  v&    r.nfr««i3bAftd  vhat  Mr.  AndersciL  CammixHun  as  a 
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Aictf.M.ifKu.u      LUi  fi^ht  bun.  Gentleman. 
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«aj  be  flings  these  expressions  across 
the  floor  of  this  House  without  stating 
upon  what  he  bases  bis  assertion.    Mj 
information  on  the  subject  is   entirely 
based  upon  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Commission,  and  I  say  that,  so  far 
from  acting  as  a  "  tout "  for  the  Times, 
Mr.  Anderson  did  his  best  to  prevent 
the  disclosure  of  those   documents  by 
Le  Oaron.     It  was  after  remonstrances 
more  than  once  from  him  that  Le  Oaron 
appeared  as  a  witness,    and  tendered 
himself  to  Mr.  Soames.     On  what  does 
the  right    hon.    Gentleman    base   his 
assertion  that  Mr.  Anderson  acted  to 
Aid  the  Times  or  at  the  request  of  the 
Times  f    There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in 
that  assertion,  and  I  regret  that  without 
the  least  foundation  charges  of  this  sort 
should  be  made  against  a  public  servant. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
princij^es  on  which  I  have  proceeded  are 
Irish.    Well,  I  know  no  principle  which 
is  more  English  than  that  the  servants 
of  the  State  are  bound  to  furnish  the 
lawful  Oourts  of  Justice  with  full  in- 
formation in  a  lawful  inquiry;  and  if 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    means    to 
^raggest  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Government  to  keep  oack 
ttom.  this  Special  Oommission  informa- 
tion which  is  legitimate  in  itself  and 
proper  and  material  to  the  inquiry  which 
they  have  to  make,  and  to  lock  up  in 
the  private  receptacles  of  their  depart- 
ments any  documents  which  may  tnrow 
light  on  die  inauiry,  then  I  must  say 
that  I  entirely  al£Fer  from  him.    In  my 
opinion  it  is  a  perfectly  English  prin- 
ciple that  ffreat  officers  of  State  are  the 
«ervants  of  truth  and  justice,  and  that  it 
is  their  absolute  duty  to  furnish  informa- 
tion to  a  tribimal  of  this  sort  appointed 
specially  to  make  an  inquiry  oi  great 
public  importance  on  matters  which  are 
within  the  knowledge  of  those  officers. 
SiBW.HABOOUfiT:  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  said  that  I  address  my 
questions  not  to  persons  who  know  about 
uem,  but  to  persons  who  do  not  know 
about  them.    Well,  I  am  afraid  that 
that  charffe  is  true,  so  far  as  the  ques- 
tions I  addressed  to  the  Home  Secretary 
.are  concerned.  On  this  last  matter  about 
Mr.  Anderson  and  the    Times,  just  let 
us      see     what     the     state     of     the 
Home  Secretary's  knowledge  really  is. 
He  chooses  to  say  that  all  the  chargesand 
statements  that  I  made  are  absolutely 
unfounded.     [Ministerial  Cheers.']  Hon. 


Gentlemen  had  better  not  cheer  too 
soon.  We  shall  see  whose  charges  and 
statements  are  absolutely  unfounded. 
The  Home  Secretary  endeavoured  to  pre- 
sent Le  Oaron  to  us  as  a  private  friend 
of  Mr.  Anderson — as  a  private  friend  of 
the  Oommissioner  of  Police ;  and  he  says 
that  this  private  friend  having  come 
over  on  private  business,  sees  Mr.  An- 
derson ;  and  he  says  that  Mr.  Anderson, 
knowing  that  Le  Oaron  was  going  to 
nve  evidence  before  the  Oommission, 
felt  himself  unwillingly  obliged  to  give 
him  these  documents.  Now,  everybody 
in  this  House  and  everybody  in  Eng- 
land, except  the  Home  Secretary,  knows 
that  Le  Oaron  was  introduced  to  Mr. 
Houston  by  Mr.  Anderson.  Who  is  it, 
I  ask,  then,  who  makes  unfounded 
statements  ?  Who  comes  forward  in  an 
official  position  and  attacks  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  saying  that 
they  make  totally  unfounded  statements  ? 
Why,  Le  Oaron  never  knew  Mr.  Hous- 
ton except  through  Mr.  Anderson ;  and 
yet  the  Secretary  of  State  gets  up  and 
gives  the  House  this  account  of  the 
officers  of  his  own  Department !  This 
private  friend  of  Mr.  Anderson  comes 
over  to  this  country  on  private  business, 
and  Mr.  Anderson  introduces  him  to 
another  friend  who  happens  to  be  the 
Secretary  of  the  Loviu  and  Patriotic 
Union,  and  apparently  also  the  private 
friend  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Bossendide.  I  think  we  must  have 
a  catalogue  of  these  private  friends.  It 
began  with  «<  old  friendship."  Well,  the 
friend  of  Mr.  Anderson  goes  to  that 
other  friend,  Mr.  Houston,  they  have 
private  documents  which  they  ex- 
amine together,  and  then  they  carry 
them  to  the  Attorney  GeneraL  And 
this  in  a  great  State  inquiry ;  and  then 
a  man  in  the  position  of  the  Home 
Secretary  gets  up  and  tells  his  cock-and- 
bull  story  to  the  House  of  Oommons. 
["Oh!"1  Well,  not  to  be  too  v«r- 
nacular,  I  wfll  use  his  own  words,  and 
say  he  makes  a  totally  unfounded  state- 
ment 

An  hon.  Msmbbb  :   Where  is  it  un 
f oimded  ? 

Sm  W.  HABOOUBT :  He  says  that 
Mr.  Anderson  gave  these  things  un- 
willingly to  Le  Oaron;  that  he  was 
obliged  to  do  it  only  on  account  of  his 
pubuc  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  me  why  I  called  Mr.  Anderson  a 
"tout"  for  the  Times.     I  say  that  it  ii 
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touting  for  the  TitMn  if  he  takes  Le  Caron 
and  introduces  him  to  Mr.  Houston. 
What  has  Mr.  Anderson  to  do  with  Mr. 
Houston?  Who  is  Mr.  Houston?  I 
have  another  question  that  comes  to  my 
hand.    They  come  day  by  day,  and  we 

rit  a  little  bit  of  the  truth  by  degprees. 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Pigott's 
order  to  visit  Daly  was  obtained  by  Mr. 
Houston  ?  Perhaps  the  Home  Secretary 
has  never  heard  of  Houston.  I  can  inform 
him  who  he  is.  [Mr.  Matthews  here 
made  a  gesture.]  Oh,  then  you 
know.  There  is  one  fact  with  which 
the  Home  Secretary  is  acquainted. 
Well,  now,  I  have  answered  the  Home 
Secretary.  I  now  come  to  the  question 
of  Dr.  Barr.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  Dr.  Barr's  published  letter 
went  through  the  Irish  Secretary's  hands 
on  its  road.  On  its  road  to  Dublin  ?  To 
the  TimeB  ?  It  went  by  the  underground 
passage  between  the  Irish  Office  and 
Printing  House  Square.  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  this  letter  from  Dr. 
Barr  may  have  been  characterized  by 
bad  taste,  imprudence,  and  indiscretion. 
This  is  the  letter  which  was  sent  to  the 
Irish  Secretary  to  look  at,  and  which  he 
sends  on  to  the  TimeB — this  letter  which 
the  Home  Secretary  says  is  characterized 
by  bad  taste,  impruaence,  and  indis- 
cretion. See  how  these  Cabinet  Ministers 
love  one  another !  One  critic,  the  Home 
Secretary,  thinks  that  the  letter  is  cha- 
racterized by  bad  taste,  while  the  other 
critic,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
sends  it  on  to  the  Times,  with  his 
imprimatur.  But  the  Home  Secretary 
has  said  a  much  more  important  thing 
about  this  letter.  He  has  said  that  if 
the  letter  had  been  written  by  an  Irish 

E risen  doctor  it  would  have  disqualified 
im  for  his  position.  Now,  what  was 
Dr.  Barr  sent  to  Ireland  for  ?  He  was 
sent  to  advise  the  Irish  Q-ovemment  and 
Irish  doctors  upon  the  treatment  of  Irish 
prisoners.  He  was  sent  as  an  impartial 
man  of  experience  whose  advice  could  be 
relied  upon,  and  yet  this  man  is  declared 
by  the  Homo  Secretary  to  be  a  man 
whose  action  would  have  disqualified  him 
from  retaining  his  position  had  he  been 
an  Irish  doctor.  That  is  the  sort  of 
advice  on  which  the  Irish  Q-overnment 
rely  in  connection  with  the  treatment 
of  Mr.  O'Brien  and  other  Members  of 
Parliament.  They  fortify  themselves 
with  the  opinion  and  advice  of  a  man 
who  the  Home  Secretary  says  would  be 

Sir  v.  Hareowrt 


disqualified  for  holding  offioe  ^  in  ai» 
Irish  prison.  Bat  an  Irish  Nationalist 
might  very  well  be  imprisoned  in  LiTar- 
pool  or  some  other  Enfflish  town,  and 
surely  if  Dr.  Barr  is  disqualified  from 
taking  care  of  a  Nationalist  in  Ireland, 
he  is  also  disqualified  from  taking  care- 
of  a  Nationalist  in  LiTorpool.  When 
the  proper  time  comes  for  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  Dr.  Ban's 
salary,  I  shall  ask  how  any  Nationalist 
prisoner  can  possibly  be  placed  under 
the  control  of  the  man  who  wrote  that 
letter.  Now,  I  have  asked  the  Homo 
Secretary  whether  Pigott's  admission  to 
the  prison  in  which  Daly  was  confined 
was  obtained  by  Houston,  and  we  ought 
to  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

«Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  already 
stated  to-day  that  Pigott's  admission 
was  obtained  by  himself  on  his  own 
personal  application. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT:  But  was  it 
obtained  on  the  recommendation  of 
somebody  else  ? 

*Mr.    MATTHEWS:    Without  any 

wh  ate  vol* 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  :  WeU,  that  is 
an  answer  to  my  question.  Now  let  ns 
consider  the  visit  of  Mr.  Soames.  It  is 
very  important  to  observe  the  g^und 
upon  wnich  the  Home  Secretary  ha» 
defended  the  visit  of  Mr.  Soames  to 
Daly.  I  accept  his  explanation,  and  I 
believe  it  to  be  the  true  explanation  of 
the  whole  matter,  and  I  wish  to  have- 
it  on  record,  because  it  must  be 
the  foundation  of  our  whole  inqaity» 
This,  then,  was  no  proceeding  between 
private  parties,  for  Uie  Home  Secretary 
has  stated  that  it  was  a  State  inquizy 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Queen's  enemies. 
That  statement  will  relieve  us  of  soma 
difficulty  when  we  come  to  discuss  the 
position  of  the  Attorney  General,  because* 
m  a  State  inquiry  against  the  Queen's 
enemies  the  Attorney  General  was,  of 
course,  the  proper  person  to  conduct 
that  inquiry.  This,  then,  was  a  State 
prosecution  from  the  first.  [MiniiUrUt 
cries  0/  *'  No !  "]  It  has  been  so  avowed 
by  the  Home  Secretary,  and  we  now  know 
where  we  are.  If  you  did  not  like  what 
your  Home  Secretary  said  you  should 
have  stopped  him.  In  order  to  defend 
the  mission  of  Mr.  Soames  to  the  convict 
Daly,  the  Home  Secretary  said  this  waa 
a  State  inquiry,  involving  the  conduct 
of  the  Queen's  enemies,  and,  as  this  was 
a  proceeding  against  the  Irish  Members^ 
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I  presume  that  the  representatiyes  of 
Ireland  are,  in  ihe  opinion  of  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  Government,  the 
<Qaeen'8  enemies.  Well,  this,  which 
has  never  be«i  avowed  openly  by  the 
<jK)yemment  before,  was  what  everybody 
(thought,  but  now  we  have  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  principal  Secretary  of 
49tate,  and  I  think  that  it  will  form  a 
very  solid  basis  and  foundation  for  our 
future  treatment  of  the  subject. 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  right  hon. 
<Oentleman  has  mistaken  my  words. 
The  words  I  used  were  **  the  Queen's 
'enemies  in  America." 

Sib   W.    HAECOURT;    Yes;    but 
their  accomplices  are  supposed  by  you 
^  be  here.     However,  we  shall  deal 
with  this  matter    presently.    At    this 
moment  I  content  myself  with  pointing 
out  that  this  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
the  Queen's    enemies    is   the   inquiry 
which  we  understood  was  arranged  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  out  of 
kindly  interest  for  the   hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.    The  candour  and 
simplicity  of  the  Home  Secretary  have 
now  afforded  us  all  the  assistance  we 
•could  desire  in  preparing  for  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  when  the  proper 
time  arrives.    Now  as  to  Mr.  Anderson's 
-conduct  in  the  matter.     We  are  told 
that  the  Home  Secretary  knew  nothing 
about  Le  Caron.    Well,    he  was  not 
likely  to  know  anything  about  him,  any 
more  than  I  was.    When  a  man  in  the 
position  of  Mr.  Anderson  has  secret  in- 
formation he  never  tells  anyone  who 
4une  his  informers.     Mr.  Anderson's  duty 
in  the  Criminal  Investigation  Depart- 
ment is  to  get  all  the  information  he 
«an  and  to  keep  it  to  himself^  only  dis- 
idosing  just  so  much  as  it  may  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  disclose  when  action 
has  to  be  taken.    The  right  hon  Gentle- 
man says  that  these  letters  from  Lo 
Caron  were  not,  in  the  proper  sense  of 
the  term,  official  letters.  Of  course  they 
were  not.    Letters  of  this  kind  are  not 
produced  in  the  Home  Office ;  there  are 
a  number  of  secret  communications  in 
Scotland  Yard  which  never  come  to  the 
Home  Office.    They  are  documents  in 
the  hands  of  the  police  for  the  detection 
of  secret  crime.   That  is  the  character  of 
the  documents  in  question.     Does  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
all  the  informers   against  thieves  and 
pickpockets  in  London  are  the  private 
^ends  of  the  Commissioner  of  JPolice, 


and  that  their  communications  are  in 
the    nature    of  private  correspondence 

which  they  may  take  from  the  pigeon 
holes  in  Scotland  Yard  and  hand  over  on 
the  Commissioner's  recommendation  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
Union  or  anybody  else  ?  I  will  say  no 
more  at  present  except  this — that  if  the 
Home  Secretary  is  satisfied  with  the 
answers  which  he  has  given  me,  I 
have  no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
them. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (East  Manches- 
ter) :  I  was  a  good  deal  puzzled  yester- 
day when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  with  some  indignation  the  offer 
made  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
afford  him  facilities  next  week  for  bring- 
ing forward  a  Vote  of  Censure  against 
the  Gbvemment  and  formulating  his 
charges  against  them.  But  I  now  under- 
stand the  motive  that  actuated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  When  a  Vote 
of  Censure  is  moved,  a  speech  lastioff 
two  hours  and  a  half  is  about  the  full 
allowance  to  any  individual  orator,  but 
such  a  limit  of  time  would  not  satisfy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  speak- 
ing on  this  question.  We  have  now 
been  engaged  in  this  discussion  for 
about  two  hours  and  a  half.  [  Cries  of 
distent^  and  ''Your  usual  accuracy."] 
Well,  for  about  two  hours  ;  and  of  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
occupied  at  least  two  thirds  with  his  two 
very  long  speeches.  At  that  rate  of  pro- 
gress, if  anybody  else  is  to  be 
admitted  to  take  part  in  this  de- 
bate, it  certainly  will  be  difficult 
for  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  to 
bring  it  to  a  conclusion  in  time  to  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
propose  to  travel  over  the  whole  ground 
traversed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  I  shall  have  an  opportunity 
later  of  speaking  on  the  whole  question 
and  dealing  with  these  ridiculous 
allegations  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  the  purpose,  obviously, 
of  creating  Party  capital  which  refer 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  and  the 
now  pending  Commission.  But  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  challenged 
me,  I  must  say  a  word  with  respect  to 
the  case  of  Dr.  Barr.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  a  fact  into  the  head  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  have  already 
striven  with  such  powers  of  lucid  expo- 
sition as  are  at  my  command  to  tell  the 
House  and   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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tliat  I  newer  gare  anything  that  can  be 
described  as  an  imj^wMiur  to  the  letter 
of  Dr.  Barr.  He  sent  it  to  me;  he 
desired  it  to  be  forwarded,  and  I  did 
forward  it  Of  oonrse,  if  I  had  seen  any 
grave  objection  to  Dr.  Barr's  proposal,  I 
shonid  have  advised  him  not  to  send  the 
letter,  bnt  I  saw  no  grave  objection  to 
the  course  which  he  proposed,  and  I 
therefore  carried  out  his  request  and  did 
forward  the  letter  to  the  Timet:  but  that 
is  not  a  justification  for  saying,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  that  I  ever 
gave  the  letter  my  imj^matur^  or  that  I 
am  responsible  for  the  contents  of  the 
letter  or  the  taste  of  the  writer.  I  hear 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  attacks  upon  our  Party 
cheered  by  hon.  Members  opposite ;  but 
am  I,  therefore,  to  do  those  Gentlemen 
the  injustice  of  saying  that  they  ap- 
prove the  taste  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman?  Never  shall  I  utter  such 
a  calomny  against  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. I  recognize  that  every  man  has 
a  right  to  defend  himself  within  limits 
in  the  manner  best  suited  to  his  taste 
and  genius — the  taste  and  genius  of  the 
right  hun.  Gentleman  lead  him  into  very 
strange  paths — and  I  maintain  that  I 
am  not  to  be  held  responsible  for  the 
manner  in  which  Dr.  Barr  has  repelled  at- 
tacks upon  himself  of  the  most  scandalous 
description.  Let  the  Committee  take  note 
of  this  fact ;  this  attack  on  Dr.  Barr  has 
been  made  under  the  g^ise  of  an  earnest 
regard  for  official  discipline  and  official 
etiquette.  Is  there  a  man  in  this  House 
who  is  taken  in  by  that  shallow  pretence  ? 
We  all  know  why  Dr.  Barr  is  attacked. 
We  all  know  that  he  made  enemies  of 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
because  he  exposed  all  the  rubbish  that 
has  been  talked  about  the  treatment  of 
so-called  political  prisoners  in  Ireland, 
and  we  also  know  that  as  soon  as  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
have  marked  out  their  victim  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  comes  forth  as  exe- 
cutioner. That  is  all  that  I  have  to  say 
with  refer  once  to  Dr.  Barr.  I  have 
defended  him  ofton  beforo  in  this  Houne, 
and  I  shall  be  prtutartnl  X\\  dofoud  him 
again.  I  rose  %\\\  this  oiH^uAiou  simply  to 
point  out  the  abiiunl  and  shallow  pre- 
tence under  whioli  lutlitioal  auiuio>it^* 
against  ii  singlo  iiiilividual  haa  boen 
cloaked  uudor  (HW«^r  of  a  siiuulatml 
regard  for  tho  disoipUuH  of  |he  public 
service. 


Ma.  I.  M.  HEALT(N.  IumgCord) :  I 
trusty  Sir,  I  may  have  thepseaeiioo  of  at 
least  some  Member  of  nm  Mqea^a 
Government,  beeause  it  would  be  dim- 
colt  for  me  to  oontinne  the  debate  oa 
this  subject  in  the  abeeooe  not  only  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  but  also  of  every  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  Administration.  Vtj  obaer* 
vations  will  be  mainly  addreeaed  to  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Ohaef  Seere* 
tary,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
not  in  their  pli^es^  a  otroomstanoe  cal* 
culated  to  embarrass  me  in  what  I  desire 
tosay.  We  are  in  this  position;  thatnot 
only  do  we  find  the  greatest  diffieolty  in 
obtaining  information  from  tbe  Govern- 
ment at  question  timOi  bnt  when  we  are- 
anxious  to  debate  a  particnlar  subject 
the  Treasury  Bench  is  quite  empty.  The 
Chief  Secretary  stated,  in  the  first 
instance,  that  Dr.  Barr  had  dispoaed  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  ealled 
the  rubbish  which  had  been  used  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  regard  to  Mr.  Mande* 
ville  and  Mr.  William  0*Brien.  I  was- 
curious  to  see  on  what  that  statement  of. 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  founded,  and  I 
turned  to  the  verdict  of  the  Oovoner'e' 
Jury  at  Fermoy  in  reference  to  the  deatlk 
of  Mr.  Mandeville. 

An  hon.  Msxbkr  called- the  attention 
of  the  Chairman  to  the  fact  that  tfaero 
were  not  40  Members  present. 

The  House  was  counted  and  a  quonua 
found  to  be  present. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  turned  to  the* 
verdict  of  the  jury  at  Fermoy^  which  had 
the  advantage  of  Dr.  Barr's  presence— a 
jury  composed  of  non-Nationalists;  at 
any  rate,  out  of  13  persons  on  the  jury 
only  two  were  Nationalists^-there  beinip 
the  following  Conservatives  upon  the- 
jury,  all  of  whom  had  had  the  adyantsM 
of  listening  to  Dr.  Barr— namely,  lur. 
Philip  Eoutledge 

Ths  CHAIRMAN:  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
point  now  under  discussion  is  connected 
with  the  Home  Office  Department,  and 
that  Dr.  Barr  and  the  action  of  the  Home^ 
Secretary  in  reference  to  Dr.  Barr*s  con- 
duct cannot  come  under  discussion  here^ 
but  must  be  discussed  on  a  Vote  that 
will  follow  hereafter. 

Mh.  r.  M.  UEALY  :  Quite  right.  I 
do  not  desire  to  press  the  subject  further 
thrtu  this— nameiy.  that  when  the  Ohiei 
Secrt'tAry  savs  that  we  have  indulged  in. 
rubbiiih.  and  that  Dr.  Barr  has  disposoi 
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of  that  rubbiah,  it  was  as  well  to  show 
what  a  Jury  of  Oonserratiyes  or  non- 
Nationalists  thought  of  Dr.  Barr  when 
(hey  said  in  their  verdiot,  "  We  condemn 
the  reckless  and  unfounded  charges 
made  by  Dr.  Barr  a^i^ainst  the  medical 
men  and  poor  Mr.  liutndeTille."  That, 
I  think,  sufficiently  disposes  of  the  alle- 
gation that  we  have  invented  rubbish 
about  Dr.  Barr.  But  coming  more  im- 
mediately to  the  argument,  I  would  refer 
to  the  vigour  and  determination  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  displays  in  this 
House  in  defending  Dr.  Barr,  it  being 
a  remarkable  fact  that  the  only  thing 
that  will  induce  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  arouse  himself  from  his  lethargic 
langour  is  the  defence  of  persons  who 
make  themselves  obnoxious  to  the  Irish 
people.  Any  subject  concerning  the 
welfare  of  Ireland  ne  treats  in  his  finest 
and  airiest  and  most  dilettante  style ;  but 
if  anything  is  said  against  a  person  who 
makes  himself  obnoxious  to  nine-tenths 
of  the  Irish  people  and  five-sixths  of 
their  Eepresentatives,  he  flings  himself, 
like  an  athlete,  into  the  arena,  and  with 
all  the  vigour  he  can  command  rushes 
forward  to  the  breach.  I  admire  the 
manner  in  which  he  defended  Dr.  Barr, 
but  there  are  some  slight  matters  it 
would  have  been  well  to  have  developed 
in  the  course  of  that  defence.  He  says 
it  is  stated  that  the  Home  Secretary  has 
offended  against  our  canons  of  good 
taste ;  but  at  any  rate  he  did  not  comply 
with  the  canons  of  good  taste  at  Dun- 
garvan,  nor  with  the  canons  of  good 
taste  or  good  feeling  in  the  abstract. 

The  OHAIBBiAN :  I  again  call  on 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  notice 
that  the  subject  under  discussion  is  the 
Home  Office,  which  has  no  relation  to 
Dr.  Barr,  whose  conduct  should  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  Prisons  Vote. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  bow.  Sir,  to  your 
ruling,  but  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
how  the  Chief  Secretary  was  able  to 
hedge  in  his  reply,  while  I  am  not 
allowed  to  answer  his  observations.  I 
will  not,  however,  pursue  the  subject 
further,  but  will  put  some  questions  to 
the  Chief  Secretary.  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
forwarded  Dr.  Barr's  letter  to  the  Times 
he  sent  a  letter  of  his  own  with  it  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :   No. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then,  I  suppose 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote  his 
name  on  the  envelope,  not  necessarily  for 


publication,  but  as  a  guarantee  of  good 
faith.  With  regard  to  the  challenge 
that  we  should  bring  forward  a  Vote  of 
Censure,  I  should  be  very  slow  to  recom- 
mend anyone  to  bring  forth  such  a- 
Motion  until  we  have  obtained  the  wholes 
truth  as  to  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  and  the  Home  Office  in  these 
matters.  It  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience, now  that  the  Times^  case  has 
finished,  if  the  Government  would  lay  on 
the  Table  the  evidence  printed  up  to 
date,  so  that  hon.  Members  may  be  able 
to  detect  the  figures  and  statements  made 
by  the  Government  before  we  ask  the 
country  to  form  a  conclusion  upon  the 
whole  range  of  the  evidence.  I  further 
wish  to  know  whether  Pigott's  letter  to 
the  prison  authorities  is  in  existence, 
and,  if  it  is,  whether  we  can  have  it.  I 
also  desire  to  know  the  names  of  the 
prison  authorities  who  granted  per- 
mission to  Pigott  to  see  Didy ;  whether 
these  gentlemen  have  a  friend  called 
Houston ;  and  whether  Houston  saw  the 
prison  authorities  and  obtained  an 
assurance  thatPigott's  application  would 
be  granted.  It  may  be  interesting  to 
the  Attorney  General  to  know  that  we 
hope  to  capture  Pigott's  diary,  if  we 
have  not  done  so  idready,  and  that  it 
contains  matter  which  is  interesting  and 
curious  with  reference  to  Pigott's  privato 
friends.  As  I  am  informed,  it  was 
Houston  who  secured  for  Pigott  an  in- 
terview with  the  dynamitard,  and  I  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say  whether 
there  is  any  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject of  those  visits.  I  wish,  in  addition, 
to  repeat  the  question  which  I  have  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  without 
success.  I  am  amazed  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  at  the  blank  ignorance  of  the 
Government.  It  is  so  convenient,  so 
virtuously  convenient,  to  know  nothings 
We  are,  in  fact,  ignorant  of  the  opera* 
tions  of  the  Queen's  enemies,  and 
when  I  asked  a  question  about  Pigott, 
the  Home  Secretary  could  not  answer 
without  notice — he  had  never  before 
heard  of  Pigott  since  the  days  of  Dun* 
garvan.  The  Home  Secretary  has  stated 
that  he  believed -— speaking  from 
memory — a  person  called  Richard  Pigott 
in  the  month  of  December  visited  Daly. 
I  might  compare  the  Home  Secretary 
to  certain  inhabitants  of  Laputa  who 
required  a  flapper  behind  them  to  strike 
them  as  occasion  required  in  order  to 
wake  them  up  to  the  necessities  of  the 
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occasion.  If  I  might  suggest  a  flapper 
for  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  I  would 
name  the  Attomey-Qeneral,  who  would 
jog  his  memory  upon  these  incouTonient 
points.  I  merely  confine  myself  to 
lUTiting  inquiry  on  the  subject ;  I  make 
no  charges  or  allegations ;  I  leaye  that 
to  ''  our  old  friend  Walter."  And  now 
I  come  to  another  branch  of  the  subject, 
the  interviews  between  Mr.  Soames  and 
Dr.  Gallagher  and  Daly,  and  the  subse- 
quent interview  between  Pigott  and 
Daly.  We  are  not  told  whether  Pigott 
saw  anybody  else,  but  I  suppose  he  got 
the  run  of  the  prison — and  certainly  it 
was  a  place  with  which  he  ought  to  have 
had  an  intimate  acquaintance  long  be- 
fore; I  quite  recognize  the  fitness  of 
things  in  that.  My  question  is  whether 
Pig^tt's  interview  and  Mr.  Soames' 
interview  with  these  detenus  were  noted 
by  the  Governor  of  the  jail.  I  under- 
stand from  an  answer  g^ven  to-day 
that  this  official  did  not  take  notes 
of  the  interviews.  Now,  we  know, 
of  course,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  most  anxious  that 
every  information  in  the  possession 
of  Mr.  Soames  should  be  laid  also  be- 
fore the  representatives  of  the  defend- 
ants before  the  Commission.  We  know 
the  anxiety  of  the  Government  on  the 
subject.  The  learned  Attorney  General, 
who  was  accustomed  in  Court  to  refuse 
even  the  names  of  witnesses  he  was 
going  to  call,  or  would  not  give  us  an 
hour  s  notice,  will  share  the  anxiety  of 
his  colleagues  that  all  information 
obtained  by  Mr.  Soames  should,  with 
the  utmost  freedom  and  generosity,  be 
laid  before  us.  Sj  just  are  the  Govern- 
ment, that  I  am  prepared  to  be  told  at 
once  that  the  Eeport  of  the  governor  of 
the  gaol  as  to  what  took  place  in  the 
interview  between  Pigott  and  Daly,  and 
between  \[r.  Soames  and  Daly,  and  Mr. 
Soames  and  Gallcighor,  will  at  onoe— > 
and  that  it  wam  fr\uu  moro  abftonoo 
of  rei\)lliH'tiou  that  it  wuh  uot  douo 
long  sini't)  ~bo  Itiid  bt^fon^  Mr,  UvH^r^o 
Lewis  ami  tho  \\X\\%\t  luvrmtun  inmuiH^toii 
with  tho  dotoiioo.  Thin  haa  lu^t  >'ot 
been  douo,  au«l  I  auk  uowi  haxo  tlicuio 
notes  of  tho  iiUorvto\\«  ha«m  MUp|tUod 
to  the  Homo  i^tUooi  ^\\\\  nlmll  wo 
now  havo  aintoM  to  \\\\\\\\  »«  woU  <!• 
Mr.  SoamoiiV  TUono  mo  \\\\  \\\\\\\\\\\Mk 
on  thoso  two  nuiuttt  Uul  tUoio  u  h^\ 
other  nmttor  I  A\\\\\\\\  t(^o  lo  lolm  to 
also.     It  U  HtAtoil  iUnt  rt||iaf  not  (Uu 
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visit  to  Daly  in  the  ordinaiy  oonne  as 
a  private  inend.  This  is  not  denisd. 
But  there  was  also  a  oonTiet  named 
Nally  brought  over  in  the  interest  of 
the  Tiwm  to  MiUbank  Priaon.  Now,  I 
want  to  show  the  difforenoe  between 
how  the  visits  of  Pigott  were  fiunlitated 
and  the  way  the  ivisits  of  prisoners' 
friends  and  l^e  firiends  of  the  defendants 
before  Uie  Oommission  are  facilitated. 
Pigott  eets  permission  to  see  Daly  as^  a 
personfu  friend,  and  Daly  is  a  oonvict 
suffering  punishment  for  one  of  the 
gravest  offences  against  the  law.  NaUy 
has  five  or  six  years  to  serve  for  an 
offence  much  less  grave  than  the  dyna- 
mitard.  Nally,  bemg  forcibly  brought 
over  from  Ireland,  said,  at  the  railway 
station,  '*!  wish  the  people  to  under- 
stand that  we  are  bemg  brought  over 
against  our  will ;  we  are  not  ^ing  of 
our  own  accord."  Now  a  visit  was 
due  to  Nally — I  believe  he  had  not 
had  a  visitor  for  six  months,  but  will 
it  be  believed  this  impartial  Gt>veni- 
ment  stopped  Nelly's  visit  for  misoon- 
duct  ?  He  made  this  statement  at  the 
railway  station  that  I  have  alluded  to, 
and  the  defendant's  solicitor  was  refused 
admission  to  see  him.  But  Pigott,  by 
means  perhaps  of  false  keys,  or  having 
a  pass  key,  enters  Her  Majesty's 
prisons  with  as  much  freedom  as  an 
official  there.  And  hon.  Conservative 
Gentlemen — they  are  ''all  honooraUa 
men" — go  down  to  their  oonstitnenfti 
and  say  we  have  been  treated  with  what 
Lord  Dufferin  calls  "  the  aug^ust  im- 
partiality of  British  law."  I  call  it  aU 
humbug — humbug.  Sir.  What  is  mors, 
I  think  the  fact  I  have  stated  is  a  dis- 
grace to  every  person  concerned.  Yon 
refused  Nally  a  visit  to  which  he  was 
entitled.  Nally,  I  understand,  was  a 
g^ood-conduct  prisoner ;  there  were  never 
any  complaints  against  him.  What  he 
said  at  the  railway  station  was  the 
natural  ory  of  a  man  who  was  beinff 
kiduappod,  as  he  supposed,  carried  off 
against  his  will,  not  knowing  where  or 
wli^Y.  He  knew  that  Andrews,  the 
gavUor  of  l\>wnp>atrick,  had  attempted 
to  tauipor  with  him.  the  man  who  was 
aftor^xarxU  prv>moted  to  the  honour  of 
boiu|ir  WiUiam  O'Brien's  gaoler  at  Gkm* 
u)«^l.  NNVIU  a  visit  to  Nally  is  denied 
ua»  \i^  Uilo  ^i|^^tt  i;»  allowed  the  run  of 
\M(AiUam  TriAou.  and  is  allowed  to  see 
\\\^  \),\uamitard  or  whoever  he  likes  on 
llu'  |vii»iuu«^*.    1  l^ave  this  incident  in 
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the  history  of  PamelliBin  and  Orime 
just  there,  and  proceed  to  make  another 
remark  on  Mr.  Soames'  action.  A  Com- 
mission has  been  created  to  inquire  into 
^'Pamellism  and  Orime;"  but  I  think 
it  is  not  improbable  that,  among  other 
•Oommissions  that  may  be  appointed,  it 
may  be  after  a  charge  of  Administration 
— and  such  a  Commission  is  badly 
wanted — a  Commission  may  be  neces- 
sary to  get  at  the  bottom  of  ''  Wal- 
terism  and  Crime."  I  grieve  to  say 
such  a  thing  of  an  *'  old  friend " 
of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment.  I  wish 
to  say  that  rigorously,  it  may  be  slowly, 
but  with  a  determined  persistency,  we 
will  get  at  the  bottom  of  this  foul 
conspiracy.  We  have  the  yirtuous 
Attorney  General  at  the  head  of  it  as 
buttress  and  gargoyle,  and,  I  presume, 
.-all  the  department  of  legal  attainments ; 
and  then  we  have  at  the  other 
end  Eichard  Pigott,  Mr.  Soames,  Mr. 
Anderson,  and  others  who  represent  the 
gutters,  the  agents  to  do  the  dirty  work, 
men  whom  the  learned  and  virtuous 
Attorney  General  would  not  touch  with 
tongs.  Step  by  step  with  fatal  ac- 
curacy we  trace  their  progpress  through 
the  mire.  These  visits  were  paid  to  men 
in  convict  gaols,  men  under  the  most 
terrible  sentence — a  life  sentence — men 
absolutely  hopeless,  destitute  of  all 
prospect  of  freedom,  condemned  as 
enemies  of  the  human  race,  condemned 
under  the  most  terrible  circumstances 
and  with  the  most  terrible  facts  against 
them ;  and,  I  ask — apart  altogether 
from  obtaining  the  evidence  of  such 
men  against  hon.  Members  of  this 
House — I  ask,  was  it  a  fair  thio^  to 
the  men  themselves  ?  I  presume  John 
Daly  has  friends — ^I  presume  he  has  a 
mother,  sister,  relatives  living.  We 
know  from  the  Press  that  Dr.  Gallagher 
iias  friends  who  are  interested  on  his 
l)ehalf ;  and,  I  say,  was  it  a  fair  thing 
for  the  agent  of  the  Timei^  be  he  Soames, 
Piffott,  Anderson,  or  Inspector  Little- 
•chSd,  whosoever  he  may  be,  to  put 
these  men  before  the  public  in  the 
position  of  persons  who  have  been 
corrupted  by  the  Timet  ?  I  say  nothing 
of  what  the  characters  of  these  men  are, 
except  that  never  yet  have  they  been 
considered  infamous  until  the  T%fn$8 
attempted  to  affix  that  stigma.  Apart 
from  the  attempt  to  suborn  perjury  as 
against  us,  it  was  a  gross,  a  grievous 
wrong — a    hardship    added    to    their 


life  sentence — that  they  should  be  sub* 
jected  to  the  temptation  of  Soames  and 
Pigott.  But  in  regard  to  the  attempt 
to  secure  for  the  Attorney  General  evi- 
dence against  us  I  say  nothing.  It  is 
quite  what  I  should  have  expected  from 
him.  It  is  exactly  what  we  have  had 
from  the  time  when  you  put  poison  in 
the  wine  of  your  Irish  enemies  in  Ire- 
land ;  it  is  exactly  what  the  leaders  of 
the  Irish  race  have  always  been  subjected 
to.  We  should  think  ourselves  un- 
worthy of  our  position  if  all  these  en- 
gines had  not  been  used  against  us.  I 
am  proud  that  they  have  been  used ; 
they  are  the  accepted  weapons  of  your 
political  warfare,  and  they  are  as  credit- 
able as  dynamite  and  assassination. 
Daly  and  Gallagher  and  Joe  Brady  are 
respectable  citizens  compared  with  men 
who  tried  to  suborn  their  testimony  to 
try  and  blast  the  character  of  innocent 
people.  I  think  John  Daly  and  Dr. 
Gallagher  will  sleep  more  soundly  in 
their  prison  cells  than  men  of  great 
respectability  who  enjoy  seats  on  the 
cushioned  Bench  of  the  Treasury.  So 
much  for  that  branch  of  the  case ;  and 
now  I  resume  my  observations  by  way 
of  interrogatory.  I  ask  the  Home  Sec- 
retary whether  there  is,  at  Scotland 
Yard,  an  oificer  named  Andrews  ?  Of 
course,  the  memory  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  be  expected  to  hold 
all  these  matters;  but,  no  doubt,  the 
Attorney  General  will  be  better  ac- 
quainted with  Andrews.  Is  there, 
at  Scotland  Yard,  a  detective,  an  in- 
spector, or  officer  of  that  name  ?  **  We 
must  speak  by  the  card,  or  equivocation 
wiU  undo  us."  If  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary,  Is  there  a  constable  named 
So-and-so,  he  will  say  **No,"  because 
the  man  happens  to  be  a  sergeant.  I 
ask,  Did  Andrews  of  Scotland  Yard  pay 
a  visit  to  America  within  the  last  six  or 
eight  months  ?  We  know  that  the  Go- 
vernment cannot  reveal  the  purpose  of 
littlechild's  visit  to  Chatham  to  inter- 
view a  dynamitard,  for  that  was  for 
police  purposes,  but  was  it  for  police 
purposes  that  Andrews  visited  America  ? 
To  that  I  should  like  an  answer.  Then, 
in  the  words  of  the  nursery  rhyme,  I 
would  ask,  **What  did  he  there?" 
Also,  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  An- 
drews saw  Le  Caron  in  America  ?  And, 
also,  whether  it  was  Andrews  who  got 
Le  Caron  to  repair  to  Westminster  for 
his  private  a£Fairs?    These  are  specific 
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[Qeatioiia,  and  I  preBome  they  oan  all 
•e  answered  with  eaganog  candour  bj 
the  Home  Secretary.  I  eay  the  Btat»- 
mentein  regard  to LeCaronthatheoame 
here  on  prirate  afiairs  uniufluenoed  by 
the  TimM,  and  that  Anderson  did  hia 
beat  to  prerent  him  coming  forward — 
hia  best  seams  to  have  been  the  present 
of  a  volume  of  documents — will  not 
deceive  tbe  most  rudimentary  intulli- 
genoe.  We  shall  require  some  further 
proof  on  this  point.  We  have  not  had 
an  answer  to  the  question  as  to  Ander- 
son's introduction  of  Le  Caron  to 
Houston.  It  may  or  may  not  be  his 
business  to  introduce  unawares  spies 
&om  America,  but  Houston  has  been 
examined,  and  Le  Coron  has  been  ex- 
amined, and  although  we  have  not  been 
able  to  get  access  to  the  files  of  evidence 
we  have  the  Timet  iu  the  library,  and 
in  the  future  I  shall  regard  it  as  a 
precious  heritage.  I  find  that  Ur.  An- 
derson wrote  a  letter  introducing  Le 
Oaron  to  Mr.  Houston.  If  that  be  so, 
what  becomes  of  the  statement  of  the 
Home  Secretary?  What  business  has 
an  official,  a  secret  official  of  tbe  Home 
Office,  whose  very  functions  are  unde- 
fined, to  introduce  Le  Oaron  to  Ur. 
Houston  J  And  I  ask  how  is  it  that  this 
expression  occurs  in  the  letter:  "Mr. 
Houston  is  a  eentleman  on  whom  you 
can  thoroughly  rely "  ?  Now,  how 
ander  Heaven  did  the  innocent  Mr. 
Anderson  know  that  the  stranger  Mr. 
Houston  was  a  gentleman  oo  whom  the 
friendly  Le  Oaron  could  rely  ?  Mr, 
Anderson  has  kept  himself  aloof,  kept 
his  vesture  unspotted  from  the  Timet, 
kept  himself  free  from  the  stains  and 
bespatterments  disclosed  throughout  this 
unhappy  inquiry ;  but  by  some  means, 
perhaps  by  hypnotism,  Le  Caron  seeme 
to  have  got  a  tetter  from  Mr.  Anderson 
telling  htm  Mr.  Houston  was  a  gentle- 
man on  whom  he  could  thoroughly  rely. 
Of  course,  I  do  not  like  to  put  conun- 
drums to  the  Home  Secretary,  but  I 
should  like  him  to  give  some  official  ex- 
planation that  will  hold  water,  for  really 
we  have  been  treated  to  such  a  variety 
of  phantasies  in  tbe  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman,  as,  for  inatanoe, 
that  Mr.  Anderson  acted  purely  as  an 
official,  that  an  explanation  becomes  the 
more  necessary.  I  tbink  that  it  is  a 
remarkable  thing  that  a  packet  of  letters 
should  have  been  handed  over  to  Le 
Oaron ;  but  first  let  us  deal  with  the 
Mr.  T.  M.  Staly 


Home  Seentuj'a  law.  Hia  lav  on  tlw 
pointuthu — and  weaQ  knowtheii^ 
hon.  Gentleman  ia  a  great  lawTet^-all 
the  ooonpanta  of  the  Treaaoiy  Benoh  bi» 
great  or  brare,  apmetliinf  or  aOtar.  Let 
us  examine  the  law  laid  down  by  tha 
right  hon.  Qentleman  aa  Home  Bana- 
tary  and  U-0.  It  ia  impoaaible  to  dis- 
tinguish the  two  oapaoitiea  of  the  li^ 
hon.  Qentleman — hia  law  ia  that  the  m- 
perty  in  a  letter  is  not  in  the  reai[nent  hot 
in  tbe  sender.  So  Le  Caron,  having  aa 
a  private  friend  written  Tarioua  Irtter* 
from  Amerioa  to  Anderson,  goes  vip  to 
him  and  says,  "  I  demand  from  yon  my 
pnvate  property."  But  ia  thisthelawr 
Why,  more  absurd  law  was  narer  laid 
down  from  the  Treaaory  Benoh.  I  should 
have  thought,  after  deciaionB  in  notoiiosa 
oases,  everybody  would  know  what  Uu 
law  is.  The  dedeion  in  Lady  I/ftfa^'a 
case,  in  that  of  the  Marqneaa  of  Olanri- 
carde,  and  in  Curl's  case  was  that  thfr 
property  in  a  letter  ia  in  the  rempieBtr 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  aender  to  piv 
vent  publication,  unless  the  seaderis  aa 
agent  of  the  receiver.  I  ohallenge  tha 
whole  Treasury  Bench,  Law  Offloera  and 
all,  to  contradict  that  propooitioB. 
I  observe  they  are  mute  as  stataei. 
What  becomes  of  the  statementa  of  the 
Home  Seoretary  rolled  trippingW  off  tii* 
tongue  at  question  time,  and  with  aara> 
fully- prep E^ed  impromptus  ready?  If 
such  are  your  answers  on  law,  what  an 
we  to  tbink  of  yonr  aiuwera  on  fhat^ 
Law  ia,  to  some  extent,  an  aaoertainabia 
science,  for  we  may  find  out  the  law  ca 
the  subject  of  letters,  whether  forged  or- 
otherwise,  by  reference  to  hooka  aad 
decisions  in  leading  cases.  We  have- 
asked  for  information,  and  we  expect  ib 
Are  we  to  be  stopped  from  Totaa  of 
Censure  and  criticisms  <m  f  itcts  by  know* 
ledge  being  withheld  fiooi  the  House? 
We  desire  to  arraign  the  conduct  ot 
the  Oovernment.  II  the  subject  wsrft 
Samoa,  we  should  have  Blue  Bodn 
galore  ;  but  86  Members  of  Parliament 
obtain  leas  consideration.  It  is  not  lODg 
since  the  Statute  Law  Revisioa  Aet 
swept  away  an  Act  tcitit  I  should  1 
to  refer  to,  and  I  soinetimea  i 
when  I  see  old  Statutoa  swept  awi 
wholesale  whether  we  ore  altogfl'*" 
safe  in  relying  on  thq  Ststuta  1 
Beviaion  Act.  It  "— '  ' — ~  " 
that  in  the  rev 
there  was  swept  i 
which  showed  that 
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immh  to  luqpeet  the  action  of  the  King's 
Qoreniment  with  regard  to  prisoners, 
and  which  made  it  highly  penal  for  any 
(me  to  hold  out  a  temptation  or  bribe  to 
a  prisoner  to  giro  eTidence.    That  Act 
it  now  a  thing  of  the  past ;  it  has  been 
swept  awar ;   but  so  &r  as  the  moral 
oensnxe   of  mankind    will    carry  any 
weight  with  a  Tory  GoTcmment,  so  far 
as  t£e  oondenmation  of  Members  on  these 
BenoheSy  and  priTately  of  your  own, 
if  not  bom  your  ''  old/'  friends — so  far 
as  these  things  go,  and  so  far  as  your 
sensibilities    are    not    blunted  by  the 
kaowledge  that  you  have  £7,000  a-year 
paid   Quarterly,  you    feel    that    every 
honest  man  who  has  considered  your 
dealings  in  these  matters  has  nothing 
fcpr  yon  but  censure  and  condemnation. 
You  profess  to  grant  an  inquiry  to  us 
upon  the  ground  that  you  wish  us  to 
eMx  our  character.    How  anxious  you 
were  for  that  result!    There  was  one 
Member   of  the  Party  opposite  yery 
honest  on  the  subject.    I  took  note  of 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Loughborough  Diyision  (Mr.  De  Lisle). 
The    hon.    Member    said,    '^I    hope 
they  will  not  succeed  in  clearing  their 
ch«raoter,  I  hope  it  is  all  true ;   I  be- 
liere  it  to  be  all  true,  and  my  hope  and 
expectation  is  that  it  will  be  proyed  to 
be  true."    There  spoke  the  Tory  party. 
You  are  not  sorry  for  doing  this ;  you  are 
only  sorry  for  being  found  out.    You 
are  not  sorry  for  haying  had  Eichard 
Figott  as  a  pal  and  a  chum ;  you  are 
only  sorry  that  we  haye  got  to  know 
about  him.    If  you  thought  there  was 
no  stain  or  stigma  attaching    to  the 
matter  affecting  Jrigott,  why  did  you  not 
tell  us  about  it  a  little  sooner;    why 
haye  we  had  to  corkscrew  the  informa- 
tion from  the  Home  Secretary  ?    Why, 
if  you  are  not  ashamed  of  all  this,  don't 
you  giye  us  the  entire  facts ;    why  are 
not  the  documents  in  the  Home  Office 
laid  before  the  House  ?  Why  are  not  the 
letters  from  Houston  to  Pigott,  and  the 
substance  of  the  interyiews  between  Gal- 
lagher and  Daly  and  Soames,  laid  before 
{he  House  ?    If  you  are  not  ashamed  of 
the  transaction,  produce  this  informa- 
tion.    I  will  tell  the  Goyemment  this, 
that  if  the  Irish  Members  do  not  get  it 
sooner  they  will   get    it    later.      The 
Gtoyemment  in  tracing  the  course  of  the 
Ush  Members  from   1879  to  1889  haye 
stooped  to  eyery  deyice  and  haye  shrunk 
from  nothing,  disdaining  not  the  help 


and  aid  of  the  forger  and  the  swindler ; 
but  if  oyer  our  time  comes,  we  on  this- 
side  of  the  House  will  probe  to  the 
bottom  the  CK)yemment's  connection 
with  this  business.  We  will  trace 
Houston's  yisits  to  the  House  by  the- 
entrance  to  the  Ladies'  Qallexy,  his 
interyiews  with  the  First  Lord,  with  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  with  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  means  by  which  these 
letters  and  documents  haye  been  ob-^ 
tained,  because,  unhappily  for  the  Go* 
yemment,  there  happen  to  be  suohr 
things  as  pigeon-holes,  in  which  the 
details  of  all  these  transactions  mar 
be  found.  I  say  again,  there  wiU 
be  an  inyestigation  afterwards  which 
will,  in  my  opinion,  raise  up  before  the 
Tory  party  a  ghost  that  will  haunt  it  aa- 
far  as  this  generation  is  concerned,  and 
will  continue  to  haunt  it  for  ffenerations- 
to  come,  as  being  the  cause  of  one  of  the 
most  despicable  businesses  in  which  a 
gpreat  political  party  has  oyer  been 
ongAged. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  moye  the  reduction  of  the  item  on 
Vote  4,  Class  II.,  by  £200,  two  month's? 
salary  of  the  Ohief  Inspector  of  Fac- 
tories. [Opposition  cries  of  **  No,  no."} 
I  do  not  understand  that  any  motion  haa 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court),  or  any  of  the  speakers  who  haye 
succeeded  him,  or  I  should  certainly  not 
haye  interyened  at  this  stage.  If  it  is 
not  the  intention  to  raise  the  question 
by  distinct  Motion,  I  will  do  so. 

Mb.  LABOUCBERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  moye  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Home  Secretary  by 
£100.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  inter- 
fered as  usual,  and  sought  to  pour  oil 
upon  the  troubled  waters  by  telling  us- 
that  we  haye  raised  this  point  to  make 
party  capital  out  of  it.  It  must  be 
admitted  by  eyery  one  that  there  never 
was  a  more  important  question  raised  by 
an  Opposition.  We  have  been  askei  why 
we  did  not  propose  a  Vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence instead  of  making  insinuations.. 
There  is  no  insinuation  in  this  matter ; 
the  attack  is  direct  and  specific  against 
the  Home  Secretary.  Then  the  Ohief 
Secretary  diverged  into  the  boast  that 
he  has  defended  Dr.  Barr,  and  will  de- 
fend him  again  and  again.  We  are  not 
here  to  accuse  Dr.  Barr ;  we  are  accus* 
ing  the  Home  Secretary  himself  for  his 
action  in  connection  with  this  matter.   L 
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think  that  the  worst  feature  was  the 
mode  in  which  the  Home  Secretaxy, 
havinfi^  been  adrised  of  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  approyed  of 
the  letter  and  sent  it  to  the  JVnitffy 
did  not  mention  it,  but  threw  the 
blame  upon  Dr.  Barr,  who  is  inno- 
<)eDt  in  comparison  with  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  Home  Secretary  has 
said  that  the  letter  of  Dr.  Barr  was 
imprudent  and  wanting  in  discretion  ; 
but  this  imprudent  letter  had  been  sent 
to  the  Timei  by  a  colleague  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  rebuked  Dr.  Barr ;  but  has 
he  rebuked  his  colleague  sitting  by 
him  ?  If  he  has  not,  why  not  ?  It  is  his 
colleague  who  is  responsible.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether 
he  received  any  letter  with  this  letter 
from  Dr.  Barr,  and  whether  he  sent 
an  answer  to  Dr.  Barr.  If  so,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oblige  us 
by  reading  the  two  letters  ?  We  want 
to  get  to  the  bottom  of  this,  but  there  is 
a  perpetual  system  of  shirk,  shirk, 
shirk.  Now  with  regard  to  Pigott  and 
Daly,  I  noted  one  remark  which  fell 
from  the  Home  Secretary — I  am  always 
glad  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
terferes in  a  Debate,  because  he  always 
put  his  foot  into  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  Commis- 
sion as  **a  great  State  inquiry."  After 
that  let  us  have  no  more  about  its 
being  a  private  action  between  the  Times 
and  the  Irish  Members.  Now,  we  have 
Mr.  Soames  first  visiting  Daly ;  we  then 
have  the  Government  telling  Pigott  that 
he  can  visit  Daly.  Daly  had  a  visitor 
coming  ;  we  are  told  his  name  was 
Jones — I  thought  it  would  be  either 
Smith,  Jones,  or  Robinson.  I  do  not 
believe  it.  Anyhow,  Daly  was  told  by 
the  Governor  that  instead  of  a  mythical 
Jones  he  might  see  Pigott.  Had  he 
known  Pigott  before,  or  had  the 
Governor  explained  what  was  the 
private  business  upon  which  Pigott 
wanted  to  see  him  ?  Then  we  have  the 
letter  from  Mr.  Soames.  We  have 
lioiird  a  great  deal  of  Mr.  Soames  in 
th«  course  of  the  inquiry,  but  I  would 
iiot  believe  that  fi;entleman  on  his  oath. 
Mr.  Soames  had  an  agent,  Houston, 
wlio  admitted  in  the  witness-box  that  he 
wuM  a(^ting  as  a  sort  of  general  agent  in 
tho  matter  for  the  Times,  Is  it  not  clear 
that  I  louHton  sent  IHgott  to  Daly  ?   Was 

J/r.  Lahoucher$ 


not  Pigott  paid  for  vinting  fho  maaf 
Was  it  not  done  apedficiulj  for  the 
Tim$9  f  I  want  to  Bweep  away  all  this 
evasion,  and  to  get  at  who  is  reaponmUs 
in  this  matter.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Anderson,  we  have  been  told  that  he 
was  a  private  aoquaintanoe  of  Migor  Le 
Caron,  who,  by-me-bye,  is  not  a  major, 
and  whose  name  is  not  Le  Oaron.  But 
does  the  Home  Seoretaiy  know  in  any 
way  that  Le  Caron  is  a  private  aoquaia- 
tance  of  Mr.  Anderson  r  We  are  told 
that  some  of  thosedocuments  wereprivato 
letters,  written  by  a  private  friend;  but 
I  am  not  aware  whether  Mr.  Ander* 
son  has  ever  met  Major  Le  Oaron.  Mr. 
Anderson  sent  him  to  Houston  with  a 
letter ;  he  did  not  know  Honston,  and 
was  somewhat  surprised  when  Mr. 
Anderson  gave  him  the  letter  to 
Houston,  what  were  the  relations 
between  Houston  and  Anderson  before  f 
Did  Anderson  give  any  private  infonna* 
tion  to  Houston  ?  AU  these  things  re- 
quire explanation.  Who  has  the  dooa- 
ments  at  the  present  time — Houston  or 
Le  Caron?  We  want  to  know 
because  it  is  proper  that  the 
for  the  defence  should  have  the  oppor* 
tunity  of  seeing  not  only  the  papers 
given  to  Le  Caron,  but  the  whole  papers. 
Houston  was  allowed  \o  make  a  sdeotioa 
of  the  papers  which  were  useful  to  him, 
and  the  defence  ought  to  be  allowed  tb 
do  the  same.  In  me  case  of  papers  st 
an  Embassy,  no  Minister  would  drMm 
of  handing  them  over  to  anybody,  but 
would  leave  them  at  the  Ohancexy  of 
the  Embassy  for  his  successor.  Had  Mr. 
Anderson  any  right  to  give  these  papm 
to  whom  he  liked  ?  l7o,  he  was  boimd 
to  keep  them,  and  to  reveal  the  name  of 
his  spies  to  none  but  his  successor  in 
the  office.  The  Home  Office  has  been 
prostituted  by  the  Qovemment,  and  ws 
protest  against  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  allowing  Mr.  Soames  or  Pigott  to 
roam  about  the  public  prisons  at  thsb 
will.  The  Government  have  not  dis- 
played equal  justice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  carried  away  hw 
the  idea  that  this  is  a  great  State  tiia( 
and  that  the  gentlemen  charged  are 
enemies  of  the  Queen.  If  that  is  the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
cannot  give  documents  to  the  defeneei 
though  he  says  he  is  ready  to  do  so.  Il 
he  going  to  give  them  to  the  enemies  of 
the  Queen  ?    The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
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has  not  given  the  same  faoilities  to  the 
defence  as  to  the  7Vm#«,  and  I  and  mj 
friends  will  not  rest  satisfied  until  we 

fet  to  the  bottom  of  the  transactions 
etween  the  Home  Secretary  and  his 
subordinates  and  between  those  subor- 
dinates and  the  Times,  Until  we  do 
that  we  will  not  move  a  Vote  of  want 
of  confidence.  To  do  so  would  be  as 
absurd  as  to  join  a  company  of  burglars 
and  then  move  a  vote  of  want  of  con- 
fidence in  their  proceedings.  The  ver- 
dict we  want  is  that  of  the  British 
public.  Let  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site cease  to  boast  of  their  majority  in 
the  House,  but  ascertain  whether  they 
have  a  majority  of  the  constituencies. 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, *<That  the  item  of  £15,000  for 
the  Home  Office  and  subordinate  De- 
partments be  reduced  by  £100,  part  of 
the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State. — 
(Mr.  Lahouehere,) 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Div.) :  I  was  In  Court  during 
the  whole  of  the  time — except  one  day 
— ^that  Beach,  otherwise  Le  Caron,  was 
under  examination  and  cross-examina- 
tion. The  Home  Secretary  has  described 
Le  Caron's  evidence  as  interesting. 
Tbat  is  not  the  epithet  I  should  have 
thought  appropriate,  because  the  evi- 
dence was  a  good  deal  more  than  inter- 
esting. I  can,  however,  quite  under- 
stand the  selection  of  the  epithet  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  because  the  evidence 
revealed  to  him  the  future  of  the  adven- 
turer by  whose  support  he  was  once 
returned  for  Dungarvan.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  misinformed  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  Mr. 
Anderson  and  Houston.  Does  he  not 
remember  that  Beach  swore  that  he 
never  heard  of  Houston  until  the  name 
was  suggested  by  Mr.  Anderson  ?  It  is 
perfectly  clear  that  the  relations  between 
Houston  and  Beach,  otherwise  Le  Caron, 
were  brought  about  by  Mr.  Anderson, 
and  by  no  one  else.  Let  me  point  to 
the  responsibility  of  Mr.  Anderson  in 
this  matter.  I  think  no  one  will  accept 
the  Home  Secretary's  statement  that  Le 
Caron's  letters  should  be  g^ven  back  to 
him  as  his  private  property.  Le  Caron 
distinctly  swore  that  ne  was  in  receipt 
of — I  think — £50  per  month  from  the 


Home  Authorities  for  giving  informa- 
tion. Was  not  that  information  con- 
veyed in  the  form  of  letters  ?  Were  not 
the  letters  paid  for  out  of  public  taxa- 
tion ?  These  letters  were  official  or  semi- 
official documents,  and  to  speak  of  them 
as  Le  Caron's  property  is  a  mere 
quibble ;  and  the  fact  that  the  Home 
Secretary  has  to  descend  to  a 
quibble  so  small  and  petty  is  the 
strongest  testimony  of  toe  plight  in 
which  the  Government  find  themselves. 
Le  Caron  was  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Bussell)  what  was  the 
character  of  the  letters,  and  for  the  first 
time  during  his  cross-examination  Le 
Caron  then  showed  signs  of  temper ;  he 
turned  sharply  upon  the  counsel  for  the 
defence  and  said,  **  Would  you  exposo 
the  lives  of  men  in  America?"  The 
reply  was  one  the  justice  of  which  every 
one  must  acknowledge.  Every  one  must 
know  that  this  spy  in  his  communications 
with  the  Government  must  have  men- 
tioned the  names  of  men  who  were  pro- 
bably helping  him  with  information,, 
and  that  the  publication  of  their  names 
would  expose  them  to  the  fate  of  in- 
formers. [Mr.  Johnston:  Assassi- 
nation.] Yes,  assassination.  That  is 
my  point.  Why  was  Houston  put  in 
possession  of  information  which  would 
expose  men  in  America  to  assassination  ? 
Why  were  these  documents  exposed  to 
the  risk  of  revelation  by  Houston? 
Who  is  Houston?  He  is  a  private 
individual  so  far  as  the  Government  are 
concerned.  The  Home  Secretary  seems 
to  think  Houston  is  a  solicitor.  I  believe 
the  solicitors'  branch  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion is  not  yet  dishonoured  by  having 
him  in  its  ranks.  Houston  went  to 
the  unfortunate  and  wretched  Pigott 
and  held  out  to  him  the  temptation  of 
unlimited  money  for  the  simple  trouble 
of  forging  documents  to  destroy  the 
character  of  political  opponents  of  the 
Government.  Is  Houston  a  man  whorn^ 
the  Home  Secretary  would  trust  ?  Is  he 
ready  to  pin  his  faith  to  Houston  ?  I 
should  like  to  see  Houston  and  the 
Government  bracketed  together — they 
aire  bracketed  together  by  public  opinion 
already.  I  should  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  get  up  and  say  Houston 
is  a  man  of  honour  m  whose  good  faith 
he  trusts.  If  he  has  not  faith  in  the 
man,  then  I  ask,  in  the  name  of  common. 
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•senn  and  decency  and  the  pablio  «el< 
fare,  vhy  was  Houston  entrusted  with 
public  documents,  ever;  one  of  which 
'brought  danger  of  nnnrmmnation  to 
paid  iaformera?  The  Home  Secre- 
tarj  sayB  these  were  prirate  doon- 
ments,  the  property  of  Le  Oaron. 
Did  the  Home  Secretary  bring  the 
existence  of  these  documents  to  the 
'knowledge  of  the  defence  F  No ;  it  is 
well  known  that  Le  Oaron  was  sprung 
on  the  defence,  and  that  the  counsel  for 
the  defence  had  nerer  before  heard  of 
him.  Mr.  George  Lewis  is  quite  as 
-truBtworthy  a  person  as  the  procurer  of 
the  Pigott  forgeries.  Why,  then,  was 
not  Mr.  Lewie  allowed  to  go  to  the 
archiTes  of  the  Home  Office  and  make 
.hie  selection  in  the  same  way  as  Hous- 
ton ?  What  was  the  position  of  Le 
Oaron  ?  He  was  the  most  raluable  spy 
.in  America  in  the  hands  of  the  Qorem- 
ment.  Why  did  th^  destroy  that 
valuable  instrument  ?  The  Home  Secre- 
tary said  that  Le  Caron  insisted  upon 
-giving  eridence,  but  Mr.  Anderson 
could  hare  prevented  him  if  he  pleased. 
Why  did  not  Mr.  Anderson  say — 

"  You  are  a  valuable  agent  at  ths  Qovem- 
ment.  Yon  have  given  ns  information  vhidi 
enabled  ua  to  defeat  the  maohinationi  ot  the 
eoemies  of  tha  Queen.  We  have  given  yoa 
large  iums  of  money,  and  you  mart  remain 
Auihfnl  to  your  bond.  We  will  not  allow  yaa 
.to  appear." 

That  I  think  would  have  been  a  more 
reasonable  position  for  the  Govemmeut 
•to  have  tAen  up  if  they  were  more 
anxious  to  defeat  the  enemies  of  the 
vQueen  than  to  put  down  their  political 
opponents.  The  Attorney  Qeneral  need 
not  have  called  Le  Garon ;  he  had  not 
called  Anderson  and  others.  But  the 
Attorney  General  of  his  own  free  will 
■  called  Le  Caron,  and  destroyed  his  value 
to  this  country.  But  there  ia  another 
thing  more  important,  which  oasts  the 
gravest  reflection  upon  the  Goveroment. 
Xa  laugh.]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  lor  North  Antrim  (Sir  C. 
Lewis)  laugbs.  Everybody  except  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — who  did 
not  go  into  the  box  in  Derrv  when  hiu 
own  nonour  was  concerned,  oat  prefer- 
red to  surrender  hie  seat  and  pay  the 
costs — will  agree  with  me  that  the  oon- 
duot  of  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  prisons 
■casts  the  gravest  censure  upon  them. 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'CoiMor 
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It  is  mpywaJ  Uwt  no  iay  b  rtmg 
enough  to  <^«ii  the  pruOB  oalb  nant 
tlie  uemeooj  of  the  Okown.  That  a 
the  mateat  Monriiy  for  jnatioa  aid 
eqoaf  treatment  to  all  TTlenini  Aaj 
man  on  Hm  Oppontum  bendua  may 
apply  for  an  interriaw  with  oas 
of  theaa  unhappy  men  in  gad:  fts 
brother,  the  wile,  tha  ohfld  of  a  piiaw 
may  apply,  and  they  irill  be  nAisad 
unless  the  applioatum  falla  wifln 
narrowly  pnecnbed  limita.  But  whit 
is  refnaea  to  a  relative  or  bieod  ii 
granted  to  an  a^ent  of  the  Ttmn.  Thit 
agent  may  be  hig^  or  low.  It  maj  be 
Boamea  one  d^,  Preaton  or  ^Mt 
another.  What  ia  the  objeot  of  alww- 
ing  an  interview  between  FIgott  aal 
the  oondenmed  oonviot  DaljP  Ilws 
is  noproBpeotofliber^fortti^nBlia|fflf 
man.  Twenfy  yeaii  wUl  pmbaUy  m 
the  shortest  term  whioh  a  man  aanlnaii 
to  penal  servitudefor  liflg  ft»  adjnaaik 
outrage  can  hope  for.  Dalj  ha^  ttwn 
fore,  seventeen  years  at  leaattolwA>g- 
ward  to  of  daily  nuaory,  davaay,  tunoi, 
and  the  solitoda  of  petul  aenitsda.  Bll 
a  positioa  so  awlnl,  tbat  naay  nia 
would  prefer  death  by  faaa^^ng.  A 
man  in  that  pontion  ia  ■pniwwhai  t{f 
an  agent  of  the  TlasM,  w&o  haa  mg 
amount  of  money  to  onlat  for  p«jnij 
or  forgeij,  and  who  inpinaMili  W 
omntpotenoe  of  the  Oovamman^  lAo, 
can  release  him  in  a  d^.  TTnlw. 
liberty,  plenty  of  monay— fhsM  a» 
the  temptationa  which  are  placed  volon- 
tarilv  by  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
hand  of  an  agent  of  the  Government 
approaching  a  man  in  a  living  tomb. 
A  great  detu  of  seom  has  been  heaped 
on  the  head  of  ths  unfortunate  Pigott- 
He  deserrea  it  all.  But  when  we  con 
aider  the  misery,  the  poverty,  and 
the  despair  of  Pigott  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  bribes  offered  to  him  by  dvA 
scoundrels  on  the  other,  we  may  well 
consider  that  a  portion  of  the  condemna- 
tion should  be  awarded  to  those  who 
tempted  him.  Surely,  if  Daly  had  bean 
wicked  enough  to  seek  for  his  release 
by  giving  false  evidence  against  hit 
oountrymen,  his  crime  would  be  ha 
than  that  of  the  Government. 
Irish  party  have  had  to  Sght  their  a 
with  loaded  dioe,  *■— ' — »,  perjury, 
forgery  against 
way  in  which  t 
equally  and  im 
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prev«nt  the  whole  tnith  from  being  laid 
Defore  the  Court.  Now,  why  is  the 
House  not  to  haye  this  second  letter 
written  by  Pigott?  The  Home  Secre- 
tary says  that  it  is  unimportant.  Then 
why  does  he  object  to  read  it?  The 
letter  began,  ''I  am  advised.'*  I  should 
like  to  know  what  he  was  advised  of 
and  by  whom.  It  is  a  remarkable  be- 
ginning to  a  letter.  This  letter  is  im- 
portant, because  Pigott  was  admitted  on 
one  occasion  as  an  ordinary  yisitor,  but 
on  the  second  occasion  he  was  refused. 
Why  was  this  ?  Let  us  haye  the  facts, 
even  if  they  are  unimportant. 

*8iB  E.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  rise  to 
take  part  in  this  general  debate,  because 
as  I  am  informed  that  some  attack  is  to 
be  made  upon  me  personally,  I  prefer 
to  await  that  attack.    I  invite  it,  and  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  meet  it  whoneyer 
it  ia  levelled  against  me.    I  rise,  how- 
ever, to  give  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby   (Sir  W.  Har- 
oourt)  accurate  information  on  a  subject 
with  regard  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie- 
man  has  made,  I  am  sure  unintention- 
ally, a  very  serious  mistake  as  to  facts. 
As  I  understand  the  evidence,  the  selec- 
tion of  documents  was  made  entirely  by 
Le  Caron  himself,  I  am  willing  to  place 
a  copy  of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes 
at  the  disposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;     certainly,     as    far    as    I    re- 
member,     Le     Caron      was      respon. 
sible  for  the  selection.    As  far   as   I 
know  there   is  no    foundation    for  the 
statement  that  there  has  been  destruc- 
tion   of   original    documents.     It    has 
never     been     suggested      by     cross- 
examination,  and    no  statements  have 
been  made   as    to   any  destruction   of 
Le  Caron's  original  documents.  If  there 
has  been  any  destruction  I  am  perfectly 
certain  it  has  been  by  Le  Caron  himself, 
but  as  far  as  I  know  that  has  never  been 
suggested.     As  to  putting  all  the  docu- 
ments before  the  Court,  what  happened 
was    this:     they  were  offered   to   the 
Court ;    the  Court    said  it  was  a  very 
heavy  burden  to  put  upon  them,  and 
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thereupon,  after  Le  Caron's  evidence  was 
completed,  at  the  request  of  the  Court, 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  Russell),  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  ^Sir  H.  James)  said 
he  would  undertake  to  look  through 
them,  and  that  he  would  communicate 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  and  honourable 
members  of  my  profession,  to  ascertain 
whether  the  counsel  on  behalf  of  the 
persons  charged  desired  more  of  the 
documents  put  in.  After  full  consulta- 
tion, the  documents  having  been  gone 
through,  the  counsel  in  Court  said  that 
they  did  not  desire  more  documents.  I 
took  no  part  in  the  matter,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  able  to  speak  without    any 

personal  feeling.  I  cannot  help  regretting 
that  loose  statements  should  be  made  as 
to  the  destruction  of  documents,  the  con- 
coction of  documents,  the  unfair  selec- 
tion of  documents;  and  remembering 
that  the  honour  of  the  members  of  his 
own  profession  is  impugned,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  sorry  that  he 
has  been  led  to  make  such  charges. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUHT  :  If  I  have  con- 
veyed to  the  Attorney  General  or  to 
any  one  else  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  withheld  documents  which 
were  within  his  knowledge  from  the 
knowledge  of  the  Court,  I  apologize  most 
completely  to  the  hon.  and  lesurned  Gen- 
tleman. What  I  said  was  this — that 
men  like  Le  Caron  and  Houston  ought 
never  to  have  been  trusted  with  the  docu- 
ments, so  that  they  might  deal  with,  or 
withhold  if  they  chose,  documents  long 
before  they  reached  the  Court.  I  said 
that  these  men  might  have  destroyed 
the  documents.  ['*0h,  oh!"]  Yes, 
and  if  I  am  asked  my  opinion  I  should 
say  that  very  likely  they  did  ;  from  what 
I  have  read  I  should  say  they  were  quite 
capable  of  doing  so.  Houston  did  destroy 
documents.    The  whole  of  the  oorres- 
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ui»r4  vwn.  tbiii%  '-\  u'A.  liC.VTLVfee\  \imvw 
I  LMrif  VW4.  ^tht.*fi  v'it*r.iije;  udrir  J'C'Of'^ 

iMuu'A  tiMy  wia**h<fr  tb<>ib^  ii«:t«  irer*  on 
tfl^nnil  or  on  or^'iUMTj  <yx««i9iic,  but  I 
nr/i  u  JiuJ/i;  iiitr'Jj'.k  with  th«  thacge  of 
V/n^  Ujiit  h<Mi  titk^fi  pl4u>^  in  creaking  of 
hilly  ott  ihti  iphriot  hon  M^nnljen,  No 
IttttyruHi/rh  iMMyr/jK  t/>  h^  too  Mrere  and 
lifiritli  /i/^w.  H<9  iH  tmlUA  a  dynamitard, 
a  i;ifrM/fi  ofUify  r/ioht  d a rj(^<;rou«  character, 
IT  do  i«  i'/  ^4  avoided  apparentlj  as  a 
niHitjfffroiid  iiorMori. 

MiuT.  M.  IIKALV:  Who  used  that 
lariKunp^itV 

•Ml..  MArrilMWH  :  I  think  the  hon. 
aiitl  IniiftMid  Miiinhor  hiiiiNolf. 

Mm  T.  M.  llMAIiY:  1  did  nothing 
iif  l.lict  kind,  hut  lit  iho  Mimn  time  I 
liitiilt  hilly  U  It  tiinnt  hcmourahlo  man. 

''M II.  MATT  1 1 MWM :  In  thn  oourse  of 
thin  itoliiiio,  I  litivn  hoard  I >iily  dosoribod 
iin  II  dvniiitiifiii'd.  That  in  ii  now  form 
111' iiHpt-imniiiii  whdOi  f  urn  K^iid  to  note. 
All  I  i^nik  iM\\  [n  thiii  ii  wrtN  by  tho 
d«««lii«  of  hiilv  himnnir  ihiit  tho  intor- 
vlo\^  ys\\\\  Tli^oH  look  ^dnoo,  and  whon 
tho    hoii      M«iiulM«r    for    Northamuton 

Ml     I  iihoiiohoio^  oato«'hi0OA  mo  aoout 

Ni»oM,  I  rtiw  Mion^h  iuohuo^i  to  n^tixrt 
tho  ipitintu^iin  i^sm  i\im  S«^  far  a»  I 
i«»»\\  tho  ho«  MoiiiUov  tW  Novtham\^t\^n 
\m  tho  o^\\\  Moii\h»vv  \\i  tho  U%n\*o  wh*^ 
hi^M  )s^\ii  \i\  ^shi^(\Joi\1ia1  %\M\uun\\u>Ati«M\ 
^\th  r^^NM*      .  %"* '  X  X*    **  U^vav.  h^ar '  " 

.**S*^   M\.     I     r    \^AVN\NNN       ^^  W^w  h*\i\ 
^<  \\  *-    A^s    ■^^^•Nvui^v    o^^t^*U«^^A\   itt*T\^ 
s^^o*.»    «^^    ••\\    iN^(    \    ^*,x   ,»\NS\    S,SMft  *,r. 
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KDd  if  Ifr.  Levis  mppbim  citts  Is 
Mr.   AAtenB   or  to    mydf  for  As 

'jyyw  Uniify  of  tilriMy  IImi  ovsdoMsaof  a 
TjtseH  vhom  he  piopoeea  to  cell,  wai 
danras  to  hare  aeeeoe  to  docmMte 
emaaatiiic  from  that  witneoSt  whidiwiB 
be  matenml  and  proper  for  refrealiitf 
his  memory,  no  obfltede  on  mj  part  wm 
be  offered.  The  statement  which  hai 
been  made  to  the  effect  that,  wUls 
Soamea  and  Figott  have  been  allowed  ts 
have  interviewa  with  Dalj,  tho  eon?id^s 
wife  and  personal  frienda  have  besa 
refused  is  totally  inaocorato.  Daly  has 
been  allowed  to  receive  any  penoa 
whom  he  chose  to  select  out  of  ihosa 
who  applied  to  see  him.  If  he  had 
preferrea  to  see  anybody  rather  tbaa 
i?]gott,  he  had  the  option  to  do  sa  I 
think  I  have  now  dealt  with  all  ihs 
questions  put  to  me  [^0rie9  of**  Bead  ths^ 
second  letter."] 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  There  is  ona 
otherpoint  which  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  Home  Secretary  will  dear  np.  If 
it  was  intended  to  make  a  fair  nM  of 
T^  Caron's  papers,  they  ought  to  have 
been  placed  bodily  in  the  hands  of  the 
Court.  It  is  stated  that  the  object  was 
to  lay  the  whole  truth  before  the  Ooort; 
but  this  contention  cannot  be  maintained 
for  a  moment)  because  it  was  only  sndi 
part«  of  the  truth  as  suited  the  piuposss 
of  llou5Ton  that  were  bronghi  xorwariL 
It  i»  a  method  of  moot  unfair  dealing 
whh  the  defendants  in  this  ease.  Thi^ 
iVuTt  i>u«rht  to  bare  seen  all  the  _ 
tKi^  ^\>e«(  «>u^t  not  to  have 
;NCA.''^\{  Vv  n:v«:x$t)C«n.  although  he  has 
I  «>al*fc  '*  a  safe  man.**    Does  As 
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Kt\^r;K^Y  v^^Nr^e^aI  belsere  him  to  be  a 

skt^r   v.'jix  7!.^v  f    Wha:  has  hiypaBsd 

-V/  ^.vc^-e^  w^«^  have  reBed  oai  ttb 

^^A.t.    «i»ic^i«c  ther  be  Ike 

..   xi^-*    ^   ;.-j>,-w  as>£ 

.N\-.*.v-*\.,     >*•;     ■'^   v!ft$    rnlWJ   Vy 
^..>*»«     v*<\^    Ss^^^jp  juiwHii  ia  Ule 
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preyent  the  whole  tfuth  from  being  laid 
before  the  Court.  Now,  why  is  the 
House  not  to  haye  this  second  letter 
written  by  Pigott?  The  Home  Secre- 
tary says  that  it  is  unimportant.  Then 
why  does  he  object  to  read  it?  The 
letter  began,  **  I  am  advised.'*  I  should 
like  to  know  what  he  was  advised  of 
and  by  whom.  It  is  a  remarkable  be- 
ginning to  a  letter.  This  letter  is  im- 
portant, because  Pigott  was  admitted  on 
one  occasion  as  an  ordinary  visitor,  but 
on  the  second  occasion  he  was  refused. 
Why  was  this  ?  Let  us  have  the  facts, 
even  if  they  are  unimportant. 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  rise  to 
take  part  in  this  general  debate,  because 
as  I  am  informed  that  some  attack  is  to 
be  made  upon  me  personally,  I  prefer 
to  await  that  attack.    I  invite  it,  and  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  meet  it  whenever 
it  is  levelled  against  me.     I  rise,  how- 
ever, to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court)  accurate  information  on  a  subject 
with  regard  to  which  the  right  hon.Gentle- 
man  has  made,  I  am  sure  unintention- 
ally, a  very  serious  mistake  as  to  facts. 
As  I  understand  the  evidence,  the  selec- 
tion of  documents  was  made  entirely  by 
Le  Caron  himself,  I  am  willing  to  place 
a  copy  of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes 
at  the  disposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;    certainly,     as    far    as    I    re- 
member,    Le     Caron      was      respon. 
sible  for  the   selection.     As   far   as   I 
know  there   is  no    foundation    for  the 
statement  that  there  has  been  destruc- 
tion   of   original    documents.     It    has 
never     been     suggested      by     cross- 
examination,  and    no  statements  have 
been  made   as    to   any  destruction   of 
Le  Caron' 8  original  documents.  If  there 
has  been  any  destruction  I  am  perfectly 
certain  it  has  been  by  Le  Caron  himself, 
but  as  far  as  I  know  that  has  never  been 
suggested.     As  to  putting  all  the  docu- 
ments before  the  Court,  what  happened 
was    this :     they  were  o£Eered   to   the 
Court;   the  Court    said  it  was  a  very 
heavy  burden  to  put  upon  them,  and 
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thereupon,  after  Le  Caron's  evidence  was 
completed,  at  the  request  of  the  Court, 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  Russell),  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  said 
he  would  undertake  to  look  through 
them,  and  that  he  would  communicate 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Fife  (Mr.  Asquith),  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  and  honourable 
members  of  my  profession,  to  ascertain 
whether  the  counsel  on  behalf  of  the 
persons  charged  desired  more  of  the 
documents  put  in.  After  full  consulta- 
tion, the  documents  having  been  gone 
through,  the  counsel  in  Court  said  that 
they  did  not  desire  more  documents.  I 
took  no  part  in  the  matter,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  able  to  speak  without    any 

personal  feeling.  I  cannot  help  regretting 
that  loose  statements  should  be  made  as 
to  the  destruction  of  documents,  the  con- 
coction of  documents,  the  unfair  selec- 
tion of  documents;  and  remembering 
that  the  honour  of  the  members  of  his 
own  profession  is  impugned,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  sorry  that  he 
has  been  led  to  make  such  charges. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  I  have  con- 
veyed to  the  Attorney  General  or  to 
any  one  else  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  withheld  documents  which 
were  within  his  knowledge  from  the 
knowledge  of  the  Court,  I  apologize  most 
completely  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. What  I  said  was  this — that 
men  like  Le  Caron  and  Houston  ought 
never  to  have  been  trusted  with  the  docu- 
ments, so  that  they  might  deal  with,  or 
withhold  if  they  chose,  documents  long 
before  they  reached  the  Court.  I  said 
that  these  men  might  have  destroyed 
the  documents.  ['*0h,  oh!"]  Yes, 
and  if  I  am  asked  my  opinion  I  should 
say  that  very  likely  they  did ;  from  what 
I  have  read  I  should  say  they  were  quite 
capable  of  doing  so.  Houston  did  destroy 
documents.    The  whole  of  the  corres- 

M 


S19 


Supply — 


{00MM0N8} 


OMl 


pondence  between  Houston  and  Pigott, 
the  most  material  thing  in  the  whole 
case,  was  destroyed  in  order  to  suppress 
the  truth.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
Attorney  General,  but  of  those  miserable 
wretches  with  whom  it  has  been  his 
misfortune  to  have  to  deal.  I  am 
speaking  of  Le  Oaron  and  Houston,  and 
I  say  that  they  were  both  capable  of 
destroying  any  documents.  Houston 
admitted  in  the  box  that  he  had  des- 
troyed one  of  the  most  material 
documents.  The  Home  Office,  or  any 
one  connected  with  it,  ought  not 
to  have  placed  those  documents  in 
the  hands    of  Le  Caron  and  Houston, 

and  to  leave  them  to  decide  which  docu- 
ments should  see  the  light.  The  proper 
course  was  to  haye  sent  those  documents 
straight  to  the  Court,  so  that  it  should 
have  the  custody  of  them,  and  in  order 
that  it  might  see  what  the  documents 
were.  I  made  no  reflection  on  the 
Attorney  General,  but  if  he  thinks  it 
necessary  or  desirable  to  protect  Le 
Caron  or  Houston  from  reflections,  then 
I  think  he  has  g^t  a  more  difficult  task 
before  him  than  he  imagines. 

Z.  Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  If  the  Home 

Secretary  subjects  me  to  the  suggested 

catechism  regarding  Pigott  I  am  afraid 

I  can  give  him  very  little  information. 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 

know  really  what  were  Pigott's  motives 

or  how  much  money  he  got  for  doing  his 

dirty  work,  then  he  had  better  apply 

somewhere   nearer  home.     I  moved  a 

nominal  reduction  of  this  Vote  because 

I  thought  it  was  absolutely  necessary 

that  the  Committee  should  concentrate 

its  attention    on    this  subject  a  little 

longer.  I  do  not,  however,  see  the 
necessity  of  putting  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division,  and,  therefore,  I 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
{Ministerial  cries  of  *'  No,  no.") 

Mr.  T.  HEALY  :  Before  the  Amend- 
ment is  withdrawn,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  the  Attorney  General  has 
made  a  statement  of  a  somewhat  re- 
markable character,  and  one  in  which  I 

Sir  W.  JSaramrt 


am  sure  has,  most  nnfortiuiatdj, 
misled  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gendenaan  stated  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bury  and  the  hon.  md 
learned  Member  for  East  Fife  wen 
a£Ebrded  access  to  those  doounaents  and 
made  a  selection. 

*SiB  E.  WEBSTER:     No;    I  beg 

the  hon.  G^ntlenian's  pardon.    I  nid 

nothing  of  the  kind.     I  said  that  after 

Le  Caron  had  giyen  eyidenoe,  and  when 

the    documents  had  been  put  in.  Ls 

Caron  offered  that  the  Court  should  aes 

the  whole,  and  after  ^yin^his  erideaet 
it  was  arranged  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury  should  so 
through  them  and  oommnnioate  withus 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for 


I 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  hon.  Oends- 
man  will  have  us  understand  that  any 
documents  not  before  Le  Oaron  while 
on  the  witness  table  the    right   has. 
Member  for  Bury  and  the  hon.  Membflr 
for  Fife  were  allowed  to  go  through.    I 
understand,  howcTer,   from  the  infbr- 
mation  in  my  possession,  that  this  ooa- 
veys  a  complete  misappreoiation  of  the 
facts.    As  I  am  informed^  Le  Oaron  was 
never  given  by  Anderson  at  the  Horns 
Office  the  entire  documents  he  desired, 
and    the   documents  whioh    the   ligbt 
hon.  Member  for  Bury  and  the  hoa« 
Member  for  East  Fife  went  through 
were  not  the  whole  of  the  dooumsntiy 
but   only  documents    entrusted  to  La 
Caron  by  Anderson.    That  is  not  the 
impression  conveyed  by  the  Attorn^ 
General.    On    the    contrary,    the    iot- 
pression  conveyed  by  him  is  that  all  tlis 
documents  forwarded  by  Le  Oaron  to 
Anderson  were  allowed  to  be  seen.  Ths 
defendants  were  not  allowed  to  havs 
access  to  documents.    The  only  doon- 
ments  which  they  were  allowed  to  havs 
access    to  were    documents    that  ^^ 
been  edited  by  Mr.  Anderson.      AnA 
that,    forsooth,    is    acting    fairly    and 
squarely!    The  Attorney   Qeneral  has 
made  a  statement  in  the  House  whish 
if  not  corrected,  would   have   left  ths 
House  and  the  country  under  an  ealiie 
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misapprehension.  I  repeat  that  there 
were  documeDts  supplied  by  Le  Caron 
to  Mr.  Anderson  which  Mr.  Anderson 
never  allowed  the  Oourt  to  get,  and 
which  counsel  for  the  defence  ne?er  had 
access  to. 

*SiB  E.  WEBSTER :  No ;  neither  had 
counsel  on  the  other  side. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  The  counsel  for 
the  other  side  was  the  Attorney  Generalt 
who  had  a. friend  at  the  Home  Office. 

♦Sib  E.  WEBSTEE  :    I  rise,  Sir,  to 

ask  whether,  when  I  have  said  that  I 

had  no  access  to  those  documents,  direct 

or  indirect,  it  is  in  order  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  say  that  I  had 
access  to  them  through  a  friend  at  the 
Home  Office  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT :  Is  it  right  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  put 
an  interpretation  on  my  words  which 
my  words  do  not  warrant?  What  I 
desire  to  convey  is  this,  and  the  distinc- 
tion was  most  [^osophioally  taken  by 
Mr.  Soames.  He  was  asked  whether  he 
had  seen  his  counsel — meaning  the 
Attorney  General.  ''No,"  he  replied* 
*<  I  did  not ;  but   I    saw  Sir  Eichard 

Webster  several  times."  That  is  Mr. 
Soames's  distinction,  and  it  is  a  neat  one. 
I  do  not  say  for  a  moment  that  counsel 
engaged  in  the  case  had  any  access  to 
that  residuum  of  the  correspondence  be- 
tween Le  Oaron  and  the  Government. 

Thb  oh  AXEMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  now  getting  very 
near  the  verge  of  disorder. 

Mb.    T.   M.    HEALY:     If  I    have 

overstepped  the  bounds  of  order,  Sir,  I 

beg  to  express  my  regret.    I  will  now 

come  to  the  object  which  I  had  in  rising, 

which  was  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary 

why  he  did  not  answer  the  few  simple 

questions  that  were  put  to  him.    I  was 

not  so  far  wrong  in  asking  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  for  information,  seeing 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  blun- 
dered unintentionally  into  letting  us 
know  that  there  was  a  second  letter  of 
Pigott's  which  he  is  ashamed  to  read  to 
the  House. 


♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  me  to 
interrupt  him?  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
while  keeping  up  the  controversy  about 
the  letter.  The  letter  is  perfectly  irrele- 
vant to  the  subject  of  the  discussion ; 
but  I  will  read  the  whole  of  it  to  the 
House.  It  is  dated  Anderton's  Hotel, 
December  5th,  1888,  and  is  to  this 
e£Eect — 

'*I  am  advised  that  in  order  to  obtain  an 
order  for  another  interview  with  John  Daly — 
(you  are  aware  of  what  passed  on  the  occasion 
of.  the  interview)— it  has  become  necessary 
that  I  should  apply  to  you  direct,  and  I  have 
therefore  to  ask  that  you  will  be  good  enough 
to  obtain  the  necessary  authorization  for  a  fur- 
ther visit  at  your  convenience,  and  to  forward 
it    to    this  address.  —  Tours    faithfully,   R. 

PlOOTT." 

Pigott  addressed  the  letter  to  the 
Governor  of  Chatham  Convict  Prison. 
The  Minute  made  by  one  of  the  Direc- 
tors of  Prisons,  I  do  not  know  his  name. 


I 


< '  The  convict  had  a  visit  since  the  commence- 
ment of  the  month ;  he  is  not  entitled  to  another 
visit.    Tou  may  inform  the  writer   that  the 
convict  is  not  entitled  to  a  visit,  and  you  have 
no  authority." 

I  thought  that  the  letter  was  so  irrele- 
vant and  insignificant  that  I  did  not  read 
it  before. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  think  the 
Tory  Party  must  now  be  grateful  for 
my  interposition.  I  cong^tulate  myself 
on  extracting  this  information  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  letter  just 
read  refers  to  what  had  passed  at  a  pre- 
vious interview.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  us  what  it  was  that  had 
then  passed ;  and  will  the  Minute  on  the 
subject  of  the  interview  between  Pigott 
and  Daly  be  laid  before  the    House  ? 

Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
explained  how,  if  Mr.  Anderson  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  Houston,  Mr.  Anderson 
wrote  to  Le  Garon  saying  that  Le  Oaron 
would  be  quite  safe  in  trusting  to 
Houston  as  a  person  who  could  be  relied 
upon. 


S27  Supply — 

of  this  oountry,  or  to  be  made  a  present 
to  Egypt.     That  is  the  question  to  be 
settled  by  this  Vote.    It  may  be  said  it 
is  only  a  paltry  £40,000,  and  that  may 
be  a  paltry  sum  as  compared  with  the 
millions  expended  on  warlike  operations 
in  Egypt  and  the  Soudan,  but  it  is  not 
insignificant  when  we  compare  it  with 
the  money    grudgingly    giTon    to   the 
assistance  of  crofters  and  others  who 
have  the  misfortune  to  be  white  and  our 
own  countrymen.   The  Qovemment  will 
not  attempt  any  scheme  of  migpration  for 
fear  of  the  possible  loss  on  advances  by 
bad  debts,  on  an  advaDce  say  of  £  100,000 
or  £200,000  for  thepurchase  of  farms  and 
stock,  a  loss  that  would  be  less  than  this 
£40,000  that  it  is  now  proposed  to  make 
a  gift  to  the  Egyptian  Goyernment.    I 
think,  therefore,  I  am  entitled  to  lay  this 
matter  before  the  House.    I  have  often 
said  that  we  have  done  g^eat  injuries  to 
Egypt,  and  if  this  were  for  the  benefit  of 
Egypt  I  should  not  be  prepared  to  resist 
it.    If  it  were  left  to  the  Egyptian  people 
I  should  not  resist  it ;  but  in  my  view 
it  is  a  gift  to  the  bondholders  to  enable 
their  interest  to  be  paid  in  full.     We 
sent  eminent  representatives  on  several 
occasions  to  look  into  the  finances  of 
Egypt,  Lord  Dufferin,  Lord  Northbrook, 
Sir  Drummond  Wolff,  and  they  all  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  taxpayers  were 
overburdened  and  it  was  impossible  to 
tax  them  further.     By  continued  effort 
and  after  long  negotiations  the  question 
was  reduced  to  figures,  and  the  Powers 
consented  to  a  reduction  in  the  payment 
on  bonds  for  two  years.     Five  per  cent 
was  deducted   from  the  bonds  due  to 
foreign  holders  for  interest,  and  I  do  not 
know  on  what  principle  ten  per  cent  was 
deducted  from  the  Suez  Oanal  payments 
due  to  the  British  Government.     This 
was  done  in  pursuance  of  the  policy 
resulting  from  a  minute  investigation 
of  Egyptian  finance  made  by  a   suc- 
cession of  English  Ministers.    The  pre- 
sent   Egyptian   financial    adviser,    Sir 
8$r  Gi^gi  Omi^^kM. 


{OOldlONd)  Mtftri 

Edgar  ^neent,  against    whom  I  say 
nothing,   took    a  different    Tiew;    lis 
adopted     the   French     view    as     dis- 
tinguished from  the  English  fiew.    flo 
was  of  opinion  that  Egypt  ooald  pay  her 
bondholders  in  full  if  onlj  she  were 
made  to  pay,  and  he  proceeded  partly  by 
good  management  and  partly  by  taxa- 
tion to  substantiate  his  opinion.    He 
has   succeeded    by   reorganisation  of 
finance  and  management  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  and  partly  by  taxation. 
The  land  revenue  has  not  been  remitted ; 
the  railway  rates,  which  were  declared 
too  high,  are  increased;    the  taxes  cm 
waterways,  declared  wholly  unjostifi- 
able,  are  also  increased;  and  a  heavy 
tax  has  been  imposed  on  tobacco.    The 
result  seems  to  me  that  he  has  gone  in 
a    direction    entirely   contrary  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government    Instead  cf 
the  m6ney  deducted  from  the  fbreiga 
claims  being  devoted  to  the  relief  of 
the  people  of  Egypt,  as  was  intended, 
it     has    gone    into    the    pockets    cf 
bondholders.    The  dednctions  are  being 
paid  back,  but  now  it  is  proposed  thst 
our  taxpayers  shall  not  have  the  benefit 
with  others,  that  this  ooontiy  shall  not 
get  its  money  back,  it  shall  go  in  aid  of 
the  finances  of  Egypt.    The  truth  of  the 
matter  is,   Sir  Edgar  Vincent  having 
now    come  to   a  bad  year,   in    frhieh 
he    has    a    financial    deficit   and  put 
to  his  wits'  end  to  find  money  here  and 
there    to  secure   his  financial  eqniUi* 
brium,  has  hit  upon  the  idea  of  applying 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  fortius 
gift  of  £40,000.    Now,  it  does  seem  to 
me  there  is  no  reason  why  the  tax* 
payers  of    this    country  should   make 
this  gift,    not  for  the   benefit  of  the 
people  of  Egypt,  but  to  secure  payment 
in  full  to  the  bondholders.    If  we  are 
to  pay    it,    there  is  one  thing   I   do 
especially  object  to,  and  that  is  thai 
payment  should  be  made  on  what  seems 
to  me  the  preposterous  pretext  that  it  is 
a  set-off  against  payments  of  the  Egyp- 


tiut  GoTemmeat  is  respect  to  the  Nile 
Expedition  of  1882.  Wa  hare  heard 
muoh  about  this  Nile  Expedition.  This 
oonntiy  has  andertakea  expeditions  at 
greet  expenditure  to  relieve  Egyptian 
offieera  and  aoldiers  cooped  up  in  the 
Soudan.  Having  undertaken  this  Egyp- 
tian object  for  the  benefit  of  Egyptiani 
we  were  called  upon  to  pay  for  every 
assiatanw  offered  by  the  Egyptian 
Qovemment  in  fighting  battlea  for 
that  OovemiDent,  treat«d  almoat  as 
hardly  as  the  Imperial  troops  are 
treated  by  our  own  Oolonista  when  we  go 
to  fight  Oolonial  battles.  Having  paid 
demands  year  after  year,  the  Egyptian 
Goremment  now  make  this  posthumous 
olaim,  as  I  may  call  it.  Two  or  three 
years  ago  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
having  looked  into  the  matter,  agreed  to 
pay  a  very  large  sum— nearly  £300,000 
— to  Egypt  on  account  of  this  Nile  Expe- 
dition, and,  somewhat  irregularly,  paid 
her  from  a  Vote  of  Credit ;  the  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  declared  that 
to  be  a  final  settlement;  and  I  think 
it  is  a  breach  of  faith  to  come  now  with 
this  pretext.  I  must  express  my  sur- 
prise that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer lends  himself  to  such  an  operation. 
If  an  excuse  ware  wanted,  there  was 
Suakin  oSraed  a  much  batter  one.  If 
SaakiD  is  British  interest,  or  rather  a 
British  fad,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  might 
have  had  difficulty  in  resisting  a  demand 
on  account  of  Suakin.  I  do  not  want  to 
detain  the  House.  Do  not  let  me  be 
misunderstood.  1  recognize  the  good  the 

S resent  financial  adviser  of  E^pt  has 
one  in  some  respects ;  but  there  is 
the  fact  that  he  has  gone  counter  to 
the  advice  of  the  Bntish  statesmen 
wno  hare  examined  Egyptian  finance, 
and  I  protest  against  this  Vote. 

The  House  divided  :  Ayes,  164  ;  Noes, 
67.— (Division  List  No.  36.) 

Fifth  Besolntion  agreed  to. 

Sixth  Besolution  read  a  second  time. 


20,  1889) 


Rtport. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  Honse  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  I 
think  we  were  treated  in  a  most  unfair 
way  last  night  in  relation  to  this  Vote. 
I  know  it  was  only  pressure  of  public 
duty  that  compelled  the  Government  to 
do  as  they  did,  and  I  do  not  complain  of 
it,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
entire  evening  had  been  given  to  Scotch 
affairs,  and  that  this  Vote  was  sprung 
upon  us  at  a  late  hour  in  the  morning, 
and  dosnred  before  anything  like  an 
adequate  debate  had  taken  place  with 
regard  to  it.  As  tar  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, we  should  be  satisfied  if  we  had 
had  anything  like  an  adequate  reply 
from  the  Government.  That  we  did 
not  receive,  but  for  to-day,  as  we  know. 
Sir,  that  you  and  the  officers  of  the 
House  are  anxious  to  get  away,  we  will 
not  continue  our  opposition  to  the  Vote 
if  the  Government  will  treat  us  with  any- 
thing like  fairness.  We  ask  that  we 
may  have  papers  relating  to  this  matter 
placed  on  the  Table — the  correspondence 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, and,  if  there  is  any,  between 
the  magistrates  included  in  this  Vote 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  between 
the  Lord  Ohancellor  of  Ireland  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  Our  case  ia 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
being  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords  should  have  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  action  of  the  Public 
Aooounta  Committee,  and  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  Lord  Chancellor,  should 
have  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  be- 
cause we  are  informed  that  the  Privy 
Council  take  no  action  in  advising  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but  act  merely  in  rati- 
fication of  the  decisions  of  the  Irish  Law 
Officers.  Whatl  want  to  get  at  is,  how 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  came  to 
be  made  aware  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Goremmeat  to  oanoel  the 
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appointments  as  Heeident  Magistrates, 
and  how  it  was  that  the  Lord  Lieatenant 
was  got  to  make  these  men  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  I  find  on  referring  to 
authorities  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
before  issuing  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  sends  out  a  form  to  be  filled  up, 
and  that  one  of  the  inquiries  in  that 
form  is  as  to  the  ainount  of  land  pos- 
sessed by  the  person  about  to  be 
appointed.  That  shows  that  it  was 
always  supposed  to  be  the  law  that 
Justices  of  the  Peace  should  be  persons 
of  property.  The  Goyerment  have  un- 
made these  men  Resident  Magistrates, 
and,  in  order  to  g^ye  them  a  salary  which 
could  not  be  legally  paid  to  them  as 
Eesident  Magistrates,  they  are  created 
Justices  of  the  Peace  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  is  an  Irish  Judge,  and  is 
not  supposed  to  be  in  touch  with  the 
Executive  Qoyemment  at  all.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  has  an  office  at  Dublin 
Castle— a  practice  instituted  during  Earl 
Spencer's  r^jriw**.  I  am  aware— but  we 
nevertheless  hold  it  to  be  unconstitutional 
that  this  judical  functionary  should  be 
80  olosely  associated  with  the  Exe- 
outive. 

*TuK  CniEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE. 
l^ANl^  y^Mr.  A.  J,  BALt-ora,  Man- 
ohester.  E,> :  I  should  be  delighted  in 
any  wny  in  my  power  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  lum.  i)eutUnuen  opposite  ia  this 
nmtt«>r.  I  think  there  has  boon  some 
uUHiipprt>hou»iou  of  the  relations  of  the 
Uml  Chaiuvllor  and  the  funoiionaries 
in  ^MtMition.  wluuie  duties  ar^  not  judi< 
oial.  That  thert*  i*  any  ivrres|Knidonee 
ttuoh  an  the  hon.  Uontlomau  has  men- 
tioned I  vt»rY  nuioh  doubt;  but  I  will 
anoertain  In  the  n»orniU|r.  and  it'thor^Jis, 
\ml(i4tH  thort»  nlu^uUl  bo  skmuo  ^^I'jootion 
>\  hu'h  I  d\»  n^'t  foi^'^oo.  I  ^hall  bo  glad 
t\»  plare  it  on  tho  Table. 

Ma.  8K\  ION  .UoUWt.  \Y  ^  I  *m 
at  a  lo«4i  to  Know  how  the  Yurvtionv 
of  lh*»<io  ^nitlotnou  o.in  bo  d<>^otibovl 
if  they   oannot    bo   oalUsl    juduial      I 


{OOMMONB}  {WmbnAMwmmt).      US 

would  ask,  amoDgit  the  otlier  inflorma- 
given  to  us  on  thia  labject,  that  we 
should.be  famiahed  with  a  Betnm  show- 
ing the  precedents  which  can  be  cited 
for  attaching  a  salaiy  oat  of  the  public 
purse  to  the  office  of  Jostioe  of  the 
Peace ;  also  a  Betnm  showing  the  qnali* 
fications  of  these  gentlemen,  and  the 
dates  on  which  they  became  Jnstioes  of 
the  Peace  and  ceased  to  be  Besident 
Magistrates. 

The  CHANCELLORofthxEXCHE- 
QXJER  (Mr.  Oosghd):  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  these  Heturns  I 
will  do  my  best  to  supply  the  informa- 
tion he  desires. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  will  rely 
on  the  faith  of  the  Ooremment  and 
accept  that  promise. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


MOTIOir. 
WORKMEN  (WOOLWICH  ABSENAL.) 

AFPODTTSIE^rr    OF  8KLBCT  CDmiriTM 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Seroa 
Members,  Four  to  be  nominated  by  tlie  Hoosa 
and  Thrve  by  tbe  Committee  of  Selectiooy  be 
appointed   to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
circam«tanc«s  onder  which  woiluustt  wititiid 
in  the  Royal  Arsenal,  Wodwioh,  and  other 
Government  establishmenta,  between  the  17tti 
day  of  December  1S6I,  and  the  4th  day  of  Jims 
1S70,  have  hitherto  been  lefoaed  the  beneAt  of 
**  The  Superazmnation  Act,  1859/'  and  "ns 
Superannuation  Amendmoit  Act,  ISTS^**  ^n^ 
6ub«c\iuent  Amendment  Acta,  and  pattimdady 
whether  it  was  in  the  year  1870  or  later  that 
they  were  for  the  first  time  informed  **^\  a 
WaV  t.^£ce  Circular  of  the  17th  day  of 


N'r  lSt>l  hjii  assumed  to  suspend  *'Hio  Sopsr- 
»nuuAt iou  Act,  I<o  V*  so  far  as  these  mmt  won 
ovnuvru«vi.  Aud  as  to  whether  they  ai«  oronabt 
t^'  bo   within  the  benefits  of  the  said  Aot  of 

ll>7*>. 

i^rdorvd.  rb;it  the  Committee  hare  power  to 
K^uJ  for  per«oa«^  papers,  and  records. 

v^rvitT.  that  five  be  the    qnomm. 


House  adjourned  at  fire  mmntas 
Uifors  Serea  o'clock. 


937    lAn^di  (Dwmimmnce  (Maboh  21,  1889}  of  Writs)  BiU. 
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wise,"  which  cover  that  independent 
nction.  In  such  cases  this  House  might 
take  the  initiative,  and  address  the 
Orown.  I  apprehend  there  can  he 
no  valid  objection  on  the  part  of 
anyone  here  to  such  a  coarse,  where 
there  is  a  question  of  felony,  and  where 
a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court  forwards 
his  opinion  to  this  House.  But  I  have 
heard  in  conversation  an  objection  to 
the  word  "misdemeanour.''  Misde- 
meanour no  doubt  applies  in  certain  cases 
to  very  venial  offences,  but  on  the 
other  hand  ''misdemeanour"  is  also  a 
legal  term  which  applies  to  a  multitude 
of  offences,  some  of  them  of  the  very 
gravest  nature.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
flee  how  it  is  possible  to  omit ''  misde- 
meanour "  from  the  category  of  offences. 
I  do  not  lay  very  great  stress  upon  the 
retention  of  the  words  "  or  otherwise." 
1  thought  it  was  desirable  that  your 
Lordships  should  have  that  power,  and 
accordingly  I  inserted  it.  Your  Lord- 
flhips  wul  remember  that  this  House 
fltill  keeps  the  matter  entirely  in  its  own 
hands,  and  it  has  the  option  to  proceed 
or  not  as  it  thinks  best.  But  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  there  are  certain  safe- 

Suards  attached  to  my  proposal,  and 
lose  safeguards  are  practically  two. 
Pirst  of  all,  it  is  optional  on  this  House 
to  proceed  in  any  question,  whether  on 
the  report  of  a  Judge  or  on  the  record 
of  a  conviction,  or  its  own  initiative, 
and  I  cannot  conceive  for  a  moment 
that  this  House  would  ever  proceed 
lightly  or  indiscreetly  on  such  a  subject; 
and,  secondly,  I  desire  to  point  out  that 
by  gi  ving  the  Grown  the  power  to  re- 
issueta  Writ  of  Summons  you  practically 
|;ive  che  power  of  reversing  an  act  which 
it  is  onceivable  might  have  been  done 
under  false  imformation  and  conse- 
quently unjustly.  In  fact,  at  every 
single  stage,  there  is  an  opportunity 
either  of  arresting  or  of  amending  a 
false  step  in  this  matter.  My  Lords, 
that  is  practically  the  whole  Bui,  and  I 
scarcely  know  what  objections  can  be 
l>rought  against  it.  Mv  noble  Friend 
on  the  other  side  astounded  me  the  other 
ni^ht  with  two  objections  which  he 
raised  to  the  proposal  I  then  made — 
namely,  that  this  jnight  affect  prejudi- 
cially bankrupts,  and  that  in  former 
times  there  have  been  many  bad  charac- 
ters in  this  House,  and  that  the  House 
hasffoneon  very  well  in  spiteof  them  My 
noble  Friend  seems  to  have  overlooked 


the  fact  that  in  the  last  Bankruptcy  Act 
there  is  a  specific  clause  which  aoes  dis- 
qualify Members  of  this  House  and  the 
other  House  so  long  as  they  are  in  a 
state  of  bankruptcy,  and  therefore  that 
matter  is  really  oeyond  our  control  now. 
As  to  the  second  proposition  that  my 
noble  Friend  laid  down,  it  is  really  too 
remarkable.      He  said  that  in  former 
times  there  had  been  discreditable  and 
unworthy  Members  of  this  Assembly. 
I  recognize  the  fact  that  unhappily  there 
have  been  unworthy  and  discreditable 
persons  Members  of  this  Assembly ;  but 
we  are  living,  not  in  the  18tb  century, 
but  in  the  end  of  the  19th,  and  in  the 
full  glare  of  a  pitblicity  which  noue  of 
your  Lordships  can  afford  or  will  desirp 
to    disregard.      No  institution  in  the 
present  day,   unless    it    can  command 
public  respect,  has  anv  chance,  and,  I 
oelieve,  has  any  real   right  to  stand. 
But  then  I  see  that  a  noble  Earl  on  the 
other   side    proposes    to     silence     my 
BUI   altogether    by    a   proposal    that 
it    is    inexpedient    to    proceed    with 
any  Bill  affecting    the   privileges    of 
Members  of  this  House  wnich  does  not 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  amendment 
of  its  constitution.     Now,  in  the  first 
place,  I  take  exception  to  the  phraseo- 
logy of  that  amendment.  This  is  a  much 
larger  matter  than  merely  one  affecting 
your  Lordships'  privileges.    Those  pri- 
vilege are  very  great,  and  they  deserve 
to  be  cherished ;  out  at  the  same  time 
that  is  comparatively  asmall  matter.  The 
important  considerations  are,  the  posi- 
tion you  hold  in  the  country,  and  your 
power  to  execute  the  g^at  trusts  confided 
to  you.   I  venture  to  state  that  when  the 
noble  Earl,  as  he  does,  links  together 
these  two  questions — a  Bill  for  removing 
a  great  scandal,  whenever  that  scandiu 
arises,  and  a  Bill  for  the  Constitutional 
reconstruction  of  this  House — he  mixes 
up  two  things  which  have,  compara- 
tively speaking,  very  little  in  common. 
In   uie  last  few  years  we    have   had 
several  Bills  before  us  for  the  Consti- 
tutional reconstruction  of  this  House; 
and,    it    may    be,   many    years    will 
pass   before    any    of  those    Bills    are 
consummated.      On    the    other    hand, 
a  BUI  for  the  removal  of  a  g^eat  scan- 
dal— as  undoubtedly  it  is  a  great  scandal 
that  any  one  should  sit  and  vote  and 
take  part  in  this  House  who  has  for- 
feited all  claim  to  public  respect— stands 
on  a  wholly  different  footing,   and,  I 
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maintain,  cannot  be  deferred  by  one 
single  twelyemonth.  I  put  it  to  your 
Lordships  that  the  purging  of  this 
House  of  unworthy  Members  ought  to 
and  must  precede  any  abstract  schemes 
of  Constitutional  theory.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  noble  Lord's  views  may  be  as 
to  the  reconstruction  of  your  Lordships' 
House ;  but  if  he  succeeds  in  stopping 
this  Bill  to-night  he  will  find  it  hard  to 
make  any  one  out-of-doors  believe  that 
he  really  is  influenced  by  a  great 
anxiety  for  OoDstitutional  symmetry. 
It  will  be  said — very  unfairly,  but 
it  will  be  said— that  this  Amendment 
is  a  mere  excuse  for  inaction,  and 
that,  under  cover  of  a  Parliamentary 
subterfuge,  we  postpone  to  the  Ghreek 
Kalends  the  removal  of  a  great  scandal. 
I  thankfully  admit  that  the  cases  with 
which  this  Bill  can  have  to  deal  are, 
happily,  most  few,  and  that,  such  as 
they  are,  they  are  grossly  exaggerated 
every  week  in  scandalous  publications 
which  go  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country.  I  do  not  think 
that  numbers  are  to  be  accepted  as  any 
measure  or  criterion  in  this  case;  but 
be  they  many  or  be  they  few,  be  it 
even  one  single  case,  it  seems  to  me 
wholly  indefensible  that  anyone  who  has 
been  tainted  by  a  public  judicial  convic- 
tion should  sit  here  to  make  the  laws, 
to  pronounce  on  public  policy,  and  to 
administer  the  justice  of  the  Empire.  I 
believe  we  are  the  only  great  legislative 
assembly  that  is  without  this  power. 
The  House  of  Commons  has  the  right,  and 
has  frequently  exercised  it. '  The  old 
Eoman  Senate,  which  gave  the  pattern 
and  the  idea  of  so  many  Legislative 
Assemblies,  had  and  exercised  the  right 
with  no  sparing  hand.  There  is  not  a 
club,  not  an  association,  that  does  not 
exercise  this  power.  And  shall  we  be 
told  that  we  alone  are  so  immaculate 
that  we  need  no  such  measure ;  shall  we 
be  told  that  we  are  so  disabled  and  tied 
up  and  crippled  in  our  legislative 
functions  that  wo  alone  are  to  submit  to 
this  intolorablo  burden  ?  In  the  age  in 
which  wo  live,  when  prnotical  utility  is 
almost  aooopttni  us  the  only  atandanl, 
the  Houso  of  l^ordH  is  a  very  romarknblo 
institution  ;  it  is  uniquo.  Vor  uoarly  a 
century  the  oloarocit  think orn  have  notiooil 
the  curious  rontracit  of  hort^litnry  right 
to  sit  hero  and  the  praotioal  work  whioh 
hn8  boon  ai'hioviHl.  Mr.  Pitt,  ovou  in  hi«i 
day,  boforo  thoHimaoof  Commons  wasi 
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reformed,  ventured  to  give  a  short  life 
to  the  Hooae  of  Lorda.  Lord  Maoanlay 
more  than  a  generation  afterwftrds  re- 
peated the  same  predietioii.  In  the 
opinion  of  those  two  eminent  nien  this 
House  seemed  doomed  to  a  short  exist- 
ence; it  seemed  to  be  inoompatible  and 
inconsistent  with  the  new  ideas  that 
were  springing  up  at  the  end  of  the 
last  and  the  beginning  of  this  oentozyf 
and  yet,  as  a  matter  of  fast,  this  House 
exists,  and  it  exists  in  honour  and  in 
public  respect.  And  why  ?  What  is  it 
that  has  enable  it  to  sustain  itself  so 
long?  This  House  has  had  genius,  high 
learning,  great  honour,  aooompliahed 
eloquence,  and  a  great  fund  of  aaminis* 
trative  capacity,  and  where  it.  has 
not  inherited  it  has  welcomed  within 
its  ranks  eminence  of  every  kind; 
but  the  foundations  of  this  Honse^ 
I  believe,  have  "been  laid  vet  deeper  in 
the  individual  character  of  its  Members. 
Stainless  conduct,  hieh  mmral  qualities, 
the  desire  for  the  good  of  otherSi  whdQy 
irrespective  of  self  or  of  party — these 
have  been  the  foundations  and  the 
pillars  of  this  great  institution.  It  I 
wanted  an  illustration,  I  can  think  of  no 
one  who  rendered  such  deep  services  to 
this  House,  who  so  conciliated  pabSo 
respect,  who  laid  as  regards  this  House  so 
deeply  the  foundations  of  English  respect 
for  old  institutions  as  the  late  Lord 
Shaftesbury.  My  Lords,  it  is  these 
traditions  to  which  I  now  appeal. 
I  entreat  your  Lordships  to  be  true 
to  them,  and  not  to  allow  any  doubts, 
or  scruples,  or  timid  counsels  to  mar 
the  unanimity  of  the  vote  to  whioh  I 
now  venture  to  invite  you. 
«Thb  Earl  of  FIFE :  My  Lords^  in 
rising  to  move  the  Amendment  whioh 
stands  in  my  name,  I  should  like,  first 
of  all,  to  say  that  I  yield  to  no  one  in 
my  desire  to  see  this  House  purged  of 
any  Member  whose  presence  here  may 
be  considered  undesirable ;  but,  with  aU 
respect  to  the  great  experience  and  abili- 
ties of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  intro- 
duced this  Bin,  I  do  not  think  that  he 
has  chosen  the  best  course  to  attain  his 
ob j  ect .  I  gather  that  the  noble  Earl  does 
not  wish  to  raise  any  of  the  larg^  ques- 
tions connected  with  what  is  called  the 
roform  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  does 
the  noble  Earl  really  suppose  that  if  he 
wore  fortunato  enough  to  obtain  your 
lA>rdship8*  approval  for  this  Bill,  it 
wo\ild  ret'oive  the  same  delicate  treat- 
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ment  in  another  and  stonnier  Assembly  ? 
The  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill  woiild 
provide  a  splendid  opportunity,  indeed  a 
glorious  field-day,  for  those  Members  of 
&e  other  House  to  whom  abuse  and 
misrepresentation   of   your  Lordships' 
House   is    an    ever    oongenial   topic. 
While  cordially    admitting  the    theo- 
retical   existence    of    the     anomalies 
which    the   noble    Earl    has   pointed 
out,     I    cannot     see    the     advantage 
<A   courting    discussion    elsewhere   on 
all  the  large  Questions  iuTolved  in  the 
constitution  of  this  House,  if  we  were 
only  going  to  obtain  the  infinitesimal 
result  of  excluding  from  the  House  one 
or  two  Members  who  in  point  of  fact 
never  attend.    I  have  always  desired  to 
eee  a  larg^  and  well-considered  measure 
for  the  reform  of  this  House  introduced ; 
and  five  years  ag^  I  was  ooe  of  a  small 
body  of  Peers  who  supported  the  late 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  he 
raised  the  whole  question  in  a  speech 
of  great  interest  and  singular  brilliancy. 
But    it   now    occurs    to    me   that  the 
majority  of  the  noble  Lords  who  now 
€it   on    the    front    Bench    below    me 
divided  the  House  against  my    noble 
Friend,  their  late  Coueague,  although 
they  are  now  held  up  to  us  misguided 
Liberal  Unionists  as  the  quintessence  of 
true   Liberalism*     Since  then    I  have 
veiT  often  thought  this  question  over, 
and  I  become  every  day  more  convinced 
that  the  real  solution  of  the  difficulty 
lies  in  adopting  a  system  of  delegation 
•as  a  basis  of  reform.    In  any  system  of 
^delegation  that  may  be  adopted,  those 
who  are  called  black  sheep  would  not 
be  elected ;  and  vou  would  also  get  rid 
of  the  anomaly  oi  Peers  who  very  rarel  v 
attended,  or  of  young  Peers,  almost  fresh 
iiom,  school,  coming  down  and  being 
able   to  defeat    useM   and  important 
measures.    My  Lords,  I  feel  that  this  is 
not  a  fitting  opportunity  for  me  to  ven« 
ture  to  inflict  upon  your  Lordships  any 
detailed  scheme  of  reform,  but  whatever 
other  step  may  be  deemed  advisable, 
I     am     oonvmoed     that     legislative 

Kwers  should  be  delegated  by  your 
rdshipe  to  a  certain  number  of 
^ur  body;  and  I  cannot  believe 
that  it  would  pass  the  wit  of  man 
to  devise  some  simple  mode  of 
oarrying  this  out  without  interfering 
frith  the  rights  of  actual  sitting  Mem- 
bers. I  know  that  ultimately  t£e  dele- 
4[ated  Members  would  make  too  small  a 


body,  and,  therefore,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  add  other  and  more  popular  ele- 
ments ;  but  I  think  that  some  system 
of   delegation  should   form  the   basis 
of  any  reform  that  was  undertaken.    I 
have  always  deplored  the  fact  that  the 
oldest  and  wisest  Members  of  the  House 
have  always  seemed  to  wish  to  avoid 
this  question;    and   that,   while   men 
of    all    parties    in    the    country,  are 
agreed  that  reform  should   be  effected 
in  this   House,    nothing  whatever  has 
been  done.    The    noble   Marquess    at 
the  head  of  the  Government  told  us  the 
other  evening  that  nothing  would  be 
done,  although  last  Session  he  admitted 
the  necessity  of  legislation  by  intro- 
ducing two  very  important  Bills  on  the 
subje^.    We  have  been  very  frequently 
told  that  the  best  mode  of  treating  thu 
question  is  to  leave  it  severely  alone; 
and  of  course  we  all  know  by  heart  that 
collection  of  sapient  phrases  which  have 
been  grouped  round  the  memory  of  the 
late  Lord   Melbourne.     For    my  own 
part,  it  has  never   seemed  to  me  that 
all  these  specious  pleas  for  getting  rid 
of  every  difficulty  by  delay  constitute 
the    highest    form   of    statesmanship. 
The   question   of   the   reform   of  this 
House  has   been    discussed    on   every 
platform,     both       Conservative      and 
Liberal ;  last  year  it  formed  one  of  the 
principal  topics  in  the  address  to  his  con- 
stituents of  the  present  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and  we  all  remembto 
that  remarkable  manifesto  in  favour  bf 
reform  which  was  signed  by  the  heirs 
to  peerages  sitting  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.    Lideed,  everyone  in  the 
country  is  in  favour  of  the  moderate  re- 
form of  this  House,  except  our  enemies 
outside.    We  have  been  told — and  no 
doubt  shall  be  told  again — that  the  diffi- 
culties of  getting  measures  through  the 
House  of  Commons  are  so  groat  that 
nothing  can  be  done.    But  I  udl  to  see 
why  that  House  should  require  weeks 
to  discuss  a  measure  which  does  not 
directly  affect  its  own  constitution ;    but 
my  point  is  that  it  is  but  timely  wis- 
dom, regardless  of  what  may  occur  ih 
another  place,  to  put  on  record  some 
measure  to  remove  the  inconsisteneieii 
and  anomalies  for  which  we  are  so  per- 
sistency   blamed,    and    throw  on  the 
other  House  the  responsibility   of  not 
not  passing  it.    Now  I  am  sure  your 
Lordships  all  sympathize  with  the  noble 
Earl's  desire  to  improve  the  compoei- 
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tion  of  this  House ;  but  I  oannot  see 
the  advantage  of  raising  the  whole  ques« 
tion  on  such  a  fragmentary  measure  as 
this,  because  this  Bill  will  raise  all 
those  larger  questions  connected  with 
your  Lordships'  House  when  it  arrives 
in  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  it  will 
afford  our  enemies  there  a  sort  of  foot- 
ball for  their  surplus  energies,  and,  after 
all  said  and  done,  no  real  progress  wiQ 
be  made.  There  is  a  considerable  sec- 
tion of  the  public  outside  who  have  a 
Seat  and  smcere  veneration  for  this 
ouse,  and  who  would  like  to  see  it 
placed  in  a  stronger  and  more  defensible 
position.  But  tiiey  do  not  follow  very 
closely  the  debates  of  Parliament  and 
the  elaborate  pleas  put  forward  for 
delay ;  and  it  wul  seem  to  them  that  this 
Bill  is  really  all  that  is  going  to  be 
done.  Naturally,  they  wiU  begin  to 
wonder  whether  your  Lordships  are 
seriously  in  earnest  in  this  matter, 
and  will  at  last  cease  to  look 
for  any  reform  whatever.  Although 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  been 
anxiously  desirous  of  seeing  this  ffreat 
Oonstitutional  question  taken  up  by  a 
responsible  Government — and  I  am 
sanguine  enough  to  believe  that  if  it 
were  only  energetically  taken  up  it  might 
be  successfully  accomplished — ^yet  I 
think  that  a  man  must  have  very 
strangely  read  the  lessons  of  history  if 
he  is  not  prepared  to  admit  that  this 
House  has  played  no  mean  part  in  the 
development  of  the  liberties  of  the 
British  people ,-  and  if  only  the  altered 
circumstances  are  now  boldly  faced,  I 
believe  that  the  future  has  in  store  for 
your  Lordships'  House  a  part  equally 
useful  and  as  illustrious. 

Earl  COWPER  :  My  Lords,  I  hope 
I  may  be  allowed  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment. Both  sides  of  this  House  seem 
to  be  so  thoroughly  convinced  that 
something  ought  to  be  done,  that  I  con- 
fess that  I  am  diffident  in  holding  to  the 
opinion  that  this  particular  matter  may 
be  let  alone.  I  believe  that  we  fill  a 
very  high  position  in  the  estimation  of 
the  country,  particulurlv  with  resi>ect  to 
our  integrity  and  uprip^htuess.  A  great 
deal,  no  doubt,  is  said  about  us,  very 
iustlv,  at  public  meetings  and  elsewhere, 
but  t  think  that  the  oTamour  as  to  our 
moralitv  and  good  repute  is  utterly  un- 
founded. Those  who  wish  to  destroy 
this  House  use  that  argument,  hut  as 
they  strike  at  random   they  may  very 
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well  be  treated  with  aknt  ooatempt. 
Your  Lofdshipa  hATe  been  wanMd  aboot 
the  damour  oni-of-dows  if  this  BiD 
does  not  pass.  I  am  in  favour  of  r»» 
medying  everythiiig  whidi  is  ahowii  t» 
need  it ;  bat  I  tmnk  ycnir  Loiddiip* 
ought  not  to  be  undalj  inflnenoed  uj 
okmour  out-of-doors^  My  noble  Fneiul 
said  that,  after  all»  we  hold  it  in  oor 
own  hands,  and  that  we  need  not  ezaraie 
the  powers  given  by  the  Bill  nnleaa  we 
choose.  But  this  Bill  will  pat  na  in  a  toij 
different  poeitioa  with  xegazd  to  the 
''black  sheep ''than  we  are  now  in.  Al 
present  we  are  not  reqwnsiUe  for  the 
one  or  two  noble  Lords  who  may  esist^ 
but  whom  we  do  not  see  hare,  whose 
conduct  is  reprehensible.  It  is  not  yoor 
Lordships'  fault  that  they  belong  to  this 
House ;  but  if  we  pass  this  Bill  we  shall 
be  responsible  for  them.  We  oannol 
afford  to  allow  the  Bill  to  remain  a 
dead  letter ;  we  must  put  it  into  praetioe 
at  once.  It  will  be  yoor  Loaraahips^ 
fault  if,  in  futuie>  anyone  possessing  a 
bad  character  is  allowed  to  exeroise  nis 
privileges  as  a  Peer.  If  we  legislate 
in  this  matter  we  must  legislate 
thoroughly,  otherwise  we  shall  be  ao- 
cused  either  of  dumAness  in  drawing 
the  Bill,  or  of  hypocrisy  in  appearing  to 
do  what  we  do  not  wish  to  do.  Ges- 
tainly,  at  first  sight,,  the  Bill  does  not 
seem  calculated  to  remedy  the  imper* 
fections  complained  of,  bnt  there  are  the 
words  '*or  otherwise,"  towhioh  attention 
has  been  called.  Without  these  word» 
the  Bill  would  be  of  little  nse^  bsoanse 
it  would  only  enable  us  to  get  rid  oC 
those  Peers  who  had  been  conviotsd  be- 
fore a  Oourt  of  Justice.  It  would  not* 
enable  us  to  get  rid  of  a  man  who  hod 
been  turned  off  every  raoeooorse  in  the* 
kingdom.  Nor  would  it  permit  ns  t^ 
deal  with  a  man  who  might  hare  neg- 
lected every  duty  pertaining  to  hii^ 
station  as  a  landowner,  or  otherwise. 
The  name  of  such  a  man  might  be  nssA 
in  every  speech  throughout  the  oonntij 
in  which  the  House  of  Lords  was  men- 
tioned, to  point  a  moral  or  adorn  a  tale ;. 
but  without  those  words  we  dionld  not 
be  able  to  touch  him.  My  noble  Friend 
has  alluded  to  the  examdie  set  1^  the* 
Roman  Senate.  If  your  Lordships  con- 
sider that  this  House  is  su:rh  an  Angeai^ 
stable  that  it  wants  thoroughly  deans- 
ii^gf  you  will  be  driven  to  adopting 
something  very  like  a  Oenscnihip ;  and 
the    question    is,.      <«  Who  is  to  b» 
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the  Oenaorf"  The  noble  Lord  has 
not  told  the  Home  how  the  Bill 
is  intended  to  be  worked.  Is  this 
power  to  be  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Ghanoellor  ?  If  mjr  noble  and  learned 
Friend  is  willing  to  inonr  snoh  a  respon- 
aibility,  I  do  not  envy  him.  When  a 
noble  Lord  is  convioted  of  misdemeanour 
or  felony,  or  declared  by  a  Judge  to  be 
(^Ity  of  conduct  unworthy  of  a  gentle- 
man, and  when  his  name  is  put  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  whb  is  to  take  up 
the  matter  and  carry  it  through  ?  Who 
is  to  put  the  machinery  in  motion  ?  Is 
it  to  be  the  Government?  I  cannot 
imagine  anything  so  invidious  for  a 
GtovemmeDt  to  undertake,  because  the 
Peer  in  question  must  eitiier  be  one  of 
their  own  supporters  or  an  opponent.  It 
would  be  just  as  unwise  to  intrust  a 
Gk>yemment  to  put  this  machinery  in 
motion  as  it  would  be  to  leave  Election 
Petitions  to  be  tried  by  the  House  of 
Conmions.  Perhaps  my  noble  Friend 
would  propose  that  there  should  be  a 
Committee  of  Censorship ;  but  would  he 
care  to  be  Chairman  of  such  a  Committee? 
I  doubt  it  very  much  indeed,  and  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  would  find  very  few  of 
your  Lordships  willing  to  help  him  in 
the  disagreeable  work  of  examminginto 
the  morals  of  brother  Peers,  with  a  view 
to  expulsion  from  the  House.  There 
are  far  more  pressing  matters  which 
ought  to  be  taken  up— such,  for  instance, 
as  the  bringing  of  the  House  into  har- 
mony with  ue  spirit  of  the  times  by  the 
introduction  of  Life  Peers.  There  is 
also  the  question  as  to  whether  we  can- 
not elimmate  by  some  means  not  only 
the  unprincipled  and  disreputable  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  but  also  those  who 
are  inefficient  and  incompetent,  and 
who,  if  they  put  themselves  prominently 
forward,  womd  do  us  every  bit  as  much 
harm  as  those  Members  of  our  body  at 
whom  this  Bill  aims. 
*LoED  FTTZ  OEBALD:  My  Lords, 
as  no  noble  Lord  on  either  side  of 
the  House  seems  inclined  to  rise  to  con- 
tinue the  debate,  I  will  just  make  one 
or  two  observations,  although  the 
matter  under  discussion  is  not  one 
particularly  within  my  province.  My 
Lords,  I  am  not  aware  that  any  pro- 
vision exists  in  the  constitution  of  this 
House  under  which  any  Peer  can  be 
deprived  of  his  rights  as  a  Peer — nor 
can  he  voluntarUy  renounce  them. 
There  undoubtedly  exists  outside  this 
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House  a  strong  desire  that  power  should 
be  vested  in  me  hands  of  tne  House  by 
which  a  delinquent  Peer  maybe  deprived 
of  his  right  to  sit  and  vote.  In  support 
of  that  view  I  may  cite  as  my  witness 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Biosebexy). 
He  has  been  a  ver]^  active  promoter  of 
this  reform,  and  I  may  refer  to  two 
speeches  of  his,  one  dating  so  far  back 
as  the  year  1884,  and  the  other  made 
last  year.  I  have  had  sent  me  from 
Mid  Lothian  a  print  of  a  speech 
delivered  in  this  House  on  the  1 9th  of 
March,  1888,  on  <<TheEeform  of  the 
House  of  Lords.*'  In  one  passage  the 
noble  Earl  says  : — 

"  I  would  do  nothing  to  impair  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Hooae  of  Lords ;  bat  BomeUiing, 
surely,  it  would  not  be  impossible  for  the  House 
of  Loids  itself  to  do — something  to  purify  itself 
from  those  black  sheep  who  can  now  disgrace  it 
with  impunity.*' 

In  a  further  portion  of  this  print  the 
noble  Lord  is  represented  to  have  used 
this  remarkable  language.  Beferring 
to  the  hereditary  principle,  he  says — 

'*But  it  does  not  merely  make  unwilling 
legislators —it  also  makes  unfit  legislators.  I 
have  quoted  to  you  what  Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach  has  said  on  the  subject.  It  is  not  a 
particularly  agreeable  one  to  dwell  upon  ;  but 
I  think  we  mar  sav  generally  that  500  or  600 
notunproUfic  xamihesmust  id  ways  be  accom- 
panied by  a  proportion  of  black  sheep.  I  do 
not  think  the   percentage  in    this  House  is 

faater  than  in  any  other  500  or  600  families, 
should  rather  be  incUned  to  sa^  less ;  but  a 
percentage  in  an  hereditar^Legislatiye  Chamber, 
be  it  large  or  small,  is  a  tmng  you  cannot  admit. 
What  you  require  in  an  hereditary  Legislative 
Chamber,  by  the  mere  fact  and  principle  of  its 
existence,  is  an  unblemished  succession  of 
hereditary  virtue,  hereditary  wisdom,  and 
hereditary  discretion." 

Again,  he  says— 

'*  If  a  Peer  should  happen  to  be  a  knave  or  a 
fool,  people  outside  do  not  greatly  blame  him, 
but  at  onee  begin  to  talk  of  the  constitution  of 
the  hereditary  Chamber  in  which  he  sits ;  and 
they  say  that^'This  unworthy  man  is  able 
at  this  moment  to  go  down  and  give  a  vote 
equal  to  that  of  any  noble  Lord  on  the  Minis- 
terial Bench.' " 

And  further  on  the  noble  Lord  says — 

'<  Now,  would  the  mere  addition  of  Lift  Peers, 
whatever  the  number,  have  the  effect  of  accom- 
plishing what  is  one  of  the  principal  objects  of 
all  reform— namely,  Uie  exclusion  of  unworthy 
Members  from  your  House  ?*' 

I  do  not  think  anything  I  could  cite  could 
more  strongly  justify  the  necessity  for 
some  measure  ox  this  kind.  Tour  lK>rd- 
ships  must  bear  in  mind  that  at  present 
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with  the  oases  of  delinquent  Peers  save, 
pei4iapB,  by  the  oambroas  prooess  of  im- 
peaohment.  Somehoir  or  other,  therA 
has  grown  an  idea  oat-of-doors  thai 
thflre  are  a  numbar  of  these  men 
who  do  oome  down  on  partioular  oooa- 
aions  and  iaterfere  with  legislative 
work.  I  may  add  to  the  extraots  I 
liave  read  from  the  apesoh  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  we  mnst  not  forget  this — that 
the  brightest  jenei  in  the  Peerage  ie 
that  power  which  is  intmsted  to  your 
Lord^ips  to  snperintond  and  enforce 
the  administratioa  of  justice,  aotonljio 
the  United  Kingdom,  but  also  throngh' 
ont  the  wide  dominions  of  our  Empress 
Queen.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  measure  oiled  sereral  precedents, 
md  I  must  say  that  in  two  of  the  oases 
that  he  quoted  this  House  appears  to  me 
to  have  eioeeded  its  powers  when  it 
presumed  to  enforce  the  exclusion  of  the 
Peers  from  the  House,  ooupled  with  the 
declaration  that  they  should  be  for  ever 
incapable  of  serving  the  Crown.  There 
is  no  such  power  by  law,  and  I  say  that 
IlierB  is  not  in  this  House  any  power 
to  expel  a  Member  for  misconduct, 
or  any  power  to  punish  him  for  mis- 
oonduot  save  on  impeachment,  or  any 
power  whatever  to  take  from  him  the 
privileges  of  Peerage.  Now  this  Bill 
proposes  to  give  the  House  the  power 
whioh  it  does  not  now  posaesa  of  dealing 
with  unworthy  Peers  who  have  been 
oonvieted  of  felony,  or  misdemeanour; 
or  of  gross  misoondnct,  on  the  Seport 
vi  a  Judge  of  one  of  the  Superior 
Oonrts.  Such  Boport  would  oome  be- 
fore your  Lordships,  and  X  appre- 
hend the  ordinary  course  would  be 
to  refer  the  matter  to  a  Committee 
of  Privileges,  and,  finally,  it  would  be 
before  the  House  again  on  a  Motion  to 
act  on  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  by 
addressing  the  Crown.  Theobjectof  that 
Address  would  be  to  plaoe  in  the  hands 
of  the  Crown  a  power  whioh  the  Crown 
does  not  poesese  at  present — power  to 
stupend  the  Writ  by  whioh,  and  by 
which  alone,  a  Peer  of  Parliament  sits 
in  this  House.  In  the  case  of  the  Lord 
Otey  ot  Buthyn  it  was  held  that — 

"No  Peer  can  eitiagnjih  his  honoor;  that 
it  dtsocnds  to  his  desceniiaDts ;  that  svan  a 
mumidar  to  ths  King  is  void — »  Peer  cannot 
snitcndsr." 

This  Bill  simply  gives  your  Lordships 
t  a  power  wldch  yon  have  not  at  present. 


that  this  Bill  differs  very  little  frbm  Uie 
Bin  which  was  before  us  last  Session. 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Barl  of  Bosebery), 
in  ibe  speech  from  which  I  have  quoted, 
calls  attention  to  the  faot  that  on  the 
oooanon  of  previous  diacuasious  some 
of  your  Lordships  have  admitted  the 
necessity  for  some  steps  in  this  direction. 
The  noble  Lord  says — 

"  I  rentomber  tbat  two  of  m;  colleagues  in 
the  OoveromeDt  of  1SB6  eiprewed  themsslvsi 
stroa^ly  in  favour  of  sniUiig  Uiis  HoSBe ; 
one  in  the  UoTsniinent  of  ISSS  expraMod 
hioueit  to  the  same  effect,  and  I  was  left 
atmost  alone  on  that  side  of  the  question, 
pleading  to  a  somewhat  listleea  country  the 
ftdvantag^a  of  a  Second  Chamber." 

As  to  the  argument  that  this  is  part  of 
a  larger  question — ths  re-modelliag  of 
the  whole  constitution  of  this  House — 
I  look  upon -this  question  of  power  to 
purge  the  House  of  unworthy  Members 
as  quite  apart  from  any  such  question. 
I  am  not  opposed  to  some  more  general 
reform  of  this  House  ;  but  tlie  question 
now  is  whether  you  are,  or  are  not, 
to  have  the  power  of  dealing  with 
delinquent  Members.  I  am  strongly 
of  opmion  that  yon  should  have  t£at 

tuwer,  and  accordingly  I  support  the 
Boond  Beading  of  this  measure. 
Lord  ESH^  :  Hy  Lords,  I  think 
it  my  duty  to  submit  to  your  Lordships 
how  strange  and  dangerous  and  imprac- 
able  this  Bill  is.  I  think  it  is  struige, 
because  it  places  the  first  step  towwds 
the  depriving  a  Peer  of  his  duties  and 
privileges  in  the  power  of  a  Court 
outside  of  this  House.  It  seems  to  me 
exoeedingly  strange  that  that  power 
should  be  given  to  a  Court  outside  this 
House,  and  that  it  should  not  give  the 
same  power  to  the  same  Court  under  the 
same  oircumBtances  with  regard  to  the 
other  House.  But  I  desire  to  point  out 
.  your  Lordships  that,  in  my  opinion^ 
this  Bill  is  also  impraotioable  and 
dangerous.    In  the  first  place  it  says — 

"  Whenever  a  Peer  of  Parliament  shall  have 
been  fonnd  guilty,  in  any  Court  of  oommtent 
jnrisdiction  in  Uie  Onited  Kingdom,  of  any 

(elooy  or  miadsmeanoui." 

What  Court  does  that  include  ?  It  in- 
olndes,  in  England,  Ireland,  or  Sootland, 
every  Court  of  Quarter  Beesiona,  my 
Recorder's  Court,  any  Court  at  tha 
Assises  where  a  single  Judge  is  silting, 
and  it  requires  any  one  ot  those  CouMs 
for  they  are  all "  Courts  of  eompettat 
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jmriadiction  " — ^npon  a  verdict^  with 
regard  to  the  alighteBt  miademeanoor,  at 
onoe  toaend  aiteport  to  your  Lordships' 
House— what  for  ? — ^in  order  to  found  a 
Motioii  that  a  Peer  of  Parliament  may 
be  deprived  of  his  rights,  and  preyented 
from  performing  his  duties.  But,  when 
a  Peer  has  been  so  convioted,  however 
alight  the  offence,  this  House  will  he 
bound,  I  should  think,  to  take  the  matter 
into  its  consideration,  and  upon  this 
House  will  be  thrown  the  duty  of  con- 
sidering whether  the  felony  or  misde- 
meanour is  of  such  a  kind  as  will  satisfy 
it  that  the  Peer  **  has  been  guilty  of  dis- 
creditable conduct  inconsistent  with  his 
position  as  such  Peer."  It  is  not  said 
that  any  Peer  who  is  found  guilty  of  a 
felony  or  misdemeanour  is  to  be  excluded 
from  the  House ;  but  the  House  has  to 
eoniider  whether  the  felony  or  misde- 
meanour committed  is  such  a  felony  or 
misdemeanour  as  is  inconsistent  with  the 
position  of  a  Peer.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  third  section,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
more  difficult  and  more  impracticable. 
Iti 


"  Where  in  any  proceeding  heforeany  Supe- 
rior Oonrt  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
a  Peer  of  Fftrliament  is  proved  to  the  eatisfac- 
tion  of  ^  the  Court  to  have  heen  guilty  of  any 
disoreditable  conduct  which  appears  to  the  Court 
to  be  inconsistent  with  his  character  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Lordii,  the  Court  shall  report 
the  fact,"  Ac. 

Under  that  section,  where  a  Peer  is 
called  as  a  witness  in  some  very  trivial 
dispute  between  parties,  and  is  cross- 
examined  as  to  credit,  and,  in  answer  to 
some  question,  he  states  something 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  some  Judffe, 
will  entitle  that  Judge  to  consider  his 
conduct  inconsistent  with  the  character 
of  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
then  that  Judge  is  to  so  into  an 
inquiry,  and  consider  whetner  he  will 
report  to  this  House.  It  will  put  a 
new  danger  upon  Peers  of  Parlia- 
ment allowing  themselves  to  be  called 
as  witnesses.  And  what  is  to  become 
of  the  parties  ?  What  is  the  Judge  to 
do?  Is  it  possible  that,  upon  a  mere 
answer  of  the  Peer  himself,  or  upon  the 
mere  allegation  by  some  other  witness, 
which  appears  to  indicate  discreditable 
oondnot  on  the  part  of  the  Peer,  the 
parties  to  the  cause — neither  of  whom 
may  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Peer- 
age—are to  stand  by  whilst  the  Judge 
determines  that   question?      The  sec- 


tion says,  "  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court"     How  can  such  a  thing  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Oourt, 
unless  the  Peer  whose  conduct  is  im- 
pugned is  called,  and  proposes  a  num- 
ber of  other  witnesses  ?   Even  if  the  case 
arises  upon  an  answer  of  the  Peer  him- 
self, one  would  think  that  he  must  be 
allowed  to  discuss  the  question,  so  im- 
portant to  him,  whether  his  conduct  is 
or  not  consistent  with  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House?     Is  the  Judge 
to  stop  the  cause  in  the  presence  of  the 
parties,  to  allow  the  Peer  to  nominate 
counsel  to  defend  him,  and  try  out  this 
issue  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Peer? 
Then,  to  go  a  step  further,   by  what 
standard  is  the  Judge  to  determine  this 
question?      Oan  anybody  tell  me  by 
what  rule  of  law,  or  by  what  rule  of 
conduct,    a    Judge    is    to    determine 
whether    a   thing   is  not   simply  dis- 
creditable, but  "inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords."    I  confess  that,  for  my  part,  I 
have  no  idea  what  that  standard  is. 
Then,  in  the  next  section,  there  are  the 
words  ''or  otherwise,"  by  which  the 
noble  Lord  intends  to  give  this  House 
power   of   independent   action.       But 
how  is  the  matter  to  be  determined? 
Is     the    incriminated     Peer     to     be 
called    to    the    Bar    of    the     House, 
and  counsel  to  be  heard  to  show  cause 
why  his  conduct  should    not  be  con- 
sidered discreditable;    or  are    you   to 
invite  a  Peer  who  is  accused  of  such  un- 
worthy conduct  that  you  think  you  can- 
not sit  with  him  to  sit  and  discuss  with 
you  whether  or  not  the  case  against  him 
is  established  ?    It  really  seems  to  me 
that  as  a  matter  of  practical  utility  there 
is  no  means  of  canning  this  BUI  into 
effect.    There  is  another  point.     Sup- 
posing that  a  Judge    reports    to    this 
House  that  the  conduct  of  a  Peer  is  in 
his  opinion  discreditable,  and  that  this 
House,  upon  going  into  the  matter,  holds 
that  the  Peer  is  guiltless  of  discredit- 
able conduct ;  what  will  be  the  position 
of  that  Peer  ?    He  will  have  a  Report 
made    against   him  by  a  judicial  au- 
thority, and  in  his  favour  he  will  simply 
have  a  Resolution  of  this  House  that  the 
conduct  in  question  was  not  such  as  to 
be  inconsistent  with  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.    I  can  see  no 
way  of  amending  the  Bill;    I   must, 
therefore,     vote    against     it    at    this 
stage. 
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yon  are  powerle«§  to  de&l  in  any  way 
with  the  oaaes  of  delinquent  Peers  save, 
perhaps,  by  the  (rambrDna  prooesa  of  im- 
peaohment.  Somehoff  or  other,  there 
has  gTOTn  an  idea  oat-of-doora  that 
there  are  a  nnmber  of  theae  men 
who  do  oome  down  on  pardonlar  oooa> 
•tons  and  ioterfere  with  legislatirb 
work.  I  may  add  to  the  extroots  I 
hare  read  from  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  we  mnst  not  furget  this — that 
the  brightest  jewel  in  the  Peerage  ia 
that  power  which  ie  intrusted  to  your 
Lordehipa  to  superintend  and  enforce 
the  administration  of  justice,  not  only  in 
the  Unitad  Kingdom,  but  also  through- 
out the  wide  dominions  of  our  Empress 
Queen.  The  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  measure  cited  sereral  precedents, 
■tnd  I  must  say  that  in  two  of  the  cases 
that  he  quoted  thia  House  appears  to  me 
to  have  exceeded  its  powers  when  it 
presumed  to  enforce  the  exduaion  of  the 
Peers  from  the  House,  ooupled  with  the 
declaration  that  they  should  be  for  ever 
incapable  of  serving  the  Grown.  There 
is  no  such  power  by  law,  and  I  say  that 
there  is  not  in  this  House  any  power 
to  expel  a  >[ember  for  misconduct, 
or  any  power  to  punish  him  for  mis- 
conduct Have  on  impeachment,   or  any 


The  noble  Lord  (tii«  Bar!  of  UotOmj), 
in  the  speech  from  whioh  I  have  quoted, 
oalla  attention  to  the  fact  that  on  the 
oooanon  of  preriouB  disooatioQa  miie 
of  your  Lordships  have  admitted  the 
necessity  for  some  steps  in  this  direetian. 
The  noble  Lord  says — 

"  I  Temomber  tbat  two  of  my  ooQesgass  in 
the  C4aTerD[nent  of  ISSfi  ezprewed  thamsdvsi 
ttronp:!/  in  fsTonr  of  en^ag  this  Hotai; 
one  ID  the  (Joremment  ol  1884  iiniiiW»«I 
himsaU  to  the  Mine  cfEeet,  ud  I  wh  Mt 
almnit  alone  on  that  side  of  the  qntatim, 
pleading  to  s  somewhat  liitlesi  conutcf  the 
adraotages  of  s  Heoond  Chamber." 
As  to  the  argument  that  this  is  part  (tf 
a  larger  queslion — the  re- modelling  of 
the  whole  constitution  of  this  Houae — 
Hook  upon  this  questum  of  powarto 
purge  the  House  of  unworthy  Membon 
as  quite  apart  from  any  auon  qoaation. 
I  am  not  opposed  to  some  more  gmeral 
reform  of  Uus  House ;  but  the  q 


now  ia    whether  yoa  are^  <n  i_. , 

to  hare  the    power   of   dealing   with 
delinquent    Members.    I  am  atronffly 
that 


of  opinion  that  you  should  hATe 

power,  and  aocordiuglr  I  aupDort  the 
powerwhatere^  to  take  from  him   *V  ^r^^^f  ^-STl  ^ 


prouoafa  to  give  thi  House  the  power    [^  ^7  duty  to  submit  to  your  Loidahipa 

which  it  does  not  now  possess  of  dialing    ^°^  "^^^g?,,*?"^  ^^'^"  *?*  "^S^O- 

^  "    able  this  Bill  is.    I  think  it  is  atruget 


privileges  of  Peerage.     Now  this  Bill  i 
"  'he  power 

IT  possess  of  dealing 
with   unworthy  Peers  who  hare  been 
oonrieted  of  felony,  or  misdemeanour, 
or  of  gross  misconduct,  on  the  Report 
of  a  Judge   of    one    of    the    Superior 
Courta.    Such  Hep(»rt  would  come  be- 
fore  your    Ixirdshii^    and    I    appre- 
hend '  the    ordinary  0t.>ur9e  would    be 
to    refor  the    matter  to    a  Committee 
of  IVirilogos,  and,  finally,  it  would  be 
before  the  House  again  on  a  Motion  to 
st't  on  the  Hep<irt  of  the  Oommitlee  by 
addnwaing  thelViwo.  Theohjix-t  of  that 
.\ddrees  wxiuld  be  tt^  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  CV>wn  a  p^lwer  whii'h  the  Orown 
does  not  poswM  at  present— power  to 
sui^nd    the    Writ  by  which,  ami  by  |  (wwi  f.nia.i  r^il^y.  i 
which  atone,  a  r*er  of  Parliament  Nt*  1  >,HrifJi.ui«  in  the 
in  this  lloum>.     In  lh<r  case  of  the  IawI 
Orey  of  Uuthyn  it  was  hehl  that- 
'■  So  IVt  (»n  >-\()ni:ui*h  hi>  H>'n.'; 
it  Ji'VK-rnJf   It'  h»   Ji>*.'<'nd*nt> .    th*:  ripa 
-unvii')**' t<>  thi-  Kin)t  \»  <viJ    -a  l'«r 
•nnrndOT." 


because  it  places  the  first  stw  towuds 
the  depriving  a  Peer  of  his  ontiaB  and 
privileges  in  the  power  of  m  Oooit 
outside  of  this  House.  It  nnnmi  to  ma 
exceedingly  strange  that  that  power 
should  be  given  to  a  Court  outnda  this 
House,  and  that  it  should  not  gira  tha 
tame  power  to  the  same  Court  ondarthe 
same  circumstancee  with  regard  to  the 
other  House.  But  I  desire  to  point  oat 
to  your  LorJships  that,  in  my  (^inioa* 
this  Bill  is  also  impractieabU  ■■! 
dangerous.     In  the  first  place  it  i^>^ 

^^'h^Q<wT  a  Ptct  of  hriiaBcat  AsQ  kav* 

1  anr  Cooit  of  osHpalMt 

raited  r 

iisitautManx." 


I  What  Court  does  that  inchidar  Itbi- 
.  ;kai  i  elude*,  in  Kngland.  Iralaad,  or  aantlMli. 
I  eT«>ry  Court  of  Quarter  BeaaoM,  Mj 
:  ti<Mx>tder's  CViurt.  any  Ciiwt  at  tM 
.Vssiws  where  a  singl*  Jadge  ia  iilliafc 
This  11)11  simply  trires  your  U^rd ship*  |  «nd  iirsquirsa  anyoBaef  Ihasi  OwMla 
a  power  which  r»n  hav*  not  at  preeent. '  — fiw  they  are  all "  <>Mit8  of  aoapaliBt 
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juxifldioiion  " — ^upon  a  verdict,  with 
regard  to  the  Blightest  miademeanoar,  at 
once  to  Bend  a  import  to  your  Lordships' 
House — what  for  ? — ^in  order  to  found  a 
Motion  that  a  Peer  of  Parliament  may 
be  deprived  of  his  rights,  and  prevented 
from  performing  his  duties.  But,  when 
a  Peer  has  been  so  oonvioted,  however 
elight  the  offence,  this  House  will  be 
bound,  I  should  think,  to  take  the  matter 
into  its  consideration,  and  upon  this 
House  will  be  thrown  the  duty  of  con- 
sidering whether  the  felony  or  misde- 
meanour is  of  such  a  kind  as  will  satisfy 
it  that  the  Peer  **  has  been  guilty  of  dis- 
creditable conduct  inconsistent  with  his 
position  as  such  Peer."  It  is  not  said 
that  any  Peer  who  is  found  guilty  of  a 
felony  or  misdemeanour  is  to  be  excluded 
from  the  House ;  but  the  House  has  to 
consider  whether  the  felony  or  misde- 
meanour committed  is  such  a  felony  or 
misdemeanour  as  is  inconsistent  with  the 
position  of  a  Peer.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  third  section,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
more  difficult  and  more  impracticable. 
Iti 


*'  Where  in  any  proceeding  l)eforeany  Supe- 
rior Court  in  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
a  Peer  of  Parliament  is  proved  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Court  to  have  heen  guilty  of  any 
diBcreditable  conduct  which  appears  to  the  Court 
to  be  inconsistent  with  his  character  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Lordii,  the  Court  shall  report 
the  fact,"  Ac. 

Under  that  section,  where  a  Peer  is 
called  as  a  witness  in  some  very  trivial 
dispute  between  parties,  and  is  cross- 
examined  as  to  credit,  and,  in  answer  to 
some  question,  he  states  something 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  some  Judse, 
will  entitle  that  Judge  to  consider  his 
conduct  inconsistent  with  the  character 
of  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
then  that  Judge  is  to  so  into  an 
inquiry,  and  consider  wheuier  he  wUl 
report  to  this  House.  It  will  put  a 
new  danger  upon  Peers  of  Parlia- 
ment allowing  tnemselves  to  be  called 
as  witnesses.  And  what  is  to  become 
of  the  parties  ?  What  is  die  Judge  to 
do?  Is  it  possible  that,  upon  a  mere 
answer  of  the  Peer  himself,  or  upon  the 
mere  allegation  by  some  other  witness, 
which  appears  to  indicate  discreditable 
oondnot  on  the  part  of  the  Peer,  the 
parties  to  the  cause — neither  of  whom 
may  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Peer- 
age—are to  stand  by  whilst  the  Judge 
determines  that  question?      The  sec- 


tion says,  "  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court"  How  can  such  a  thing  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Oourt, 
unless  the  Peer  whose  conduct  is  im- 
pugned is  called,  and  proposes  a  num- 
ber of  other  witnesses  ?  Even  if  the  case 
arises  upon  an  answer  of  the  Peer  him- 
self, one  would  think  that  he  must  be 
allowed  to  discuss  the  question,  so  im- 
portant to  him,  whether  his  conduct  is 
or  not  consistent  with  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House?  Is  the  Judge 
to  stop  the  cause  in  the  presence  of  the 
parties,  to  allow  the  Peer  to  nominate 
counsel  to  defend  him,  and  try  out  this 
issue  as  to  the  conduct  of  me  Peer  ? 
Then,  to  go  a  step  further,  by  what 
standard  is  the  Judge  to  determine  this 
question?  Oan  anybody  tell  me  by 
what  rule  of  law,  or  by  what  rule  of 
conduct,  a  Judge  is  to  determine 
whether  a  thing  is  not  simply  dis- 
creditable, but  "  inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords."  I  confess  that,  for  my  part,  I 
have  no  idea  what  that  standard  is. 
Then,  in  the  next  section,  there  are  the 
words  "or  otherwise,"  by  which  the 
noble  Lord  intends  to  give  this  House 
power  of  independent  action.  But 
how  is  the  matter  to  be  determined? 
Is  the  incriminated  Peer  to  be 
called  to  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
and  counsel  to  be  heard  to  show  cause 
why  his  conduct  should  not  be  con- 
sidered discreditable;  or  are  you  to 
invite  a  Peer  who  is  accused  of  such  un- 
worthy conduct  that  you  think  you  can- 
not sit  with  him  to  sit  and  discuss  with 
you  whether  or  not  the  case  against  him 
is  established  ?  It  really  seems  to  me 
that  as  a  matter  of  practical  utility  there 
is  no  means  of  carrying  this  Bill  into 
effect.    There  is  another  point.     Sup- 

S«ing  that  a  Judge  reports  to  this 
ouse  that  the  conduct  of  a  Peer  is  in 
his  opinion  discreditable,  and  that  this 
House,  upon  gfoing  into  the  matter,  holds 
that  the  Peer  is  guiltless  of  discredit- 
able conduct ;  what  will  be  the  position 
of  that  Peer  ?  He  will  have  a  Report 
made  against  him  by  a  judicial  au- 
thority, and  in  his  favour  he  will  simply 
have  a  Resolution  of  this  House  that  the 
conduct  in  question  was  not  such  as  to 
be  inconsistent  with  his  character  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.  I  can  see  no 
way  of  amending  the  Bill;  I  must, 
therefore,  vote  against  it  at  this 
stage. 
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that  the  best  solution  of  the  question 
would  be  that  we  should  place  ourselveSi 
as  far  as  we  can  do  in  reference  to  this 
measurOi  precisely  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Mouse  of  Oommons — namely, 
that  we  should  have  the  power  of  ex- 
pelling Members,  subject  to  haying 
them  put  back  here  by  the  authority 
'that  sends  us  here.  Just  as,  in  the  case 
^f  the  House  of  Commons,  if  a  Member 
is  expelled,  he  can  be  put  back  by  his 
oonstituentis,  so  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
'if  a  Peer  is  expelled,  there  should  be 
power  in  the  Crown  to  put  him  back 
here.  But  I  do  not  belieye  that  we  are 
■aiming  at  an  urgent  grievance,  and  so  I 
•do  not  ask  your  Lordships  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  now.  I  confess,  though  I 
•do  not  agree  with  his  doctrine  in  aU  its 
entirety,  I  was  very  much  struck  by  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  who  moved 
the  Amendment.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable,  except  for  some  adequate 
reason,  to  subject  the  constitution  of 
this  House  to  the  dissecting-knife  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  House  of 
Commons  have  blunt  methods  of  their 
own  of  expressing  their  friendly  senti- 
ments, which  might  interfere  with  the 
good  feeling  between  the  two  Houses. 
As  we  showed  last  year,  we  are  rather 
disposed  to  deal  with  this  question  as  an 
adjunct  to  the  general  question  of  the 
•coDstitution  of  the  House ;  we  have  never 
elevated  it  into  such  importance  that 
we  should  wish  to  deal  with  it  alone. 
With  regard  to  the  general  constitution 
of  this  House,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
we  hear  many  proposals  for  abstract  and 
very  few  for  concrete  reform.  The 
noble  Earl,  I  think,  denounced  Lord 
Melbourne  for  one  of  his  observations — 
'*  Let  well  alone."  If  I  mistake  not, 
there  was  another  observation  of  Lord 
Melbourne's  which  is  very  applicable  in 
4;he  present  case,  and  that  was  that 
things  were  never  in  so  much  danger  as 
when  people  said  that  something  must 
be  done.  Now  we  have  got  this  ques- 
tion rather  in  the  position  of ''  something 
must  be  done."  Definite  plans  have  not 
been  very  often  laid  before  us,  and, 
when  they  have  been  laid  before  us,  I  do 
not  think  they  have  attracted  much  sup- 
port from  any  side  of  the  House.  For 
myself,  I  see  my  way  no  further  than  the 
importance  of  giving  to  the  Crown, 
under  certain  conditions,  the  power  of 
introducing  Life  Peers  into  the  House. 
I  believe  that  would  be  a  very  oonsider- 
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able  improfement  to  tho  oonstitatbm  oi 
the  House  and  the  oondoet  of  our  de- 
bates, and  I  should  be  veiy  glad  indeai 
if  I  saw  any  chance  of  this  being  oaniid 
into  effect  But  in  the  present  etate  Of 
Parliamentary  Basiness  and  the  disposi- 
tion with  respect  to  the  forwarding  of  h 
which  is  being  manifested  hj  those  wlie 
hold  the  forces  of  obstmotion  in  tiisir 
hands,  I  cannothonesdy  say  that  laeeaaj 
prospect  of  bringing  suoh  an  attempt  to 
a  successful  condusion,  and  tbereftne  I 
do  not  think  it  is  desirable  we  shonld 
enter  upon  a  controversy  so  firang^t 
with  difficulty.  Under  the  <nnnunsta&osi 
I  have  ozdy  to  ropeat  that  I  think  As 
best  way  to  deal  with  this  Bill  is  not  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  thoogh  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  be  spaied  the  neoeasily  of 
appearing  to  reoord  my  vote  against  the 
principle  it  contains. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  :  My  Lords^  I 
should  not  have  troubled  your  Lordships 
with  any  observations  but  for  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noUe  Lord  who  mofed 
the  Amendment  and  from  the  ndUe 
Marquess  opposite.  I  quite  agree  with 
what  has  been  said  as  to  the  ddiiMwy 
and  difficulty  of  dealing  with  this  su)^ 
ject,  though  I  cannot  quite  assent  to  the 
view  that  it  purports  to  deal  with  in 
entiroly  imaginary  and  unsabfltantial 
grievance.  Undoubtedly,  there  is  &  jPpofl 
deal  of  ill-founded  and  unjust  aritudsB 
with  regard  to  this  House;  bat|  esi^ 
tainly,  when  we  find  that  under  tti 
existing  practice  an  individual  whois 
conduct  and  character  may  be  of  the 
most  discreditable  and  even  oriminil 
descnption  is,  nevertheless,  as  potent  In 
this  House,  by  recording  hisvotOi  as  flie 
most  honourable  Member  of  it,  I  think 
that  state  of  things  can  hardly  be  called 
an  imaginary  evil.  If  it  be  poasibls^ 
without  introducing  ffreater  eifb^ 
we  all  desire  to  get  rid  of  any  irsB- 
founded  subject  of  criticism.  Ther^ 
fore,  I  think  the  noble  Lord  oppoailak 
especially  considering  what  was  done  ti 
this  matter  during  last  Session,  was  weU 
justified  in  bringing  this  measure  before 
your  Lordships'  notice.  I  agree  that  if 
you  are  to  get  rid  of  what  your  Lovdr 
ships  wish  to  see  excluded,  it  can  on^  bs 
done  by  delegation  or  selection,  llbr 
should  I  be  hostile  to  this  measure  €B 
the  ground  that  it  might  provoke  un- 
friendly criticism  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons. No  doubt  thero  have  been 
criticisms,   and  there  aro  likely  to  be 
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oriticisms,  which  many  of  us  coDsider 
exceed  the  bounds  of  justice;  but  if  we 
are  not  strong  enough  to  stand  well- 
founded  criticism  elsewhere,  we  must  be 
in  a  weak  and  unstable  condition,  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  admit  that  we  could 
not  stand  the  criticism  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  My  special  object 
in  rising  was  this— that  it  has  been  laid 
down  as  clear  and  unquestionable  that 
your  Lordships'  House  has  no  power  of 
expelling  Members  in  cases  in  which 
it  would  be  open  to  the  other  House  to 
do  so.  I  am  not  going  to  lay  down  the 
contrary  of  that  proposition;  it  would 
require  more  consideration  and  more 
examination  than  I  have  given  to  Uie 
matter  to  justify  me  in  doing  so ;  but  I 
feel  bound  to  say  that  I  am  not  satisfied 
that  that  power  does  not  exist.  The 
power  of  expelling  for  grave  offences  in 
the  House  of  Commons  rests  on  no 
Statute;  it  is  inherent  in  the  Assembly. 
True,  Members  of  the  Houseof  Commons 
are  chosen  by  constituencies  in  obedience 
to  a  Writ  issued  by  the  Crown,  while 
your  Lordships'  House  is  summoned  to- 
gether by  Writ  of  Summons,  but  at  the 
moment  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
that  distinction  in  any  way  shows  that 
this  House  has  not  inherent  io  it,  just  as 
the  House  of  Commons  has  inherent  in 
it  under  similar  circumstances,  the 
power  of  expelling  Members  who  bring 
disgrace  ana  discrodit  upon  it.  It  may 
be  worthy  of  your  Lordships'  considera- 
tion whether  we  might  not  inquire  how 
far  that  power  does  exist  in  this  House 
which  is  possessed  by  the  House  of 
Commons;  but  I  felt  bound  to  make 
these  observations  to  your  Lordships 
after  what  was  said  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Thb  Ea&l  of  BOSEBERT  :  My  Lords, 
I  confess  that  I  am  in  the  same  position 
of  perplexity  as  a  considerable  number 
of  those  who  have  already  addressed 
your  Lordships.  I  sympathize  warmly 
with  the  object  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  has  at  neart, 
and  I  sympathize  at  least  equally  warmly 
with  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  (the 
Earl  of  Fife)  in  the  Hesolution  he  has 
put  forward.  Nor  have  I  heard  any 
trumpet  give  a  very  certain  sound  in 
this  debate  except  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  the 
Bill.  More  especially  has  been  my  con- 
fusion increased  by  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  who  leads  this  House. 


He  is  going  to  oppose  the  Second  Head- 
ing; but  it  will  require  a  microscopic 
examination  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  discover  what  are  the  essential 
differences  between  that  Bill  and  the^ 
Bill  which  the  noble  Marquess  laid  on 
the  Table  last  year.  Let  us  take  another- 
point.  The  noble  Marquess  does  not 
approve  the  contention  of  the  noble  Earl 
benind  me  that  this  is  not  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  separately ; 
but  again  last  year  the  noble  Marquess 
presented  twin  Bills,  one  of  which  bore 
a  remarkable  resemblance  to  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Earl,  and  the  other  of  which 
dealt  with  the  constitution  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  When,  owing  to  unto- 
ward circumstances  in  anouier  place, 
one  of  those  Bills  was  withdrawn,  the 
noble  Earl  made  a  special  appeal  to  the 
noble  Marquess  that  the  second  innocent 
might  at  least  be  saved  firom  the  mas- 
sacre ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  sternly 
said  that  he  would  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  black  sheep  apart  from  the 
question  of  the  constitution  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  It  does  put  a  simple 
and  innocent  and  confiding  and  per* 
plexed  Peer  like  myself  in  an  awkward 
position  when  he  finds  his  natural  guide 
and  pastor  in  a  position  of  difficulty. 
Then  there  was  another  speech  which 
did  not  tend  to  tfssist  me.  The 
Master  of  the  Rolls  pointed  out,  by 
a  series  of  detailed  instances,  how 
very  dangerous  this  Bill  might 
be  to  any  of  your  Lordships  who  went 
into  a  Witness-box.  The  contention,  as 
I  understood  it,  was  this — that  your 
Lordships  might  make  a  slip  in  the  ac- 
curacy of  your  evidence,  and  might,  after 
leaving  the  Court,  find  the  doors  of  this 
House  etemaUy  dosed  against  you. 
My  fear  is  the  reverse.  My  fear  is  not 
that  it  will  operate  so  extensively  or  so 
injuriously  as  the  Master  of  the  Bolls 
suggests ;  my  fear  is  that  it  will  scarcely 
have  any  operation  at  all.  The  noble 
Viscount  has  made  some  very  sound 
remarks  on  the  principle  of  delegation. 
He  said  that  by  delegation  we  could  get 
rid  of  this  evil,  and  by  delegation  alone. 
He  illustrated  this  by  the  case  of  the 
Scottish  and  Irish  Peerages,  and  he  said 
that  it  worked  well  in  those  cases,  and 
that  in  both  instances  it  had  operated  to 
remove  unworthy  Peers  from  sitting  in 
this  House.  I  can  understand  how  that 
can  be  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch  Peers ; 
I  but  how  that  can  be  in  the  case  of  the 
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Irish  Peerage,  where  the  Peers  are  ad- 
mitted for  life,  is  an  additional  per- 
plexity to  the  many  others  which  harass 
me  at  this  moment.  As  regards  the 
general  question,  I  helieve  that  re- 
formers in  this  House  are  divided  into 
three  distinct  categories.  There  are  those 
who  wish  the  utmost  possible  reform; 
there  are  those  who  wish  for  the  least  pos- 
sible reform;  and,  id  the  third  place,  there 
are  those  who  wish  for  no  reiorm  at  all. 
I  shall  do  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
the  Bill  no  injustice  in  putting  him  in  the 
second  class.  It  has  oeen  my  melan- 
choly experience  to  see  the  noble  Mar- 
quess begin  in  the  first  class  and 
gradually  descend  through  the  second 
mto  the  third.  I  think  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  (the  Earl  of  Fife) 
is,  like  myself,  an  ardent  and  con- 
Tinced  Member  of  the  first  class. 
When  we  come  to  consider  how  ardent 
and  convinced  reformers  are  to  be 
benefited  by  this  Bill,  we  find  ourselves 
in  a  position  of  some  considerable  diffi- 
culty. Those  Peers  on  whom  a  Judge 
shall  have  pronounced  a  sentence,  or  as 
to  whom  a  Judee  shall  have  to  report 
as  provided  in  the  Bill,  are  Peers  who 
can  never  in  those  circumstances  attend 
the  Sittings  of  this  House,  for  in  these 
days  so  gross  a  public  scandal  would  be 
practically  impossible.  Therefore,  if  you 
pass  this  Bill,  you  might  in  a  case  of  a 
Tcry  flagrant  nature  move  an  Address  to 
the  Crown  and  keep  out  a  Peer, 
whose  entry  again  into  this  House 
would  be  practically  impossible;  but 
does  it  really  touch  the  matter  at  issue 
going  beyond  that  ?  Is  the  object  which 
our  reformers  have  at  heart  simply  to 
keep  out  the  black  sheep,  the  Peers 
.guilty  of  flagrant  felonies  and  misde- 
meanours ?  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
There  are  a  great  many  ofiFences 
—scarcely  offences  at  all  in  tiie 
«ye  of  the  law — which  unfit  a  Peer 
io  sit  here  or  legislate  here.  There 
are  offences  for  which  a  Peer  would  be 
expelled  by  the  committee  of  a  club  at 
a  moment's  notice  which  do  not  come 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  which 
would  be  almost  more  repulsive  to  your 
Lordships  than  anyoffences  that  do  pome 
under  the  Bill.  When  we  come  to  deal 
with  the  action  that  should  be  taken,  we 
find  what  our  difficulties  are.  Some  pro- 
pose a  Censor.  I  once  took  the  liberty 
of  suggesting  that  we  should  have  a 
Oensor,  and  that  if  we  did  have  a  Censor 
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he  should  be  the  noble  Dake,  whom  I 
do  not  see  present  f  the  Dake  of  Arnll), 
who  is  weU  quaUned  to  perform  woes 
functions ;  bat  that,  agiun,  is  not  a  pras- 
tioal  8ag^;e0tion.    Well,  oaa  we  nava 
expurgation  by  ballot?    That,  a^ain, 
would  seem  a  natural  way  to  get  nd  of 
those  Peers  who  are  nndeairable ;  but 
who  would  be  the  Peers  to  be  got  xid 
of?    I  am  sorry  to  say  that  from  all  that 
I  have  seen  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  for  the  last  two  years  I  am  led 
to  believe  that  the  first  ballot  wonld  be 
not  affunst  the  black  sheep,  but  against 
myseu  and  my  noble  Friends  who  sit  on 
the  front  Opposition  Bench.  Then,  when 
we  come  to  tne  definition  of  black  sbeea 
there  is  a  difficulty  there  again.    If  Sr 
Wilfrid  Lawson  were  asked  to  define 
the  black  sheep  he  would  define  them 
as  the  men  who  took  too  much  wine,  and 
I  believe  the  definition  whioh  wonld  be 
eiven  by  the    strict  teetotaller  of  the 
blackest  sheep  of  all  would  be  the  mode- 
rate drinker.    I  have  seen  a  Oateohiam 
framed  by  members  of  the  Ohnrbh  of 
England  which  lays  it  down  as  almost  a 
mortal  sin  to  enter  Dissenting  places  of 
worship.    The  noble  Ifazquess  the  Loid 
Lieutenant   of  Wiltshire   ]^ointed  out 
on  the  last  occasion  on  which  we  dis- 
cussed this  Bill  that  any  person  iribo 
had  been  twice  on  a  racecourse  should 
be  unfit  to  sit  in  this  House.    When 
you  come  to  your  category  of  offenoaa 
and  the  persons  committing  them  yon 
find  an  insuperable  difficnllgr  which  can 
have  only  one  issue.    The  real  difBcoIfy 
in    your  path  has   been  ignored  this 
evening.    The  difficult  is  the  heredi- 
tary condition  of  this  House.    I  do  not 
wish  to  speak  offensively,  but  these  are 
the  only  words  by  which  I  can  describe 
what  I  mean.    ^Hiis  House  is  not  an  or- 
dinarv  Le^slative  Body  such  as  irrifta 
elsewhere  in  the  universe.    It  is  a  legis- 
lative   caste,    constantiy   recmitedi    I 
grant,  constantlv  renewed  by  the  exsr* 
tions  of  the  noble  Marquess  and  those 
who  have  preceded  him  in  office,  but  stm 
a  legislative  caste;  and  the  measures 
which  are  sufficient  to  deal^th  aneleotifs 
body  are  not  sufficient  to  deal  with  a 
hereditary  body.    My  Lords,  the  pain- 
ful truth  is  this — to  put  it  as  decorondy 
as  I  can — that  a  person  of  very  indifliar- 
ent  character  who  comes  to  a  LegialatiTe 
Body  by  the  process  of  popular  election 
has  a  safer  position  than  a  person  of  an- 
impeachable  character  who  comes  to  a 
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House  by  hereditanr  desoent.  Our  duty, 
therefore,  is  a  singularly  oomplioatedone. 
We  have  not  merely  to  take  the  steps 
which  the  House  of  Uommonsmay  take, 
^and  which  we  are  told  we  have  not  the 
power  to  take,  but  we  have  to  keejp  ab- 
solutely pure,  unspotted,  and  untainted, 
free  from  any  possibility  of  suspicion  of 
iaint,  the  hereditary  constitution  of 
this  Assembly.  The  Bill  of  my  noble 
Priend  will  not  do  that,  nor,  indeed,  is 
it  possible.  His  position,  which  is 
the  reverse  of  the  parable,  is  this — that 
he  is  constructing  an  elaborate  crane  to 
remove  a  large  single  beam,  whereas 
what  we  are  suffering  from  is  an  innu- 
merable multitude  of  motes.  There  are 
three  courses  open  to  us.  There  is  the 
'Course  open  of  voting  for  my  noble 
Friend  opposite;  there  is  the  course 
open  of  voting  for  my  noble  Friend 
below  the  Gtmgway  (the  Earl  of  Fife), 
but  I  not  feel  inclined  to  adopt 
either.  I  feel  in  the  position  of  a 
man  who  says,  ''Any  port  in  a  storm." 
And  the  port  I  select  on  this  occasion 
would  be  the  inauiry  by  Select  Com- 
mittee which  has  been  suggested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell) 
to  ascertain  if  we  have  or  have  not  the 
power  possessed  by  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons.  If  we  have,  it  will  render  the 
Bill  of  my  noble  Friend  unnecessary, 
whereas  if  we  have  not  the  power  we 
may  come  then  to  the  reconsideration 
of  the  subject  with  renewed  freshness 
and  vitality. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
iun  sure  we  shall  all  agree  that  many  of 
the  arguments  used  by  the  noble  £arl 
who  introduced  this  Bill  are  weighty 
And  excellent  arguments  which  cannot 
be  contradicted.  I  fear,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
Amendment  very  courteously  adminis- 
tered a  mild  reproof  to  some  Feers  older 
than  himself  for  the  course  they  have 
taken  in  this  matter ;  but  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  his  principal  argument — 
to  the  effect  that  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords  is  very  desirable  and 
so  important  that  it  should  be  introduced 
4ind  pushed  forward  in  the  most  effec- 
tual manner,  and  that  it  is  injured  in- 
stead of  advanced  by  petty  deiJlng  with 
the  question — ^is  very  much  the  policy, 
right  or  wrong,  which,  owing  to  the 
over-caution  of  old  ag^,  has  been  the 
policy  of  some  of  the  older  Peers  upon 
^hom    he  animadverted.      Now,   with 


regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  arguments  have 
been  addressed  to  your  Lordships  in 
favour  of  and  against  the  Bill ;  and  I 
think  that,  as  not  infrequently  hajppens, 
the  speeches  of  the  learned  Lords  m  this 
House  have  to-niffht  had  more  practical 
importance  than  ^ose  of  lay  Lords.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opjposite  me 
(Lord  Esher)  advanced  criticisms,  some 
of  them  of  a  startling  character,  others 
with  respect  merely  to  minor  details 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  below  me  (Lord  Fitz  Gerald),  while 
arguing  strongly  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
laid  down  positively  the  doctrine  that 
there  is  no  power  in  this  House  to  get 
rid  of  its  delinquent  Members.  Now, 
any  ohiter  dictum  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  must  have  great  weight, 
but  it  is  notable  that  he  gave  no  reasons 
or  argument  in  support  of  his  proposi- 
tion. He  was  foUowed  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor,  who,  without  laying  down 
positively  and  dogmatically  any  pro- 
position upon  the  subject,  pointed 
out  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  is  exceed- 
ingly open  to  doubt  whether  this  Assem- 
bly, like  all  similar  bodies,  had  not  such 
a  power  inherent  in  itself.  My  Lords, 
I  think  that,  especially  after  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down,  who  so  justly  has  taken  the 
lead  with  regard  to  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  will 
see  that  any  Bill  for  the  reform  of  your 
Lordships'  House  ought  to  go  down  to 
another  place  with  very  great  authority 
and  very  gpreat  support  from  this  House. 
It  is  said  that  the  House  of  Commons, 
if  this  BiU  went  down  to  it,  would  take 
advantage  of  that  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  constitution  of  this  House. 
I  have  no  riffht  to  speak  for  any  of  the 
Conservative  Farty  in  the  other  House  ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  that  Party  in  the 
other  House  who  do  not  like  the  prin- 
ciple of  reforming  this  House,  because 
they  think  ^at  if  such  a  reform  were 
once  begun,  it  would  tend  ultimately  to 
destroy  an  institution  which  they  wish  to 
perserve.  On  the  other  hand,  there  are 
in  the  other  House  honourable  Friends 
of  mine  on  the  same  political  side  as 
myself  who  would  be  no  party  to  any 
measures  that  would  strengtnen  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  think,  after  the 
difference  of  opinion  there    has    been 
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mmong  nobia  and  learned  Lordi  »•  to  '  I  was  warmited  in  Mippoaiog  that  I 
what  onr  power  b  in  this  matter,  that  the  '  ihonld  not  hers  mat  witti  diat  ottjectiOD 
•aggeetion  that  we  shonld  inquire  before    at  the  last  moment.    I  aboold  M  quite 


I  act  U  one  which  it  ii  impoMbts  to  )  content,  if  the 
reaiiit.  Therefore,  while  atronglj  agree- 
ing* with  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Oamar*on)  in  wiahiog  to  get  rid  of  what 
ii  a  blot  on  this  Houm,  however  entail, 
I  Tentore  to  expreu  the  hope  that  the 
noble  Earl  will  assent  to  the  conree  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Uarqness  ;  and,  as 
there  are  rasny  of  us  who  would  not 
hare  it  supposed  that  in  the  rote  we  are 
about  to  giTe  we  are  voting  for  the  re- 
tention of  black  sheep  in  this  House,  I 

would  ask  my  noble  Friend  whether  he 
cannot  oonient  to  the  proposal  of  the 
nobte  Haniuets,  and  let  us  vote  upon 
the  previous  question  ? 

The    Earl   of   CAHNAllVON:    My 
Lords,  I  feel  myself  in  some  difficulty 

after  the  appeals  which  have  been  made 

to  me.     I  freely  confess  that  I  should 

infinitely  prefer  the  action  of  the  Oo- 

vemment  on  this  qaeation,  which  is  one 

far  more  befitting  the   Qovemment  to 

deal  with  than  any  private  Member.     It 

falls  within  their  province,  and  they  are 

more  competent  to   speak  in  tones  of 

authority  in  regard  to  it  both  here  and 

in  another  place.    My  noble  Friend  at 

the  head  of  the  Government,  however, 

iiiUHt  remember  that  when  I  first  mooted 

this  [juestion  in  this  House,  he  gave  me 

a  distinct  invitation  to  take  it  up ;  and 

therefore  I  could  not  quite  anticipate, 

without  any  notice,  that  there  had  been 

a    change    of    purpose    on    my    noble 

Friend's  part.    My  noble  Friend  ob- 


■gree  ( 
the  Seoond  BaadiBg,  to  bIIot  5ia  Bill 
to  go  to  a  Select  Oniunittee,  and  would 
accept  the  Aaautm  of  Ae  House  npon 
it  ofaoertnllT.  But  I  fM  that  I  ought 
not  to  be  asked  at  the  last  mument  to 
withdraw  the  measure  altogether. 

The  Amendment  of  the  Earl  of  Fife 
'as,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdravn. 
Then,  the  original  question  being  stated, 
the  prerions  qoestion  was  pat, "  whether 
this  question  be  now  put ; "  Contents 
14;  Not-Oontents73. 

Thb  Eau.  of  SOSEBERT:  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  M arqnem 
whether  the  Qovemment  will  oonsent  to 
the  appointment  of  such  a  Oommlttee 
as  that  suggested  by  tha  noUa  and 
leamedLora(LordHersDh«Il)f  ILsve 
just  voted  for  the  Seoond  Beading,  and 
so  produced  an  appearance  of  diasidenoe 
from  my  noble  Friends,  beoanse  I 
thought  that  the  BUI  should  be  read  a 
seoond  time,  in  order  to  be  refhned  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Eabl  CADOQAN  :  I  understood  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  snggaat  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  on  the 
general  question— not  upon  this  Bill 
simply. 

^BL  OBANVILLE :  The  point  is 
that,  if  the  view  of  the  soUe  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Hersohell)be  oorieet, 
there  will  be  no  necessity  for  any  mea- 
sure of  this  kind. 

The  LOBD  CHANOELLOB  :  I  did 


,„ot«i  to  tti.  Bill,  ud  erm  ..Dt  .o  to   „„,  „„je»to»d  my  Dobl.  and  hcunad 


o  describe  the  e v. 1  which  i^ost  of  us  j.^^^  ^^  ^           ■  ^^g^^^  opinion.  AD 

cnnwledged  as  an  ideal  one      If  that  j^^  ^j^    was  that  he  had  ooWd«rable 

lo,  I  am  at  «  lo" Jo  understand  why  ^^^^^  ^s  to  the  accuracy  of  the  view  pot 

my  noble  Fnend  introduced  the  Bill  of  forward  by  the  noble  and  learned  L^rd 
"     '     ■     "■                                Q-amst- 

.  Ti-11  •           u  3      rm.      I.-  J  j'j  CHOC  oi  me  power  ui  aeaung  with  delin- 

present  Bill  la  moulded.     The  chief  dif-  „^g^^.  Memfie™ 

forence  between  the  two  Bills  was  that  I  ^  m         w.  Ho,-R.a    oi-     aAUHBTTHT  - 

the  two  n..gic.l  word,     or  olh.r.,,,,'  ^^^  ,pjK,i„ia  «  „M  oertaial,  not  b. 

Which  gives  this  House  the  initiative.  .ff  n;,      •.  ,    ■              .i.'   •  ._•_ 
At  the  same  time,  I  now  find  myself 


last  year,  which  was  framed  on  Precisely    ^^^^  pj^^  q^^^^,  ^  ^  jj^^  ^^_ 

tho  same  lines   as  those  on  which  the    „„„„  „.  ,.  „„ ,*  j™it_™  _j*i, 

., .  TJiii  : ij„j      TV-  -i.,--»  ^;»_    ei>oe  »'  "»»  P*>i^er  of  dealing  with 


hioh  is  now  abaolatalj 

proposal  is  made  to  a^ 

..    ,-        .  .     point  a  uommittoe  such  as  I  understood 

particular  point,    fj^^  ^^^^j^   ^^    j^^^^  j^^   oppowte 

Having  prooeeoeo  on  the  assump.    .j^^^  Herschell)  to   suggest,     '^^^ 

%"'.  I  ^^P""^^  «*>«"«  *»'«  ""PP""  °f   vernment  will  ca^fuUv  cSnsidm 


.  .  „, '  ,.        Tj     ■  J    dead  ;  but  if  a  proposal  le  made  to  aih 

a  very  great  difficulty.     Havmg  carried        ;^^'^  Committee  such  as  I  underato^ 

thoquestionupto  this  particular  point,    ?;,„  „„ku    .r,A    i= ^   t^^    onpottte 

„„      .    u>e  Qo- 
vemment will  carefully  consider  the  ad- 


MO,  M.ije.t,'.  Qo,.mmo«,   h.„d   on    .^^im    „(  ,„.j  „  .ppoiotmmt. 

their  own  action  last  year,  and  on  the  ■'     „    *^*.    .  _ 

fnct  that  I  had  received  no  intimation  of 
change  of  mind  on  their  part,  I  think 
Sh-1  Qranvia» 
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NEW  WRIT. 
For  Middlenez  (Enfield  Division),  in 
ihe  room  of  the  Bight  Honourable 
WilHam  Flejdell  Boayerie,  commonly 
oalled  Yiscoont  Folkestone,  now  Earl  of 
Radnor,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

Q  UE  STION  8. 


PABCELS  AND  REGISTERED  LETTERS. 
Mb.  BABTLET  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  when  the  scheme 
for  the  collection  of  trade  charges  on  the 
delivery  of  parcels  and  registered  letters 

will  be  earned  out?  

♦Thb  P08TMA8TEB  OENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikbs,  University  of  Cambridge) :  I 
have  submitted  my  proposals  on  this 
subject  to  the  Treasury,  and  am  now 
awaiting  a  decision. 

THE  BOUNTY  SYSTEM. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Oamlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  could  state 
approximately  the  loss  through  depre- 
ciation or  the  abandonment  of  estates  in 
Her  Majesty's  West  Indian  Colonies 
through  the  adoption  of  the  bounty 
system  by  other  countries,  and  the  con- 
sequent loss  of  trade  to  Ghreat  Britain ; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  un- 
certainty existing  pending  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Convention  by  Parliament, 
he  could  name  a  probable  date  by  which 
the  Bill  will  be  submitted  f 

Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABT  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
j>^  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :  I  re- 
gret that  I  have  no  statistics  which 
would  enable  me  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  information  asked  for  in  the 
first  part  of  his  Question;  as  to  the 
second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  I  must  refer  him  to  the 
answer  given  by  mv  right  hon.  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  on  the 
same  subject  a  few  days  since. 

FIARS'  PRI0E8. 

Mb.  duff  ^Banfishire)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  if,  under  the  existing 
Statutes  regarding  the  striking  of  fiarr 
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prices,  it  was  competent  for  the  Sheriff 
of  the  county  to  accept  affidavits  made 
and  countersigned  by  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace,  and  so  abate  the  great  incon- 
venience of  compelling  personal  attend- 
ance at  the  county  towns  when  the 
fiars'  prices  are  struck;  and,  if  the 
Sheriff  has  not  got  the  power,  would  he 
amend  the  law  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated? 

♦Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBBBTSON,  Bute) :  According  to 
practice,  witnesses  personally  attend  at 
the  Fiars'  Court  in  all  the  counties  ex- 
cept Argyllshire,  in  which  county  the 
evidence  is  taken  on  commission  by 
Sheriff  Substitutes  or  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  I  think,  however,  that,  under 
the  existing  law,  it  would  be  competent 
for  any  Sheriff  to  accept  affidavits, 
although  it  is  obvious  that  the  weight  to 
be  given  to  evidence  untested  by  exami- 
nation in  Court  would,  in  each  case,  be 
for  the  Sheriff  and  Jury  to  determine. 

RAILWAY    RATES. 

Sabl  COMPTON  (Yorkshire,  W.  B., 
Bamsley)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  certain  reso- 
lutions passed  at  a  meeting  held  by  the 
London  Bailway  and  Canal  Charges 
Assodation,  and  of  Affiliated  Associa- 
tions, protesting  against  the  "  increase 
of  maximum  charges  "  proposed  bv  the 
chief  Bailway  Companies  m  the  classi- 
fication and  sshedules  of  rates  deposited 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  accordance 
with  Section  24  of  ''The  Bailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,"  and  against  the 
''  excessive  and  unfair"  terminal  charges 
which  the  Bailway  Companies  propose 
to  add  to  their  maximum  rates;  whether 
the  case  quoted  by  the  chairman  of  that 
meeting  b  correct — that,  in  one  schedule, 
where  the  distance  is  four  miles  ^ 

"  The  prMent  rate  charged  for  ooal  wai  1b.  a 
ton,  whion  wai  alio  the  maximum  rate,  and  the 
new  maximTim  rate  propoaed,  inolading  termi- 
nala,  was  6b.  8d.  per  ton." 

What  answer  has  been  returned  to  the 
above-mentioned  protests;  and,  what 
time  would  be  allowed  for  further  pro- 
test to  be  seat  in  ? 

Sib  £.  BIBKBECK  (Norfolk,  £.) 
also  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  is  now  prepared  to  state 
whether  he  will  extend  the  time  within 
which,  under  the  Bules  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  objections  may  be  sent  in  to  the 
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Olassifications    of     Merchandize     and 
Schedules    of    Maximum    Kates    sub- 
mitted by  Railway  Oompanies    under 
Section  34  of  "  The  Hallway  and  Oanal 
Traffic  Act,  1888"? 
♦The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh, 
Bristol,  W.):  I  presume  the  noble  Lord 
refers  to  the  Railway  and  Oanal  Traders' 
Association,  from  whom  I  have  reoeiyed 
copies  of  Resolutions  objecting  to  the 
proposed  classifications  and  schedules  of 
the  chief  Railway  Oompanies,  in  which 
the  phrases  quoted  are  used.     I  haye, 
however,  not  seen  the  observations  of 
the  Ohairman.      The   Resolutions  are 
under  consideration,  and  the  Executive 
of  the  Association  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  their  views  upon 
them.     With  regard  to  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  question,  and  a  similar 
question  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Norfolk,  and  which  at  my  request  he 
has  postponed  for  some  days,  I  may  say 
that  I  have  been  reluctant  to  extend  the 
time  allowed  for  sending  in  objections  to 
the    proposed    new    classification    and 
rates,  because  any  such  extension  will 
make  it  quite  impossible  that  the  matter 
can  be  settled  this  year.     But  I  have 
found  so  general  a  desire  for  an  exten- 
sion of  time  among  traders  and  agricul- 
turists in  all  parts  of  the  country  that, 
feeling  the  importance  of  full  considera- 
tion of  a  matter  which  has  to  be  settled 
once  for  all,  I  have  decided  to  extend 
the  time  for  eight  weeks — namely,  to 
June  3rd. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) : 
I  beg  to  ask  if  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  can  give  any  idea  as  to 
the  costs  an  individual  trader  might 
incur  in  lodging  objections  and  taking 
procedure,  as  provided  by  the  Railway 
and  Oanal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  to  protect 
his  interests ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  unanimous  opinion  expressed  at  all 
the  meetings  held  throughout  the 
country,  the  Government  will  now  agree 
to  extend  the  time  for  lodging  objec- 
tions, which  was  fixed  by  the  Act  to 
expire  on  April  9  next,  to  June  9  next? 
*SiR  MICHAEL  HI0K8-BEA0H: 
As  far  as  the  Board  of  Trade  are  con- 
cerned, no  costs  need  be  incurred  by 
any  person  making  objections  with 
which  they  are  empowered  to  deal.  It 
is  obviously  impossible  to  give  any  idea 
as  to  the  costs  which  may  be  incurred 
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by  persons  lodnng  objections  with  the 
Railway  Oommissioners. 

THE  POLICE. 
Mr.  BRADLAUOH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of   State  for  the 
Home    Department    whether   he    waa 
aware  that,  on  the  2l8t  January,  Alfred 
Smith,   of  4,    Emerald    Street,    being 
aroused  by  cries  of  ''  murder,"  came  out 
of  his  house,  and  found  Police  Oonatable 
Kendal  beating  a  young  man ;  whether 
Alfred  Smith,  to  prevent  serious  result, 
took  away  the  policeman's  truncheon; 
whether,  on  29th  January,  Alfred  Smith 
was  for  this  fined  128.  and  costs  by  Mr. 
Yaughan,  on  a  charge  of  obstraoting 
the    constable;  whether  Alfred    Smi£ 
was  further    summoned,   on  7th  Feb- 
ruary, for  detaining  the  truncheon,  and 
whether  such  summons  was,  after  care- 
ful hearing,  dismissed  by  Sir  J.  Ingham, 
the  truncheon  having  been  shown  to 
have  been  laid  on  the  doorstep ;  whether 
Alfred    Smith    was   now  sued  in    the 
Oounty  Oourt  by  the  Receiver  General 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police  for  £1  Ss., 
as  the  actual  value  of  such  truncheon ; 
whether  he  would  state  the  price  per 
truncheon  really  paid  by  the  GFovem- 
ment ;  and  whether  these  repeated  pro- 
ceedings   had    been    taken    with    his 
consent  ? 

The  SEORETARTof  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Oommissioner  of  Police 
that  he  has  no  knowledge  of  the 
fact  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  A 
man  assaulted  P.  0.  Kendal  and  another 
constable,  and  has  been  fined  by  the 
Magistrates  for  these  assaults,  omitb 
took  away  the  policeman's  truncheon, 
and  was  fined  as  stated  in  the  third 
paragraph.  The  Ohief  Oommisaioner 
is  not  aware  that  the  truncheon  was  laid 
on  the  doorstep.  The  summons  men* 
tioned  in  the  fourth  paragraph  was  dis- 
missed on  the  7th  February,  the  learned 
Magistrate  remarking — 

**  That  he  did  bo  because  the  polioe  wars 
unable  to  prove  that  the  truncheon  was  in  the- 
possession  of  Smith  when  the  summont  wa» 
applied  for,  and  that  the  proper  oourse  was  to- 
sue  Smith  in  the  County  Court.** 

Accordingly  Smith  has  now  been  sued 
m  the  Oounty  Court  for  the  value  of  the^ 
tarunoheoii— namely,    28.,    and    for   £1 
damages  for    illegal  detention    of  th^ 
same.     The  price  of  the  truncheon  waa 
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28.  The  sanotion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  Dot  asked  for,  nor  was  it 
necessary  with  reference  to  any  of  these 
proceedings,  which  were  all  taken  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  law. 

ABMY  STORES  AT  WEEDON. 

Mb.  HANBIJB7  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  was 
the  quantity  of  the  various  small  arms 
and  tents  in  the  warehouse  of  the 
Oovemment  Army  Stores  at  Weedon 
recently  destroyed  by  fire;  what  was 
the  quantity  saved;  and,  whether, 
judg^g  from  previous  stocktaking^, 
and  the  fact  that  it  was  full  in  nearly 
every  department,  there  was  between 
£90,000  and  £i20,000worth  of  Govern- 
ment property  in  the  building  ? 
♦The  8E0RETABY  pob  WAR  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
At  the  time  of  the  fire  the  Weedon  ware- 
house contained  about  £130,000  worth 
of  stores,  consisting  mainly  of  tents, 
swords,  and  lances.  About  £62,000 
worth  of  these  were  destroyed. 

RICHMOND  PRISON,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  HANBURY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  what  precautions  were 
taken,  knd  what  alterations  were  made 
in  the  sanitary  arrangements  of  Rich- 
mond Prison,  Dublin,  between  the  time 
when  it  was  disused  as  a  prison  and  the 
time  when  it  was  first  occupied  by 
troops,  when  it  was  so  disused  by 
prisoners  and  when  it  was  first  used  by 
troops? 
♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  said:  The  Rich- 
mond Prison  was  vacated  by  prisoners 
on  the  31st  of  March,  1888,  and  occu- 
pied as  Wellington  Barracks  by  troops 
on  the  28th  of  September  following. 
During  the  intervening  half-year  3l 
water-closets  and  drains  connected  with 
them  were  removed  from  the  interior 
of  the  building  and  replaced  by  earth- 
closets  outside.  Windows  were  en- 
larged, and  additional  provision  made 
for  ablution  and  cooking.  The  sanitary 
arrangements  were  concurred  in  by  the 
medical  authorities.  These  works  having 
been  carried  out,  I  authorized  the  use 
of  the  buildings  as  a  barrack  for  tem- 
porary purposes. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  whether, 
when  those  barracks  were  taken  over 
by  the  military  authorities,  any  sum 
was  paid  to  the  Civil  Service  ? 


♦Mr.   E.    STANHOPE:    No,  Sir;   I 
believe  not. 

THE  MACCLESFIELD  SAVINGS   BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Ghreen, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  report  of  the  trial  of  the 
actuary  or  clerk  who  embezzled  the 
funds  of  the  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank^ 
at  which  trial  the  Judge,  in  passing  sen- 
tence, severely  commented  upon  the 
carelessness  and  negligence  of  the  trus- 
tees and  managers ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Qovernment  will 
order  an  inquiry  under  the  Act  of  1887  ? 
♦The  chancellor  of  thbEXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Oosohen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  Before  the  hon. 
Member's  question  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  the  Treasury  had  received  a 
report  from  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners oalliD^  attention  to  the  defalca- 
tions at  the  Macclesfield  Savings  Bank, 
and  recommending  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  held  under  the  Act  of  1887. 
The  Treasury  are  of  opinion  that  an 
investigation  is  called  for  by  the  cir- 
cumstajQoes,  and  the  Treasury  Solicitor 
will  be  instructed  to  make  an  applica- 
tion to  the  High  Court  to  appoint  a 
Commissioner  to  hold  a  local  inquiry,  as 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Ciurdiff 
Bank. 

CAPTAIN  SEaRAVE,  R.M. 

Mb.M AC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
what  inquiries  were  made  as  to  the 
antecedents  of  Mr.  Segrave,  and  his 
competence  to  fill  a  judicial  office,  on  his 
appointment  as  a  Kesident  Magistrate 
in  October  1886  ;  were  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment aware  that  Mr.  Segrave  had 
three  times  failed  to  obtain  by  examina- 
tion a  Commission  in  the  Army,  and 
that  on  two  of  these  three  occasions 
he  had  failed  to  pass  a  qualify- 
ing examination;  and,  were  the 
Government  aware  that  in  September 
1885  Mr.  Seg^ave's  services  in  the  Cape 
Forces  had  been  dispensed  with,  as 
appears  by  the  Cape  OauttSy  he  having 
been  previously  placed  under  arrest  for 
the  embezzlement  of  money  belonging 
to  soldiers  under  his  command  ? 
*8iR  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  I  am  ob- 
liged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  asking 
me  this  question,  as  it    gives    me    an 
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opportimitj  of  stating  that  any  respon- 
sioility  rests  with  me,  and  not  at  all 
with  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for 
Lreland.  I  can  only  speak  as  to  the 
droumstances  of  that  appointment  from 
9iy  recollection  of  a  matter  which  took 
place  two  and  a  half  years  ago,  but  I 
am  quite  sure  that  I  gaye  yery  great 
personal  attention  to  the  inquiry  into 
the  testimonials  which  must  haye  been 
produced  by  Captain  Segraye,  both  by 
letter  and  oral,  and  I  referred  the  testi- 
monials to  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  his 
consideration  with  regard  to  the  judicial 
qualifications  of  Captain  Segraye.  Of 
course  the  points  referred  to  in  the 
second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question  were  not  in  any  way 
brought  under  my  notice.  On  the  con- 
trary, Captain  Segraye  was  recom- 
mended to  me  as  a  Eoman  Catholic 
gentleman,  whose  claims  to  such  an 
appointment  had  been  f  ayourably  looked 
upon  by  Lord  Aberdeen,  and  whose 
record  of  seryioe  at  the  Cape  was  a  good 
dne.  If  the  statements  in  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs  are  true,  it  is 
obvious  that  I  was  deceiyed. 

lb.  MAC  N£ILL  asked  whether  the 
testimonials  were  genuine  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :   Tes,  Sir, 
they  were  perfectly  genuine. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  No  forgeries? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
papers,  including  the  testimonials  and 
correspondence,  connected  with  this  ap- 
po!nti:^ent  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 
>BiB  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  haye 
already  stated  that  I  only  speak  from 
lecoUeotion.  My  difficulty  is  that  testi- 
monials are  neyer,  as  I  belieye  consi- 
dered as  official  documents.  They  remain 
^ith  the  Chief  Secretary,  to  whom  they 
may  be  addressed,  and  I  haye  been  un- 
able, after  careful  search,  to  lay  my 
hand  on  those  documents. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (NotUnghamshire, 
Sushdiffe)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Uie  Colonies  on  what  date 
a  communication  was  first  sent  by  the 
dolonial  Office  to  the  Goyemment  of 
Chpe  Colony  respecting  the  charges 
made  in  this  House  on  19th  December, 
1888,  against  Captain  Segraye,  KM., 
and  the  date  on  which  any  reply  was 
receiyed  from  the  Ooyemment  of  Cape 
Colony  ? 

Baron  HENEY  db  WORMS :  The 
^rst  conmiunication  made  by  the  Colo- 
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nial  Office  to  the  Cape  Gk>yemment  was 
sent  by  the  mail  on  the  4th  of  January, 
that  being  the  first  mail  which  left  after 
the  29th  of  December,  on  which  day 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  requested  by 
the  Irish  Office  to  make  inquiry  into  the 
allegations  made  against  Captain  Se- 
graye. Not  receiying  a  reply  from  the 
Cape  Ooyemment,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
at  the  request  of  the  Irish  Office,  tele- 
graphed on  the  16th,  and  again  on  the 
19th,  and  yesterday  the  following  reply 
was  receiyed — 

'*Cape  Town,  March  19th.~  Referring  to 
^oor  telegram  of  the  16th  of  March,  Minifters 
inform  me  that  Lieatenant  Segraye  was  in  Jnly , 
1885»  dismiflsed  from  the  Gape  Infantry  for  gross 
neglect  and  breach  of  trust." 

An  hon.  Msmbbb  :  ''  Remember  Hit- 
chelstown ! " 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby):  In  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  I  will 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
the  question  which  I  asked  the  other 
night,  whether  in  this  Tote  on  Account 
is  included  the  salary  of  Mr.  Segraye, 
who,  I  belieye,  was  the  magistrate  at 
Mitchelstown. 

♦The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  Ae  Chief  Secre- 
tary will  be  in  his  place  in  a  few  minutes, 
and  will  be  able  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 

THE    OUTRAGE    ON    MR.    AND     MISS 

OREAGH. 
Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.),  asked  the  Soli- 
citor Oeneral  for  Ireland  whether  the 
police  had  made  any  arrests  in  connec- 
tion with  the  outrage  on  Mr.  and  Miss 
Creagh,  near  Quin,  on  Sunday,  10th 
inst. ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
entire  police  force  of  the  district,  num- 
bering eight  constables,  were,  at  the 
time  the  outrage  was  perpetrated,  sta- 
tioned at  the  gates  of  Ulooney  Catholic 
Church,  within  less  than  one  mile  of 
the  scene  of  the  outrage— and,  if  so, 
would  he  inform  the  House  with  what 
object  the  police  were  posted  there; 
whether  his  attention  had  been  directe<i 
to  the  letter  of  the  Rey.  D.  A.  Hogan, 
C.C.,  Honorary  Secretary  Quin  and 
Clooney  National  League,  in  the  Ftm- 
mafi%  Journal  of  15th  met.,  denouncing 
the  outrage  on  behalf  of  his  parish- 
ioners; and  whether,  in  yiew  of  this 
statement,  the  police  had  reason  to  be- 
lieye   that  the  outrage  was  agrarian. 
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Wm  the  ri|^ht  hoii.  Gtentleman  aware 
that  an  indignation  meeting  had  been 
held  in  the  nariah  to  denounce  the  out- 
rage upon  this  gentleman  ? 

In  SOUOITOB  QENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  ICaddbm,  Univeraity 
of  DaUin) :  The  Constabulary  Autho- 
rities report  that  so  far  no  arrests 
have  been  made  in  connection  with 
tbib  firinff  upon  Mr.  and  Miss 
Greagh.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
entire  police  force  of  Uie  district  was 
engaged  as  alleged  in  the  second  para- 

apn.  The  men  of  one  station  atten- 
Olooney  Chapel  as  usual,  and  after 
DiTine  Serrice  remained  a  short  time,  as 
placards  had  been  posted  announcing 
that  a  collection  would  be  made  in  aid  of 
the  Indemnity  Fund  by  the  local  branch 
ci  the  National  League,  which  was  sup- 
pressed as  an  illegal  association.  Clooney 
uhapel  is  not  less  than  one  mile  as 
alleged,  but  it  is  two  miles  from  the 
scene  of  the  outrage.  I  understand  that 
the  letter  referred  to  did  appear  in  the 
newspaper.  The  police  have  reason  to 
beliere  that  the  outrage  was  agrarian. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  has  been  the 
third  occasion  on  which  Mr.  Creagh  was 
fired  at  since  he  evicted  a  tenant  in  1 87 1 . 

THE  ROBERTTOWN  BOARD  SCHOOL. 

Ma.  WOODHEAD  rjork,  W.B., 
Span  Valley)  asked  the  vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  inspector  of  schools  for 
the  district  had  on  two  successive  years 
reported  that  the  Board  School  at 
Boberttown,  Liversedge,  Yorkshire, 
does  not  afford  sufficient  accommoda- 
tion for  the  children  in  attendance,  and 
whether  the  Board  has  been  threatened 
with  a  withdrawal  of  the  grant  if  the 
accommodation  be  not  increased ;  whe- 
ther the  plans  prepared  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  building,  with  a  view  to 
obtaining  a  loan,  were  submitted  to  the 
Bdncation  Department  in  September 
last,  and  provisionally  approved  by 
them ;  whether  the  plans  have  since 
been  returned  to  the  Board,  with  an  in- 
timation that,  unless  the  additional  ac- 
commodation proposed  to  be  made  were 
rodoced  by  26  places,  the  sanction  of 
the  Department  would  be  withheld; 
whether  the  Board  thereupon  ascer- 
tained, and  reported  to  the  Depart- 
ment, that  the  proposed  reduction  would 
effect  a  saving  of  only  £18,  and  would 
also  occasion  serious  inconvenience  as 


regards  the  mixed  department,  and, 
therefore,  asked  the  Department  to  re- 
consider its  objection  to  the  proposed 
plans;  whether  it  was  in  consequence 
of  the  representations  of  the  Yicar  of 
Boberttown  that  the  Department  has 
withdrawn  its  approval  of  the  plans, 
and  continued  to  msist  on  the  proposed 
reduction  of  accommodation ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  in- 
habitants have,  in  public  meeting, 
expressed  their  approval  of  the  Boardrs 
plans,  and  of  the  proposed  expendi- 
ture, the  Department  will,  for  the  sake 
of  a  savins  of  only  £18,  involving  the 
sacrifice  of  26  places,  continue  to  insist 
on  an  alteration  of  the  plans  before 
sanctioning  a  loan  ? 

The  vice  PBESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dykb,  Kent, 
Dartford):  The  facts  as  stated  in  the 
first  three  paragraphs  are  correct.  The 
Department  are  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  26  places  would  cost  only  £18  or 
that  the  reduction  would  cause  incon- 
venience. The  reduction  of  the  places 
was  caused  not  by  the  representations  of 
the  Vicar,  but  by  the  fact  that  the 
school,  including  the  enlargement  now 
sanctioned,  would  supply  sufficient  ac- 
commodation. The  last  paragraph 
rests  upon  a  misapprehension.  The 
Department  have  no  power  to  sanc- 
tion a  loan  for  building  on  the  se- 
curity of  the  Bates,  unless,  to  use  the 
words  of  the  Statute,  they  are 
satisfied  that  the  amount  of  accommoda- 
tion is  required  for  the  educational 
wants  of  the  District.  The  Department 
are  not  satisfied  of  this,  and  therefore 
they  cannot  alter  their  decision.  But 
the  School  Board  are  themselves  at 
liberty,  without  the  sanction  of  the  De- 
partment, to  spend  what  they  please  out 
of  the  Bates. 

CATHOLIC  MAGISTRATES. 
Ma.  LANE  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther it  was  a  fact  that  there  was  no 
Catholic  Magistrate  resident  in  the 
Petty  Sessions  of  Castlemartyr ;  upon 
what  grounds  did  Lord  Bandon  recom- 
mend Messrs.  Gkeen  and  Dring  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  be  lately  appointed 
to  vacancies  on  the  Bench  in  thia 
district ;  is  Mr.  Green  an  Englishman, 
having  no  property  in  the  district ;  doea 
Mr.  Dring  own  any  property  in  the 
district ;  were  the  names  of  some  suit- 
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able  Catholic  gentlemen  submitted  to 
Lord  Bandon  for  those  yacandes ;  and 
whether,  as  there  was  not  a  single 
Catholic '  Magistrate  in  the  contiguous 
Petty  Sessions  Districts  of  Youghal  and 
Oastlemartyr,  he  would  recommend  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  favourably  consider 
8  direct  memorial  from  each  of  those 
districts? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
in  1881  a  Eoman  Catholic  gentleman 
who  resided  in  Castlemartyr  was 
appointed  to  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  County  Cork.  This  gentleman 
now  resides  temporarily  elsewhere,  but 
during  the  last  two  years  he  has  at- 
tended Petty  Sessions  on  several  occa- 
sions. Messrs.  Green  and  Dring  were  in 
1881  recommended  for  the  Commission 
K>1  the  Peace  by  Lord  Baodon,  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  fit  and  proper 
persons  to  be  appointed.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  whether  Mr.  Oreen 
was  or  was  not  an  Englishman,  but  the 
fact  of  his  being  an  Englishman  would 
be  no  disqualification.  Mr.  Green 
resides  in  the  district,  and  is  possessed 
in  right  of  his  wife  of  landed  property 
there.  Mr.  Dring  is  the  only  son  and 
heir  of  a  gentleman  80  years  of  age,  and 
possessed  of  an  estate  in  the  district. 
Mr.  Dring  acts  as  his  father's  agent  and 
manager.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether   the    names   of  any    Catholic 

gentlemen  were  submitted  to  the  Lord 
hancellor,  but  the  desire  of  Lord 
Bandon  is  simply  to  secure  the  appoint- 
ment of  fit  and  proper  persons. 

THE  P0N80NBY  ESTATE. 

Mb.  lane  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Lreland  whether  the  Cork  Ghrand 
Jury  had  given  the  Land  Corporation 
£175  for  the  alleged  malicious  burning 
of  some  mud- built  houses  on  the  Pon- 
sonby  Estate,  the  amount  to  be  levied 
off  the  parish  of  Clonpriest;  whether  he 
would  mform  the  House  why  compensa- 
tion was  granted  to  this  association  and 
not  to  the  owner  of  the  property;  was 
the  house  occupied  at  the  time  of  the 
bumine  by  emergency  men  and  police ; 
and  did  one  of  the  policemen  claim  and 
receive  a  sum  of  £22  iOs.  from  the 
Ghrand  Jury  fur  money  which  he  alleges 
he  lost  in  the  fire  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  understand  that  the 
Cork  Ghrand  Jury  have  given  the  Land  Cor- 
poration £175  for  the  burning  of  houses 
on  the  Ponsonby  Estate,  the  amount  to 
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be  levied  off  the  parish  of  Clonpriest, 
and  that  no  compensation  could  be 
granted  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  as  he 
made  no  application.  The  Land  Cor- 
poration were  at  the  time  in  occupation 
of  the  houses  in  question.  The  house 
was  occupied  by  police  and  emergency 
men  at  the  time  it  was  burned ;  one  of 
the  policemen  claimed  and  received 
£22  10  from  the  Grand  Jury  for  a  watch 
and  money  which  he  lost  in  the  fire. 

Mb.  lane  :  Were  the  Land  Corpora- 
tion asked  if  they  were  the  owners  or 
tenants  of  the  property  or  had  any 
interest,  and  did  they  decline  to 
answer  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  there  was  anything  illegal 
10  the  transaction. 

Mb  COX :  Is  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  Land  Corporation  was  interested  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  madden  :  No. 

FAIR  RENTS. 
Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  County,  Leix) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Abbeylaix 
Union  many  hundreds  of  originating 
notices  to  fix  fair  rents,  which  were 
served  in  September  and  October  1887 
under  the  Act  of  that  year,  have  not  yet 
been  heard,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
many  landlords  are  still  exacting  the 
old  rents  can  he  say  when  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  will  sit  in  that  Union  to 
hear  these  oases  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  a  Sub- Commission 
sat  in  the  Abbeyleix  Union  in  September 
last,  at  which  sitting  nearly  one  hundred 
of  the  cases  in  which  notices  were  re- 
ceived from  22nd  August,  1887,  were  die- 
pased  of.  The  totid  number  of  cases 
unheard  in  the  Union  at  the  present 
date,  including  those  not  disposed  of  at 
that  sitting,  is  852.  The  Commissioners 
are  at  present  unable  to  fix  the  date  of 
the  next  sitting,  having  regard  to  the 
claims  of  other  districts. 

CYPRUS  AND  THE  TURKISH  TRIBUTE, 

Colonel  BBIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether,  having  regard  to  the 
statement  he  made  in  the  House  on  the 
26th  November,  1888,  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  to  make  any  arrangement 
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for  tha  oommntatioii  of  the  Tnrkuh 
tribata  pud  by  Pyprg»  ? 

*Tk»  OHAMCELLOB  of  the  EX- 
OHEQTTEB:  I  am  not  in  a  poaition  to 
add  aajthing  to  the  statement  which  I 
made  on  the  26th  of  November,  to  which 
the  hon.  Ifember  r^ers.  Diplomatic  as 
well  aa  financial  ooneiderations  are  in- 
volred  which  aononnd  the  qaestion 
«ith  a  variety  of  difflcultiee. 

THS  I«ED  CHAHCELLOB  OF  IRELAlfD. 
Un.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  how  often  the  Lord 
Ohanoellor  had  sat  in  the  Irish  Conrt  of 
Appeal  within  the  past  12  months  in 
«aaea  in  which  Divisional  or  Resident 
U^istrates  were  parties ;  whether  the 
decuioB  of  the  Appeal  Oonrt  in  each 
«ase  was  in  favour  of  the  maoiatrste  ; 
and  was  there  any  precedent  in  England 
Jbr  a  Hember  of  the  Cabinet  sitting  as 
Lord  Chanoellor  in  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  caaea  of  like  nature  ? 

•Hm.  MADDEN  :  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  is,  under  the  Judicature  Act, 
the  statatable  President  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal.  This  Court  has  no  juriadic- 
tioa  in  oriminal  cases,  and  can  only 
Iiear  oases  conversant  with  dvil 
rights.  The  Lord  Chancellor,  like  all 
hu  Aedeoessors,  has  fulfilled  his  duty 
by  sitting;  in  the  Court  in  oil  coses 
iniioh  oome  before  it.  It  would  not,  I 
•nbmit,  be  proper  to  make  inquiries  of 
the  nature  niggeated  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  question.  The 
nature  and  revolt  of  the  cases  which 
come  before  the  Ooort  can  be  ascer- 
tained by  any  person  who  desires  it  by 
means  of  the  reports  whiuh  ordinarily 
appear  is  the  public  Press,  As  regards 
the  last  paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  Lord  Chaocellor  of  England  invari- 
ably presides  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
-withont  regard  to  who  may  be  the 
partiaa  to  the  oases  which  come  before 
him,  and  (when  hie  other  duties  permit) 
in  the  Privy  Council  and  Court  of 
AppeaL 

THE  MUBDBE  OP  INSPECTOR  MARTIN. 
Ha.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Solici- 
tor Gcmeral  flor  Ireland  what  number  of 
pereona  arrested  by  the  constabulary  in 
tha  Gireedore  district  for  allied  com- 
plietW  in  the  murder  of  District  Inspec- 
tor Martin  have  rinoe  been  released ;  in 
bow  many  of  the  oaaee  was  the  arrest 
made  b7  wairaot;    and    against  how 
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many  of  them  hod  there  been  informa- 
tion sworn  f 
*Ur.   UADDEN:  The  OonstabDloiy 

authorities  report  that  44  pereoos  have 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  the  mnr- 
derofDistrictlnspectorHartin.  Twenty- 
tfaree  of  these  were  subsequently  re- 
leased, of  whom,  however,  two  have 
been  re-arrested  on  further  evidenoe. 
None  of  the  arrests  were  made  by  war- 
rant or  on  sworn  information,  but  on 
private  information  received  by  the 
police. 

DUBLIN  BARRACKS. 
Mr.  MURPHT(DubUn,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Sooretaiy  of  State  for  War 
when  the  Report  on  the  Sanitary  Con- 
dition of  Dublin  Barracks,  recently  laid 
upon  the  Table,  will  be   accessible  to 


•Mb.  E.  STANHOPE;  There  were 
several  large  plans  connected  with  this 
report  which  delayed  its  completion ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Stanhope]  hoped  it  would 
be  out  before  many  days. 

RESULT  FEES. 
Hs.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklov, 
E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ire- 
land if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  had 
refused  to  pay  result  fees  to  Mr.  Jamea 
Ryan,  of  Trooperstown  National  School, 
Sathdrum,  county  Wioklow,  for  giving 
instruction  in  agriculture,  on  the  groond 
that  such  instruction  was  given  both 
within  and  out  of  the  ordinary  school 
hours ;  and,  if  so,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  award  the  fees  for  the  work 
actually  done  T 

«Mk.  madden  :  The  Commiasionsra 
of  National  Education  inform  me  that  it 
is  a  fact  that  result  fees  have  been  re- 
fused in  the  case  in  question,  on  the 
ground  that  the  instavction  had  been 
given,  contrary  to  rule,  partly  outaide 
of  school  hours.  The  Oommtsuonera 
have  no  power  to  award  any  remit 
fees  under  tbe  cirouoiatances. 

EXCISE  DUTT. 
Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow)  asked  tha 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (l),i{ 
it  was  true  that  there  is  a  large  brewety 
established  at  Poena  by  Messrs.  Ueakin 
and  Co.,  and  that  under  a  Government 
Resolution,  No.  34,  dth  January,  I8U, 
the  malt  liquor  brewed  in  this  firm  it 
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•zeinpted  from  the  payment  of  any  Ex- 
cise Duty,  and  that,  under  Oovemment 
Besolution,  No.  1,652,  2nd  March  1886, 
a  wholesale  licence  was  granted  to 
Meesrs.  Meakin  and  Oo.  for  the  side  of 
tbeir  malt  liquors  in  Bombay  for  a  fee 
of  50  rupees ;  (2),  if  it  was  true  that  tihere 
are  in  all  68  other  wholesale  licences  in 
the  town  and  island  of  Bombay  charged 
sums  varying  from  100  to  1,000  rupees ; 
r8),  why  was  it  that  Messrs.  Meakin  and 
Co.  pay  no  Excise  Duty,  and  obtain  a 
wholesale  licence  on  exceptionally 
favourable  terms;  (4),  were  the  malt 
liquors  brewed  by  Messrs.  Meakin  and 
Ck>.  the  same  as  those  described  as 
''  Ooyemment  porter,  of  1 1  per  cent 
strength,  and  Gk>yemment  ale,  11*7  per 
tent  strength,  of  proof  spirit,"  on  page 
12  of  the  Heport  of  the  Bombay  Abkari 
Oommission,  1885;  if  not,  can  he  state 
what  is  the  alcoholic  strength  of  Meakin's 
beer  and  porter ;  (5),  was  any  other  firm 
of  brewers  in  India  exempted  from  the 
payment  of  Excise  Duty;  (6), whether  his 
attention  had  been  caUed  to  the  state- 
ment on  the  same  page  of  the  Report, 
that  the  tax  on  toddy  was  6  rupees  on 
40  gallons  in  1 885,  and  that  its  alcoholic 
strong tb  increases  r*  per  cent  in  24  hours, 
and  is  he  aware  that  large  quantities 
of  toddy  are  consumed  freshly  drawn 
from  the  tree,  in  which  state  it  is  entirely 
free  from  alcohol ;  (7),  was  he  aware 
that  the  Duty  on  imported  malt  liquors 
is  only  one  anna  per  gallon,  while  that 
on  toddy,  whether  alcoholic  or  not,  is  an 
average  of  two  annas  per  gallon ;  (8), 
was  he  aware  that  there  is  a  widespread 
feelins;  of  discontent  all  over  the  Bombay 
Fresiiiency  with  regard  to  these  in- 
equalities of  taxation,  which  found  ex- 
p^ssion  in  the  evidence  given  before  the 
above-mentioned  Oommission,  and  that 
tb^e  Report  of  the  Commission  recom- 
mtods  an  assimilation  of  the  Duties  on 
xnalt  liquors  and  toddy ;  and  (9),  was  it 
the  intention  of  the  Bombay  Government 
to  carry  out  this  recommendation  by  rais- 
ing the  Duty  on  imported,  and  the  Excise 
on  malt  liquors  manufactured  within 
their  j  urisdiction  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gk)BST, 
Oiatham):  (l)  (2)  (3)  and  (5).  No 
eocoeptional  favour  is  shown  to  Messrs. 
Meakin  and  Co.  Malt  liquor  is  not 
eharged  with  Excise  Duty  in  Bombay, 
nor,  so  far  as  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
mware,  in  any  other  Province  of  India. 

Mr.  Caim$ 


Messrs.  Meakin's  wholesale  licence  i» 
for  malt  liquor  only.    The  lieenoee  witb 
which  theirs  is  compared  are  for  wines,, 
beers,  and  spirits.     (4)  The  Seeretaiy 
of  State  cannot  identify  the  beer  and 
spirits  mentioned  as  Messrs.  M^akin'a^ 
nor  does  he  know  the  precise  alcoholic- 
strength  of  their  fiquor.   (S)  (7)  and  (8> 
The  Secretary  of  &^te  is  aware  of  me- 
facts    stated.      (9)    The    Secretary    of 
State  has    not    been  informed  by  the 
Governor  of  Bombay  whether  it  is  their 
intention  to  raise  the  duty,  and  estab- 
lish an  excise,  on  malt  liquor. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question, 

*SiB  J.  0CR8T  said  the  Secretary  of 
State  was    not    able    to-  identify   the- 
particular  ale  and  porter  menttoned  in 
the  report. 

Mb.  CAINE  :  Do  not  the  Gbverament 
buy  their  ale  and  porter  from  Messrs* 
Meakin  and  Co.  ? 

^SiR  J.  GORST :  I  must  have  notice  of 
that  question. 

THE  SUBMARINE  COMPANY'S 
EMPLOYES. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Oalway)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  if  he  could 
state  whether  the  Submarine  Company'a 
employes  would  be  placed  upon  the^ 
permanent  establishment  or  not  when 
that  Company^s  t^graphs  were  takea 
over  by  the  Government  ? 
*Mb.  RAIKES:  In  reply  to  the 
honourable  Member,  I  have  to  state- 
that  most  of  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company's  employes  will  be  placed 
upon  the  permanent  establishment  whea 
that  Company's  telegraphs  are  trans- 
ferred to  the  rost  Ofi&e. 

PARLIAMENTABY  PKINTINa. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAMB  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  how  it  happened 
that  the  printing  of  the  House  was  done^ 
on  such  terms  as  to  be  almost  beyond 
the  endurance  of  man;,  and,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  see  their 
way  to  introduce  an  Eight  Hours'  Clause 
into  all  contracts  for  printing  done  for 
the  House  ? 

The  SECRETARY  Ta  the  TREA^ 
SURY  (Mr.  Jaoksok,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  prsk- 
sume  that  the  hon.  Member  refers  not  t<v 
the  printing  of  the  Votes  and  PtooeedingS|. 
but  to  the  printing  of  ReportaandPaperSk. 
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TUm  is  dene  imdw  a  oontraot  whieh,  *M&.  GK)SOHEN :  A  plan  is  now  under 

in  aoooffdanoe  with  direetionB  giTen  bj  the  consideration  of  the  Board  of  InUnd 

BMolntMms  paasad   by  the   Hoaee  of  Revenue  for  transfbrring  a  part  of  the 

Obmmonein  1883  on  the  reoommenda-  work  at  present  done  in  the  oAee  of 

tiim  of  a  joint  Select  Oommittee  of  both  the  OoUeotor  of  Inland    Revenue,    at 

HraMS,  was  submitted  to  competition  Ghreat  Winchester  Street,  to  the  Receiver 

in  1886.    There  is  alwajs  great  pressure  General.    The  scheme   involves  n^  in- 

nl  tiie  opening  of  the  Sessions  of  Parlia-  crease  of  staflF,  though  it  may  involve  a 

m&ntg  owing  to  the  amount  of  printing  transfer  from  one  office  to  the  other.  Na 

loqidred  for  Accounts  and  Papers,  and  auestion  has  been  raised  of  increaning 

MMeiaUy  for  the  Estimates.    1  do  not  tne  salary  of  the  Receiver  Oeneral.     If 

think  that   so  long  as  the   system  of  the  scheme  is  adopted,  no  officers  will 

mining  contracts  oy  open  competition  be  retired  on  pensions  in  consequence  of 

ia    maintained,    the    Government   can  it.    It  is  impossible  as  yet  to  say  what 

interfere  between  contractors  and  their  would  be  the  amount  of  the  saving ;  but, 

wovkmen,    either  by    insisting   on  an  of  course,  the  scheme  will  only  be  adopted 

eight   hoars'    rule,   or    in    any    other  if  it  leads  to  economy.     The  amount  of 

manner.  Excise  and  Income  Tax  collected  at  the 

Mb.  HOWELL   asked  whether  the  ^^^  in  question  was  about  £2,800,000' 

hum.  Gentleman  admitted  that  the  work  *<>'•  the  year  ending  the  Slst  of  Decern  - 

was   done    under    intolerable    circum-  ^o'-      No    representations    have    been 

•tanoes?  made  to  me  tnat  inconvenience  will  be 

Mb.  JACKSON  did  not  admit  that.  '*"'^.„*y  *''«  proposed«ohemo.    There 

In  the  answer  which  he  gaye  the  other  J*" '^      /"       «"^  Great  Wmohester 

dv  t«  "id  that  the  priStere  had  beep  Street,   and  an    official  authomed    t^ 

waking  under   great    prewure,     and  receive  Uxee,  though  part  of  the  work 

•ImnrttotheatmMtof  t£eit  endi^oe.  ^''^^T  ^'  °®«%?^»K^*  ^«  *"">"- 

He  beUeTed  that  to  hare  been  the  fact,  '«™«*  *«  *^«  «««»»'•'  »«''»«^- 
bni  from,  circumstances  over  which  he 

Jiad  no  control,   he   did  not  think  it  TRADE  WAGES, 

ooold   be  remedied  under  the  present  ^^     JAMES    ROWLANDS    (Fins- 

^y*®°^  bury,  E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 

whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn 
THE  INLAND  REVENITE.  to  the  case  of  George  Hotson,  Harry 
Mb.  PIOKERSGILL (Bethnal  Green,  Johnson,  George  Graves,  and  Samuel 
B.W.)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Andrews,  recently  employed  in  the 
Bbcchequer  whether  it  is  proposed  to  leather  department  of  the  Postal  Tule- 
abolish  the  office  of  Collector  of  Inland  graph  Stores  in  Gloucester  Hoad,  lie- 
Bevenue  at  Ghreat  Winchester  Street,  gent's  Park,  who  received  notice  to 
in  the  City  of  London,  and  to  transfer  leave  their  employment  in  consequence 
the  main  portion  of  his  duties  to  the  of  having  notified  to  Mr.  Montgomery, 
oflloe  of  the  Receiver  General  at  Somerset  the  yard  foreman,  that  they  were  work- 
House  ;  if  so,  what  increase  of  staff  will  ing  under  the  minimum  wage  of  tht^ir 
be  necessary  in  the  latter  office;  is  it  trade;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
intended  to  raise  the  salary  of  the  wages  received  by  them  at  the  time  was 
Beoeiver  General ;  will  any  officers  be  25s.  and  26s.  for  54  hours'  labour  per 
retired  on  pensions  as  a  coDseqnence  of  week;  whether  Henry  Hunt,  who  was 
the  abolition;  if  so,  how  many,  and  what  preparing  the  work  for  them  at  tUe 
win  be  the  total  annual  charge  for  their  time,  and  expressed  his  sympathy  with 
pensions ;  what  is  the  net  saving,  if  any,  their  object,  had  since  received  notice  to 
which  will  be  effected  by  the  change ;  leave ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Mr. 
what  is  the  amount  of  Excise  and  Montgomery,  the  yard  foreman,  is  in 
Ibioome  Tax  now  eollected  annually  at  receipt  of  a  Gk)vemment  pension  of  £  L 
Great  Winchester  Street ;  and,  have  per  week,  and  a  weekly  salary  of  £3  1  Os. 
representations  reached  him  that  great  as  yard  foreman  ;  and  whether  he  would 
inconvenience  will  be  caused  to  persons  see  that  in  future  the  workmen  em- 
in  the  CKty  and  East  End  who  have  ployed  in  this  department  are  paid  the 
hitherto  transacted  their  business  at  that  minimum  rate  of  wage  of  the  trade 
^otk  f  society  of  288.  per  week  ? 
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able  Catholic  gentlemen  submitted  to 
Lord  Bandon  for  those  yacandes ;  and 
whether,  as  there  was  not  a  single 
Oatholic  Magistrate  in  the  contiguous 
Petty  Sessions  Districts  of  Youghal  and 
Oastlemartyr,  he  would  recommend  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  fayourably  consider 
8  direct  memorial  from  each  of  those 
districts? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
in   1881  a  Eoman  Catholic  gentleman 
who     resided     in     Castlemartjr     was 
appointed    to   the    Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  County  Cork.  This  gentleman 
now  resides  temporarily  elsewhere,  but 
durin?  the  last  two  years  he  has  at- 
tended  Potty  Sessions  on  several  occa- 
sions.   Messrs.  Green  and  Dring  were  in 
lAHi  recommended  for  the  Commission 
t>i  tKe  Peace   by  Lord  Bandon,  on  the 
fr round   that  they  wore  fit  and  proper 
persons    to    be  appointed.     I  haye  no 
information  as  to  whether  Mr.  Green 
was  or  was  not  an  Englishman,  but  the 
fact  of  his  being  an  Englishman  would 
be    no    disqualification.       Mr.     Green 
resides  in  the  district,  and  is  possessed 
in  right  of  his  wife  of  landed  property 
there.     Mr.  Dring  is  the  only  son  and 
heir  of  a  gentleman  80  years  of  age,  and 
possessed  of  an  estate  in  the  district. 
Mr.  Dring  acts  as  his  father's  agent  and 
manager.     I  haye  no  information  as  to 
whother    the    names   of  any    Catholic 
Kontlomon  wore  submitted  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,    but    the    desire    of    Lord 
Bandon  is  simply  to  secure  the  appoint- 
ment of  fit  and  proper  persons. 


THE  rOXSOXBY  ESTATE. 
Mr.  lane  asked  the  Solicitor  (General 
for  Ireland  whether  the  Cork  Grand 
Jury  had  given  the  I^and  Corporation 
£  1 7A  for  the  allowed  malicious  burning 
of  Mme  mud' built  houses  on  the  Pon- 
m>nby  Estate,  the  amount  to  be  levied 
otT  the  ][varish  of  Clonpriest ;  whether  he 
would  inform  the  House  why  com|>en8a- 
tion  was  granted  to  this  association  and 
nvit  to  the  owner  of  the  property ;  was 
the  house  occupieil  at  the  time  of  the 
buminff  by  emergency  men  and  police ; 
And  did  one  of  the  policemen  claim  and 
nnmive  a  sum  of  X'ii  lOs.  from  the 
Grand  Jury  fur  money  which  he  alleges 
he  lost  in  the  fire  ? 

Mr.  MAPPKX:  I  understand  that  the 
C«^rk  Grand  Jury  have  given  the  I<and  CV>r- 
|><>rativ>n  £  17«5  i\>r  the  burning  of  houses 
on  the  Pousonby  Estate,  the  amount  to 

Mr,  /.4i«rf 


be  levied  off  the  parish  of  Clonpriest, 
and  that  no  compensation  could  be 
granted  to  the  owner  of  the  land,  as  he 
made  no  application.  The  Land  Cor- 
poration were  at  the  time  in  occupation 
of  the  houses  in  question.  The  house 
was  occupied  by  police  and  emergency 
men  at  the  time  it  was  burned ;  one  of 
the  policemen  daimed  and  received 
£22  10  from  the  Grand  Jury  for  a  watch 
and  money  which  he  lost  in  the  fire. 

Mb.  LANE :  Were  the  Land  Corpora- 
tion asked  if  they  were  the  owners  or 
tenants  of  the  property  or  had  any 
interest,  and  did  they  decline  to 
answer  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  there  was  anything  illegal 
in  the  transaction. 

Mr  cox  :  Is  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  Land  Corporation  was  interested  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  madden  :  No. 

FAIR  RENTS. 
Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  County,  Leix) 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Abbeylaiz 
Union  many  hundreds  of  originating 
notices  to  fix  fair  rents,  which  were 
served  in  September  and  October  1887 
under  the  Act  of  that  year,  have  not  yet 
been  heard,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
many  landlords  are  still  exacting  the 
old  rents  can  he  say  when  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  will  sit  in  that  Union  to 
hear  these  cases  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  The  Land  Otwimii- 
si oners  inform  me  thataSub-Commiaaon 
sat  in  the  Abbeyleix  Union  in  September 
last,  at  which  sitting  nearly  one  hundred 
of  the  cases  in  which  notices  were  re- 
ceived from  22nd  August,  1 887,  were  die- 
pased  of.  The  toted  number  of  ceaee 
unheard  in  the  Union  at  the  preeent 
date,  including  those  not  dispoeea  of  at 
that  sitting,  is  852.  The  Commiasionen 
are  at  present  unable  to  fix  the  date  of 
the  next  sitting,  having  regard  to  the 
claims  of  other  districts. 


CYPRUS  AND  THE  TURKISH  T&IBUTE, 

CoLoxKL  BBIDQEMAN  (Bolton) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bzdie- 
quer  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
statement  he  made  in  die  House  on  the 
2Sth  November,  1888,  it  was  the  intes* 
tion  of  the  Government,  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  to  make  any  arraagemMit 
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iOr  the  commutation  of   the   Turkish 

tribute  paid  by  pyprus  ?  

*Th8  OHANCKLLOB  of  thb  EX- 
OHEQUEB :  I  am  not  in  a  poeition  to 
add  anything  to  the  statement  whioh  I 
made  on  the  26th  of  November,  to  whioh 
the  hon.  Member  refers.  Diplomatic  as 
well  as  financial  oonsiderations  are  in- 
volved which  surround  the  question 
with  a  varietj  of  difficulties. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR  OF  IRELAND, 
lla.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  how  often  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  sat  in  the  Irish  Court  of 
Appeal  within  the  past  12  months  in 
oases  in  which  Divisional  or  Resident 
Ha^trates  were  parties ;  whether  the 
decision  of  the  Appeal  Oourt  in  each 
«aae  was  in  favour  of  the  magistrate ; 
and  was  there  any  precedent  in  England 
for  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  sitting  as 
Lord  Chancellor  in  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  cases  of  like  nature? 
*Mb.  madden  :  The  Lord  ChanceUor 
of  Ireland  is,  under  the  Judicature  Act, 
the  statutable  Fresidsnt  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal.  This  Court  has  no  juriedio- 
tion  in  criminal  cases,  and  can  oulj 
Iiear  cases  conversant  with  civil 
rights.  The  Lord  Chancellor,  like  all 
his  Predeceasors,  has  fulfilled  his  duty 
by  sitting  in  the  Court  in  all  oases 
whioh  come  before  It.  It  would  not,  I 
submit,  be  proper  to  make  inquiries  of 
the  nntnre  suggested  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  question-  The 
nature  and  reeult  of  the  cases  which 
come  before  the  Oourt  can  be  ascer- 
tained by  any  person  who  desires  it  by 
means  of  the  reports  which  ordinarily 
appear  in  the  public  Press.  As  regards 
the  last  paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  Lard  Chancellor  of  England  invari- 
ably presides  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
without  resard  to  who    may  be    the 

Eardea  to  tne  oases  which  oome  before 
im,  and  (when  his  other  duties  permit) 
in  the  I^vy  Council  and  Court  of 
AppeaL 

THE  MURDER  OF  INSPECTOR  MARTIN. 
Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Solici- 
tor Oeaeral  for  Ireland  what  nambsr  of 
persons  arrested  by  the  constabulary  in 
the  Oweod(»e  diatriot  for  allied  com- 
plid^  in  the  mnrder  of  District  Inspec- 
tor Hartin  have  since  been  released ;  in 
how  many  of  the  oases  was  the  arrest 
made  by  vazrant;    and    against  how 


many  of  them  had  there  been  informa- 
tion sworn  ? 
•Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Oonstabnlaiy 
authorities  report  that  44  persons  have 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  the  mur- 
derof  DistrictlnspeotorMartin.  Twenty- 
three  of  these  were  subsequently  re- 
leased, of  whom,  however,  two  have 
been  re- arrested  on  further  evidence. 
None  of  the  arrests  were  made  by  war- 
rant or  on  sworn  information,  but  on 
private  information  received  by  the 
police. 

DtlBLlN  BARRACKS. 
Mb.  MUHPHT(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
when  the  Report  on  the  Sanitary  Con- 
dition of  Dublin  Barracks,  recently  laid 
upon  the  Table,  will  be  accessible  to 
M  embers  ? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  There  were 
several  large  plans  connected  with  this 
report  which  delayed  its  completion ; 
but  he  ^Mr.  Stanhope)  hoped  it  wouM 
be  out  before  many  days. 

RESDLT  FEES. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  CFeneral  for  Ire- 
land if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  had 
refused  to  pay  result  fees  to  Mr.  James 
Byan,  of  Trooperstown  National  School, 
Rathdrum,  county  Wicklow,  for  giving 
instruction  in  ^riculture,  on  the  ground 
that  such  iustructioD  was  given  both 
within  and  out  of  the  ordinary  school 
hours ;  and,  if  so,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  award  the  fees  for  the  work 
actually  done  ? 

*Mb.  MADDKN  :  The  Oommissionera 
of  National  Education  inform  me  that  it 
is  a  fact  that  result  fees  have  been  re- 
fused in  the  case  in  question,  on  the 
ground  that  the  instruction  had  been 
given,  contrary  to  rule,  partly  outside 
of  school  hours.  The  Oommiseioners 
have  no  power  to  award  any  result 
fees  under  the  circumstances. 

EXCISE  DUTX. 
Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (1),  if 
it  was  true  that  there  is  a  large  brewery 
established  at  Poona  by  Messrs.  Meakis 
and  Co.,  and  that  under  a  Oovemment 
Resolution,  No.  34,  dth  January,  1886, 
the  malt  hquor  brewed  in  this  firm  is 
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^Mb.  BAIKES  :  Two  of  the  four  men 
£r8t  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member, 
viz.,  Hotson  and  Johnson,  were  taken 
over  from  the  late  contractor's  service, 
at  their  own  request,  at  their  existing 
wages  of  258.  a  week.  Within  a  week 
they  applied  for  26s.  a  week,  and  were 
informed  that  any  increase  must  depend 
upon  their  skill  and  industry.  They 
then  resigned.  Orayes,  who  had  been 
employed  for  aboutthree  months  at  wages 
of  268.  a  week,  also  resigned.  Andrews' 
services  were  discontinued  because  he 
had  not  proved  a  satisfactory  work- 
man. The  hours  of  labour  assigned  to 
all  these  men,  who  are  leather  stitchers, 
were  54  a  week.  It  is  believed  that  the 
regular  trade  wages  for  this  class  of 
work  are  258.  a  week,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  men  have  applied  for  employment 
at  this  rate.  As  regards  Hunt,  who  did 
superior  work,  and  received  wages  of 
288.  a  week,  I  find  that  he  had  given 
much  dissatisfaction  by  his  late  attend- 
dance,  and  his  services  were,  therefore, 
dispensed  with.  Mr.  Montgomery,  the 
yard  foreman,  has  an  army  pension  of 
19s.  4Jd.  a  week,  and  is  in  the 
receipt  of  a  salary  from  the  Post 
OflBce  of  £160  a  year.  As  regards 
the  last  question,  I  beg  to  say 
that,  while  it  will  always  be  my 
intention  to  pay  fair  wages  for  work 
done,  it  would  not  be  consistent  with 
my  public  duiy  to  pledge  myself  to  pay 
any  particular  rate  of  wages  to  work- 
men employed  in  the  Post  Office 
Factories. 

IRELAND— PRISON  DISCIPLINE. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  was  able  to  state  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  Gentlemen 
whom  he  is  going  to  appoint  to  investi- 
gate the  rules  of  prison  discipline,  with 
a  view  to  their  modification  in  certain 
cases;  and,  whether,  pending  their 
Report,  he  would  see  that  no  prisoner 
in  Ireland  undergoing  a  sentence  for 
offences  against  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  will  be  punished  by 
solitary  confinement  or  bread  and  water 
diet  for  the  non -performance  of  menial 
offices,  or  for  refusing  to  take  exercise 
with  criminals  found  guilty  under  other 
Acts? 

;^Mb.  MADDEN :  I  am  not  yet  in  a  posi- 
tioD  to  make  any  statement  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  this 


question ;  bat  I  may  say  the  Goiran- 
ment  are  in  oommanieati(m  witli  refte- 
sentatives  of  the  Engliah,  Sootdi,  and 
Irish  prison  departmeata  with  the  yisv 
of  forming  an  opinion  on  the  posnli 
raised  in  the  speech  of  the  Ofaief  Saeie- 
tary  on  Wednesday.  "With  zegaid  to 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  it  is  not  the  view  of  the 
Irish  Government  that  Grimes  Aot 
prisoners,  as  such,  are  entitled  to  any 
relaxation  of  prison  rules. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR :  Will  the  inqujj 
be  conducted  entirely  by  writing,  or  wiu 
evidence  be  taken  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  am  unable  to  sive 
an  answer  to  the  question,  but  the  whole 
matter  will  receive  careful  consideration. 
I  am  not  able  to  say  yet  what  the  conae 
of  procedure  will  be. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  no  change  will  be  made  in 
the  condition  of  t^p  prisoners  in  Ireland 
pending  the  result  of  the  inquiry? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  have  not  stated 
that  no  change  will  be  made  pendfaig 
Inquiry. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Have  the  Goveni- 
mentyet  resolved  to  apply  Section  11 
of  the  Act  of  1887  to  the  whole  of  the 
inquiry  including  the  treatment  of  Mr. 
William  O'Brien? 

"^Mb.  MADDEN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  kindly  g^ve  me  notice  of  the 
question. 

THE  POST  OPFIOE. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Postoiaster  General  why  the  allowamie 
for  risk  money  to  the  officers  of  the 
travelling  post  offices  in  Ireland  whoa 
dealing  with  registered  letterS|  whioh 
the  Postmaster  General  stated,  on  tins 
4th  December,  1888,  he  had  grantedt 
was  not  yet  paid,  and  if  he  intends  pn^ 
ing  back  money  for  the  two  yean  AS 
has  had  it  under  consideration  r 

*Mb.  RAIEES  :  The  reason  of  the 
delay  to  which  the  hon.  Member  relsn 
is  that,  in  order  to  introduce  unifonmlj 
of  treatment,  inquiry  has  to  be  madt 
into  the  work  of  every  travelling 
ter  in  the  United  Kingdom.  But  I 
promise  that,  before  long,  payment 
shall  begin  to  be  made  and  that  when 
made  it  shall  date  on,  and  from,  the  1st 
of  December  last. 

EAST  AFRICA. 

Mb.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fat 
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Foreign  Affairs  if  any  memorial  has 
been  reoeiyed  from  British- Indian  sub- 
jects of  the  Queen  in  East  Africa  pray- 
ing that  they  may  be  compensated  for 
losses  oaased  by  the  disturbances  in  the 
German  Protectorate;  and,  if  so,  what 
action  the  Foreign  Office  has  taken 
thereupon ;  and,  if  it  is  proposed  to  lay 
whateyer  correspondence  has  passed 
•apon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  for  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fergubson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
A  Memorial  from  British-Indians  in 
East  Africa  was  receiyed  by  telegraph 
on  the  12th  of  October,  prapng  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  to  take  early 
measures  to  stay  further  loss  upon  their 
trade  and  destruction  to  their  property. 
It  contained  no  request  for  compensa- 
tion. There  is  no  correspondence  ont  he 
subject  which  could  userally  be  laid. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Oannot  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  say  whether  in  yiew 
of  the  admitted  loss  to  British  subjects 
the  Goyeroment  are  making  any  inquiry 
to  ascertain  if  any  course  can  be  taken 
to  protect  them  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  No,  Sir. 
What  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  do  is  to 
warn  British  subjects  on  the  coast  of  any 
pending  eyent  which  may  render  their 
residence  there  dangerous,  but  they  can- 
not possibly  guard  them  against  acts  of 
war  with  which  they  haye  nothing  to  do. 

ARMT  AND  NAVY  MEDICAL 
OFFICERS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Royal  Oolleees  of  Physicians 
and  Surgeons  of  England  are  seyerally 
represented  on  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
as  to  the  pay,  status,  and  conditions  of 
seryice  of  Medical  Officers  of  the  Army 
and  Nayy,  but  that  neither  the  Royal 
College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland  nor  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Ireland 
haye  been  accorded  any  representation 
•on  the  Committee ;  whether  the  Presi- 
•dent  and  Council  of  the  Royal  College 
•of  Surg^ns  in  Ireland  haye  requested 
to  be  allowed  to  nominate  a  member  to 
serye  on  the  Committee,  and  haye  re- 
presented that  the  College  reoeiyed  its 
charter  for  the  purpose  of  proyiding  a 
sufficient  number  of  properly  educated 
surgeons  for  the  sernce  of  the  Army ; 
that  it  has  fully  carried  out  that  function, 
and  that  the  omission  to  proyide  repre- 


sentation for  the  College  on  the  Com- 
mittee is  felt  as  a  slur  upon  the  College, 
and  threatens  injury  to  the  interest  of 
the  seyeral  medical  schools  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  they  wish  to  be  represented 
when  the  important  questions  come  to 
be  decided  by  the  Committee  which  will 
affect  the  interests  of  the  Army  Medical 
Officers  who  haye  been  educated  and 
qualified  in  Ireland;  and,  whether, 
haying  regard  to  this  state  of  facts,  he 
will  allow  to  the  two  Irish  Colleges  the 
same  representation  which  has  been 
giyen  unasked  to  the  two  corresponding 
English  institutions? 

Mb.  murphy  also  asked,  whether 
representatiyes  of  the  Royal  Colleges  of 
Surgeons  and  Physicians  of  England 
are  seyerally  appointed  to  the  Committee 
of  Inquiry  into  the  pay,  status,  and 
conditions  of  seryice  of  the  Medical 
Officers  of  the  Army  and  Nayy ;  whether 
the  Council  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons,  Ireland,  haye  applied  that  a 
representatiye  from  that  College  should 
also  be  appointed  to  the  Committee; 
whether  a  yery  large  proportion,  if  not 
a  majority,  of  the  Medical  Officers  of 
the  Army  were  educated  in  the  Irish 
schools;  whether  representations  haye 
reached  him  that  a  refusal  to  comply 
with  the  request  of  the  Royal  College 
of  Surgeons,  Ireland,  will  be  considered 
as  a  slur  upon  the  position  of  the  Irish 
as  compared  with  the  English  Colleges, 
to  whom  representation  on  the  Com- 
mittee was  conceded  unasked ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  inequality  will  be  remoyed  by 
appointing  at  least  one  representatiye 
from  the  medical  profession  in  Ireland  ? 
Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  said  that  each  of  the 
two  English  Colleges  has  a  representa- 
tiye on  the  Commission  while  no  Irish 
College  has  any.  Is  there  any  person 
on  it  who  is  a  direct  representatiye  of 
any  interest  in  Ireland  f 

♦Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  One  Member 
is  appointed  by  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  England,  and  the  other  by 
the  Royal  College  of  Surg^ns  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
question  at  all.  Is  there  any  one  on 
tne  Commission  who  directly  represents 
any  Irish  interest  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  In  reply  to 
another  question  I  propose  to  giye  all 
the  names. 
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line,  to  be  removed  if  neoeBsary  at  the 
end  of  the  journey. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Under  the  Prison 
Rules  has  the  Ghivemor  any  power  to 
interfere  with  the  clothing  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  As  I  have  stated,  the 
Governor  has  been  instructed  to  allow 
warm  clothing  to  be  supplied  to  the 
prisoners. 

POLICE  PASSES. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  issue  of  passes  by  the  police  in 
certain  districts  of  Donegal,  and  the 
statement  that  persons  are  not  molested 
when  found  without  such  passes,  whe- 
ther he  was  aware  that  Patrick  Curran, 
Magheragallon,  and  Connell  M'Bride, 
Ardnagappary,  were  arrested  by  the 
police  whilst  eng^aeed  at  their  work  in 
gathering  seaweed,  and  having  been 
detained  until  the  tide  had  washed  away 
the  seaweed,  were  then  released,  and 
police  passes  given  to  them;  that 
Charles  Gallagher,  of  Ardnagappary, 
and  his  son,  on  their  way  to  their  work 
as  fishermen,  were  challenged  by  the 
police,  and  called  upon  to  produce 
passes,  and  not  being  in  possession  of 
passes,  were  prevented  from  going  to 
their  work ;  and,  what  is  the  meaning 
of  these  proceedings? 
♦Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  it  is  not  the  case 
that  either  Patrick  Curran  or  Connell 
M 'Bride  was  arrested  by  the  police 
while  engaged  in  their  work  of  gather- 
ing seaweed  at  places  in  Donegal,  or 
that  they  were  detained  until  ^e  sea- 
weed had  been  washed  away.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  merely  questioned 
for^  a  few  moments  by  some  of  the 
police,  and,  at  the  men's  own  request, 
were  given  passes  by  Head  Constable 
Mahoiiy.  Charles  Gallagher  and  his 
Hou  wore  not  prevented  from  going  to 
their  work  so  far  as  the  police  are 
a  ware. 

Mu.  SlIXTON:  Ih  it  not  a  fact  that 
l>i«oplit  um  liabh)  U\  \w  ntoppod  bv  the 
poliro  and  uHkitil  whothnr  thoy  havo 
pnsHitH,  and  it  I  hoy  hava  not  pa  satis  that 
thoy  aro  liablo  to  ho  arronUul  ? 
«Mu.  M.\hhKN:  Nil,  Sir-  I  do  not 
^athor  anytliiitg  liko  that  I'roni  tho  in- 
format  ion  1  havtt 

Ma.trilMA  ^hititf^l.  W  \:    Uitnot 
a  faol  that  iioimtiia   tvtlh)\iiau    ihtiir  or 
diiiaiy  avoitatioiin   ha\ti    Imou   aitodiod 


and  placed  under  surveillance  and  es* 
pionage,  and  that  passes  have  been 
given  by  polioemen  to  persons  to  enable 
them  to  go  to  ihe  market  town  on  their 
ordinanr  business  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  infonna- 
tion  leading  to  any  such  oonoluaion. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  must  press  the^ 
question.  This  district  is  in  a  state  of 
war.  I  must  aak  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  clear  the  matter  up,  and 
to  state  under  what  circumstances  these 
passes  are  given  and  what  is  the  pod- 
lion  of  persons  who  have  no  passes. 
What  questions  were  put  to  the  men  by 
the  pobce  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  I  have  given  all  the^ 
information  I  have  received  for  the  pur- 
pose of  answering  the  question.  As  to 
the  general  allegation,  mat  persons  are 
unable  to  pass  along  the  road  without 
passes,  I  am  informed  it  is  without 
foundation. 

Mb.  O'EUBA:  Under  the  impreanon 
that  we  are  living  under  a  Brituh  Con- 
stitution, I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
why  the  liberty  of  the  sabjeot  is  en- 
croached  upon  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
supersede  uie  right  of  travelling  along 
the  Queen's  Highway  ? 

Db.  CAMERON :  May  I  ask  whether, 
as  Mr.  Wilson  (Member  for  Holmfirth) 
has  been  shadowed  by  deteotivea,  the 
Government  will  be  good  enough  to 
order  him  to  be  supplied  with  a  police 
pass? 

SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION  IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Db.    CAM^BON    asked    the   Lmd 
Advocate  if  it  is  within  the  knowledge- 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department  that 
the  school  accommodation  in  the  pariah 
of  Ochiltree,  Ayrshire,  has  for  a  nnmber 
of  years  past  been  deficient,  and  what 
steps  the  Department  proposes  to 
to  enforce  the  direction  which  it 
veyod  to  the  Ochiltree  School  Board 
the    21st   June,    188H,   that    saffioient 
school   accommodation  should  be  mo- 
vidod  in  some  situation  which  shall  be- 
oonvenient  for  the  children  of  parents 
oonniH^tod  with  the  Trabloch  Colliery? 
♦Mk.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEBTSON:    The- 
Sov^tch  Education  Department  has  been 
in  cvunmunication  with  the  School  Board 
of  i  Vhiltree  on  the  subject  of  the  school 
Aiwuunodation    which,  as  their  Lord- 
shiivs  boHove,  is  admitted  to  be  required^ 
but  the  question  is  complicated  by  adis- 
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Sute  between  the    School    Boards    of  locality  since  1838.    The  Admiralty  will 

kshiltree  and  Stair  as  to  the  respectiye  be  glad  to  afford  information  to  the  Sea 

obligations  of  these  Boards.    The  Chief  Fisheries  Committees  as  to  any  surveys 

Inspector  visited  the  district  on  th  9th  that   take    place  or  are  contemplated 

of  Januarv,  and  on  his  recommendation  round  the  coasts  of  the  United  King- 

a  proposal  was  revived  under  which  the  dom,  and  for  that  object  the  Hydro- 

Oolliery  Company  were  to  give  the  use  grapher    will    receive    instructions    to 

of  certain  houses  for  a  temporary  school,  acquaint  the  Board  of  Trade  with  the^ 

The  Department    were,  however,    in-  surveys  that  are  proceeding, 
formed  by  the  School  Board  only  on  the 

11th  of  March,  that  this  offer  was  with-  RUSSIAN    STATISTICS, 

drawn,  and  that  the  School  Board  would  Me.    THOMAS    ELLIS    asked   the 

not  have  to  look  out  for  another  site.  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

The  Board  were  urged  on  the  15th  of  Affairs    whether  he  will  instruct  Her 

March  to  come  to  a  decision  as  to  this  as  Majesty's  Representative  in  Eussia  to 

quickly  as  possible,  and  my  Lords  will  report  on  the  method  and  value  of  the 

use  every  effort  to  press  the  matter  for-  statistics  and  investigations  relating  to 

ward.  the  social  condition  of  the  people  made 

by  the  zemstvos  or  provincial  assemblies 

MR.  COBiMISSIONER  OBEER.  ^f  Russia  ? 

Mb.   lea  (Londonderry,   S.)  asked  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :    If  the  hon. 

the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  he  Member  will   refer    to    Parliamentary^ 

was  now  able  to  answer  the  question  Paper,No.  30,  (Commons)  1884,  page  S3, 

put  to  him  on  1st  March  in  reference  to  he  will  find  an  interesting  report  on  the 

a  decision  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Ghreer,  functions  and  working  of   these  Pro- 

whereby  it  was  decided  that  a  certain  vincial  and  District  Councils.    There  is 

class  of  leaseholders  are  excluded  from  also  a  further  short  report  on  page  23" 

relief  under  *'  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  No.  11,  (Commons)  1885. 
Act,  1887  ";  and  what  steps  the  Gk)vem- 

ment  would  take  to  amend  its  provisions,  tfttc  CROFTERS'  COMMISSION, 

so  as  to  admit  such  leases  within  the  ^^        ANGUS       SUTHERLAND 

??r  1UA7  J^iftS?  (Sutherlandshire)  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 

'  M;.'Sil)DU?l  have  ascertained  ^^t''\'' }'J^^'^\t^^^^ 

iu.n.  "-•'^               •    w  u    iLT    n.,^^.  pointment  of  assessors  to  the  Urofters 

that  a  decision  was  given  bv  Mr.  Greer  ^^^.^j^^      ^^    ^hat    principle    the 

^  ?"  f 't^'''*J^''^WKa ^^^  recent  appoi^tmenta  have^ been  made; 

Notice  hwW  given  by  the  h^^^  ^     Jg      j^  ^^^^       ^^^^          i^^. 

ber  for  South  Antnm  of  a  BiU  which  is,  .  ^  '  ^^  ^  ^{^^  ^ 
I  am  informed,  intended  to  provide  for  ^^^^  ^  .  ^^^^  ^y^^  ^^^^ 
the  dass  of  cases  to  which  tfie  question  ^PP^  eonfidence  ? 
'®^**®«-  *Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
CARDIGAN  BAY.  Commismoners  are  responsible  for 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth-  those  appointments.  I  understand  that 
shire)  aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi-  the  Commissioners  endeavour  to  secure 
ralty  whether  any  hydrographical  the  services  of  men  of  skill,  possessing 
survey  of  Cardigan  Bay  has  been  made  such  quaHties  as  will  command  the 
since  that  of  1836-9;  whether  a  re-  confidence  of  both  parties  to  the  pro- 
survey  of  Cardigan  Bay  is    being,  or  ceedings. 

soon  will  be,  undertaken;  and  whether  mtnf4  RPttUiATTON  act 
notice  of  future  re-surveys  can  be  given  ^^^^  ^^^^S  REGULATION  ACT. 
to  the  Sea  Fisheries  Committees  which  CAPTAiir  HEATHCOTE  (Stafford- 
will  be  formed  under  **The  Sea  Fish-  nhire,  N.W.)  a«ked  the  Secretary  of 
eries  Act,  1888"?  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  was 
The  FIKST  LORD  op  the  ADMI-  now  able  to  say  whether  the  certificates 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex,  sent  to  the  Home  Office  entitled  Caleb 
Ealing):  Instructions  were  given  last  Johnson,  Joseph  Brindley,  and  James 
month  for  a  re-survey  of  Cardigan  Bay  Lloyd,  to  receive  second-class  certifioates 
being  undertaken  this  summer,  no  com-  under  Section  80  of  **The  ^oal  Mmes^ 
pleto  survey  having  been  made  of  that  &c..  Regulation  Act,  1887  ?" 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir.  Certifi- 
•oateo  of  service  have  been  granted  to 
•each  of  these  men. 

CIRCULARS  AND  BOOK  PACKETS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General 
lehether  circulars  and  book  packets  are 
prohibited  from  being  posted  m  unsealed 
•envelopes  at  the  book  packet  rate  in  the 
United  Kingdom;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  this  privilege  is  enjoyed  by 
the    inhabitants    of    the    Contmental 

countries  ? 

«Mb.  EAIKES  :  My  answer  to  both 
the  questions  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
the  affirmative.  I  may  explain  that 
printed  circulars  in  unsealed  envelopes 
trom  the  Continent  are  admitted  into 
this  country  at  the  book-post  rate,  in 
consequence  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Postal  Union,  which  makes  this  course 
obligatory.  So  far,  however,  as  re- 
gards the  Inland  Post,  it  is  considered 
of  much  importance  to  maintain  a  dis- 
tinction in  the  outward  appearance  of 
letters  and  book- post  matter,  in  order 
that  the  latter  may  be  readily  picked 
out  for  examination  when  necessary ; 
but,  apart  from  this,  my  Predecessors 
have  been  advised  that  an  envelope 
having  any  inclosure  in  it  is,  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes,  a  letter. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mb.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  asked  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  estimate  for  overtime  in  the 
Savings  Bank  Department  for  1 888  was 
very  much  exceeded ;  whether,  although 
upwards  of  300  clerks  have  been  and 
are  now  working  for  12  hours  each  day, 
the  work  is  at  the  present  time  much 
in  arrears  as  compared  with  last  year ; 
aud  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in 
order  to  remedy  this  continual  arrears 
of  work  in  that  Department  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES  :  The  Estimate  for 
extra  duty  for  the  year  1888-9,  viz., 
£8,500,  will  be  considerably  exceeded 
when  the  year  closes  on  the  31st  in- 
stant. The  annual  account  to  the  Slst 
December,  1888,  has  to  be  rendered  to 
Parliament  before  the  30th  April  next. 
This  account  is  not  in  arrear,  and  will 
be  presented  within  the  proper  date. 
The  question  of  meeting  tne  rapid 
growth  of  business  of  the  Savings 
Bank  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Government. 


THE  iVlLir  AND  TRAFALGAR. 


He.  OOTJBLET  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
would  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
House  if  any,  and  what,  alterations  have 
been  made  in  the  constmotion  of  the 
hulls  and  disposition  of  the  guns  of  the 
Trafalgiir  and  N%U  trom  the  original 
designs ;  whether  the  bows  haTO  been 
or  are  intended  to  be  strengthened  for 
ramming  warfare,  or  whether  the  fore 
and  after  ends  of  both  Tossels  are,  as  in 
the  case  of  ships  of  the  Admiral  class, 
wholly  without  protection ;  and  whetiier 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  full*speed  eoal- en- 
durance of  those  vessels  barely  exceeds 
three  days'  steaming ;  if  so,  whether  he 
considers  this  class  of  battle  ship  (and  of 
which.  Parliament  is  to  be  adced  to  con- 
struct more)  capable  on  an  emergency 
of  leaving  with  safety  their  coaling  oase, 
whether  at  home  or  abroad  P 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTOIHr :  The 
only  alteration  of  any  importance  in  the 
yiU  and  Drafaijiar  from  the  orimial 
design  consists  in  the  inorease  of  ade 
plating  over  the  central  battery  to  foor 
inches.  The  alterations  in  armament 
are  the  substitution  of  six  4*7  in.  quiek- 
firing  guns  for  eight  5in.  guns  in  the 
centralbattery.  The  bow  and  stem  of 
these  ships  are  unprotected  by  vertioal 
armour  for  a  lengtn  of  about  60ft.  No 
change  has  been  made  or  is  intended  in 
the  construction  of  the  bows  of  these 
ships,  which  is  such  as  to  render  them 
thoroughly  efficient  for  ramming  pur- 
poses. For  continuous  ocean  ateaii  * — 
for  long  periods  the  estimated  fall  s] 
is  about  15  knots,  and  at  this 
ships  can  steam  with  fuU  bunkers  Ibr 
eight  days,  or  at  10  knots  for  27  days. 

MR.  8EGRAVE,  E.M. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  asked  the  Unier 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  OqIobim 
whether  he  would  have  any  objeolioB 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Oovernment  <ia%etU  of  the  Oape  of  Good 
Hope,  published  Friday,  4th  mptember, 
1885,  in  which  the  following  entry  rela-' 
tive  to  Mr.  O'Neil  Segimve,  B.M., 
appears : — 

'' Head  Qnarters,  Colomal  Foms, 
''King  William's  Town, 
2ith  August,  18M, 
••  Colonial  Forces  Order,  No.  281. 
"His  ExcelleDcy   the    GoTemor,  with  the 
advice  of    the   Executive  Ck>ttncU,  has 
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"No.  2  Cape  I0.ta11.ir3  Begiment, 

"Lieutenant  O'Neil  Senave'i  services  ok 
dispsiued  witli  from  Slet  July.  1886. 

•'Herbert  Watooii  Major,  gentleman,  to  hi- 
lieatenant,  from  let  August,  188£,  vio« 
BegTire,  whose  aeniaet  have  been  diepented 
with.  '^ 

"By  Order, 
"  F.  EenioD  Ffolliott,  U.  CoIodbI, 
"  Military  SecretArj,  Colonial  Servieea." 

Baboit  H.  dk  WOBUS  :  Id  answet 
to  a  questioQ  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Cork  on  the  I9th  in- 
stant, I  read  to  the  HouBe  the  official 
notifioation  in  the  Cape  Oautlt  of  tiie 
20th  July,  1886,  that  Lieutenant  O'Neil 
Segrave  s  Barrioes  had  been  dispensed 
with.  That  notifioation  was  repeated  ia 
the  Oauttt  of  the  31st  August,  as  set 
forth  in  the  hoQ.  Member's  question, 
and  I  therefore  do  not  see  any  adrantage 
in  laying  the  0<iM««onthe  Table  o(  the 
House. 

THE  SPKCIAL  COUMISSION. 
Ma.  T.  M.  HBALT  (Longloid,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  the  date  of  Inspector 
Littleohild's  risit  to  Dr.  Oallaghei  and 
John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prison ;  and  if 
the  minutes  of  the  iuterview  between 
these  priauners  and  Mr.  Soames  ot 
Pigott  can  be  furnished  to  the  solicitors 
for  the  defendants  before  the  Special 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Chief  Inspector 
Littleohild  Tiaited  Daly  in  Chatham 
Prison  on  the  20th  of  February.  He 
did  not  visit  Qallagher.  If  the  solicitor 
for  any  of  the  |iartieH  before  the  Special 
CommiBsion  wiU  aubpmna  the  Deputy 
Goremor  to  produce  his  minutes  of  any 
interriew  at  which  he  waa  present,  no 
obstacle  will  be  placed  by  tke  Qovern- 
ment  in  the  way  of  their  production. 

8ia  W.  HABOOUET  asked  whether 
no  eridence  had  been  oommunioated 
except  on  supcBna  by  official  persons  to 
the  prosecutors  in  this  case ;  and 
whether  the  other  parties  could  not  be 
allowed  to  see  the  documents  relating 
to  the  interviews  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  there 
would  he  DO  objection  aa  far  as  he  waa 
coQoemed  to  a  solicitor  seeing  the 
documents  for  the  bond  Jidt  purposes  of 
a  trial,  but  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
would  be  aware  that  he  must  not  set  I 
the  precedent  of  dirDlging,  merely  for 


the  purpose  of  inquiry,  the  details  of 
interriews  which  took  place  between  a 
prisoner  and  another  person  in  the 
enforced  presence  of  a  warder. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  asked  if  In- 
spector Andrews,  an  officer  &am  Scot- 
land Yard,  visited  America  since  the  . 
passing  of  the  Special  Commission  Act ; 
and  if  his  buaineaa  there  was  connected 
with  the  charges  and  allegations  made 
before  the  Bojal  Commission  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  r  The  answer  to 
tlie  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  to  the  second  in  the  negative. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemen  state  whether  Inspector 
Andrews  saw  Le  Caron  7 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  aware 
at  all  whether  he  did  or  not. 

WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSING. 

Ma.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  following  remarks 
made  by  Hr.  Justice  Grantham,  io  his 
recent  oharge  to  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Glamoifianshire : — 

"  Hia  ezperienoe  oonflnned  all  that  bad  been 
referred  to  lately  as  the  ezperienesot  thepolioe 
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in  Uie  TSrioQS  ooaiitiea  of  Widea.  Walea  had 
been  made  an  experimantal  alatioD  for  the  pnr- 
I  poae  of  tasting  the  qaeetion  of  Sonday  Cloemg, 
'  and  he  vaa  glad  that  thU  wu  k>,  as  it  had  eo- 
abled  the  qanttion  to  be  tfareahed  oat  in  a 
praotioal  way.  It  fortiSed  the  opinion  ex- 
prened  by  many  that  the  Sunday  Cloiing  Aat 
would  not  be  a  luooeu." 

And  if  Her  Majesty's  Oovemm ant  will 
agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  and 
will  oppose  any  legislation  to  eatabliali 
Sunday  Closing  in  other  parts  of  the- 
United  Kingdom  till  audi  OommitteO' 
has  made  its  report  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cookermouth)  also  aaked  whether 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  G«ntlo- 
man  had  been  drawn  to  the  following 
remarks  of  Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  aa 
reported  in  the  Wutarn  Mmil  of  15th 
March,  on  the  subject  of  Sunday  Olonn^ 
in  Wales:— 

• '  There  ia  no  doubt  about  it  at  aU  that  thers 
ig  leu  drunkanneee  where  there  is  more  drink 
th&n  there  is  where  there  Is  more  teetotalism. 
Wales  has  undoubtedly  been  made  a  sort  of 
diperimsDtal  itatioii  for  the  pnrpoBeoI  teating 
thii  question.  But  we  moat  do  foinethiDg 
•lae,  try  •mnathing  dse.  Sad  out  somethiss 
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B«li  were  brought  to  jiutioe  maini; 
through  the  action  of  Ur.  Home. 

Hb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Does  promotioD 
hj  37  steps  me&n  that  this  gentlemKQ 
baa  been  promoted  over  the  headB  of  37 
other  persons  ? 

Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  I  appre- 
hend it  does  mean  that. 

THE  MEMBER  FOR  HOLMPIRTIL 

Mm.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Chief 
Seoretar;  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  ho  is  aware  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Holtnfirth  DiTision 
(Hr.  Wilson),  whilst  taking  a  walk  with 
ICts-  Wilson  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  Qweedore  Hotel,  on  Saturday,  16th 
inatont,  was  persistently  followed  about 
bj  two  armed  oonstables:  whether, 
when  the  hon.  Uember  shortly  after 
took  a  oar  for  a  drive  with  Mrs.  Wilson, 
three  armed  constables  mounted  another 
oar  and  persistently  followed  them  for 
Bomo  time;  and  what  was  the  object  of 
this  police  superrision  ? 

Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  question.  Information  hod  been 
reoeived  by  the  polioe  on  Saturday,  the 
16th,  that  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League  would  be  held  in  the  Qweedore 
district,  where  it  had  been  proolaimed 
under  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887,  at  which 
English  Members  of  Parliament  would  be 
present  Apatrolwasdireotedtoaeoertain 
the  whereaDoute  of  the  intended  meet- 
ing. The  hon.  Member  on  his  arriral  in 
Gweedore  was  not  known  to  the  police, 
but  OB  soon  as  it  was  ascertained  who  he 
was,  and  that  he  had  apparently  no  in- 
tention of  addressing  any  such  meeting, 
no  polioe  superrision  was  exercised. 

An.  J.  ELUS  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Omtleman  send  immediate  instructions 
to  the  police  to  allow  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Wilson  reasonable  freedom  of  move- 
ment F 

Hh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  was 
not  aware  that  the  house  of  Hr. 
Wilson's  car-driver  was  entered  in  the 
night  time  by  Sergeant  O'M^ny  and 
the  man  cross-examined  as  to  Mr.  Wil- 
son's movements. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  whether 
jnsbruotions  would  be  immediately  sent 
csdering  that  Ur.  Wilson  should  have 
reasonaole  freedom  in  his  motions? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB,  said  he 
gathered  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
reasonable  freedom  of  motion  as  soon 
Mr.  A.  J  HalfMir 
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as  it  was  seen  who  he  was.  He  had 
given  the  fattest  information  in  hiv 
powor. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  said  his  informa- 
tion had  been  reoeived  direct  f^m  H  r. 
Wilson  by  telegraph. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAOTTC 
ACT,  issei 
Mr.  AIN6LIE  (Lancashire,  N., 
Lonsdale)  asked  the  President  of  th» 
Board  of  Trade  if  the  Railway,  and 
Oanal  Traffic  Act  of  188B  gave  any 
opening  to  Railway  and  Oanol  Oom- 
panies  to  increase  the  minimum  distance 
fixed  by  their  respective  Acts,  and  if 
the  present  attempt  made  by  them  to  do 
this,  as  in  their  revised  scale  of  rates, 
is  not  ultra  virtt:  and  if  existing^ 
agreements  between  them  and  tradraa 
will  remain  in  foroe  after  the  new  scale 
has  reoeived  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
or  if  they  will  become  null  and  void  and 

leoessitate  fresh  agreements  ? 
«S[aM.HIOKS  BEACH:  The  view  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  that,  in  settling 
the  mazimam  rates  which  railway  oom- 
poaies  are  to  charge,  if  the  intention  of 
the  Act  is  to  be  carried  out,  they  must 
determine  the  maximums  chargeable 
for  short  distances;  and  that,  oonse- 
queutly,  proposals  with  this  object  do 
come  within  the  intention  of  the  Act. 
But  though  the  railway  companies  pro- 
pose, the  disposal  rests  with  others.  I 
am  unable  to  answer  the  latter  portion 
of  the  question;  agreements  must  b» 
determined  by  the  Coorts  of  Law. 

Mb.  AINSLIE  said  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  not  answered  tne  main 
point  of  the  question — namdy,  whether 
the  Act  afforded  an  opening  for  the  in- 

i«ase  of  charges  F 

«SiB  M.  HICKS-BEAOH  :  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  explain  the  positum  ia 
which  the  matter  stands.  I  think  it  is 
competent  for  the  railway  companies 
to  make  such  a  proposal,  but  the  dis- 
posal will  rest  with  otber  persons. 

QUESTIONS. 
Ma.  DE  OOBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  having 
rerard  to  the  great  pressure  on  the  time 
of  Parliament,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  its  Sittings  last  year  only  concluded 
upon  Christmas  Eve,  he  is  prepared  to- 
take  immediate  steps  to  deal  with  the 
subject  of  questions  put  on  the  Nolioe 
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IPv^  ot  the  HooM,  with  a  Tiew  to  the 
limitJng  of  the  time  thus  oonsamed,  by 
veoommendingthatqueetiona  of  local  and 
iniiiar  interest  be  dealt  with  by  written 
veply  from  the  heads  of  Departments  to 
whidi  they  may  relate  ;  that  only  those 
whieh  are  of  a  grave  or  Imperial  oha- 
vaoter  shall  be  accorded  a  pabuo  response 
dnrin^  the  Sittings  of  the  House ;  and 
Ihat  in  no  case  shall  consequential 
questions  without  notice  be  considered 
-entiiled  to  a  public  answer  ? 
*Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  sur- 
prisedy  looking  at  the  hour  we  have 
ireaoh  (4.60),  uat  the  question  is  raised 
Irrmj  hon«  Friend*  It  is  one  that  has 
-enenbeen  under  cousideration,  but  I 
am  not,  as  at  present  advised,  prepared 
io  take  the  steps  he  suggests,  as  there 
^ould  be  great  difficulty  in  deciding 
^hat  were  questions  oi  local  or  minor, 
and  what  of  a  grave  or  Imperial  cha- 
racter. Some  authority  would  have  to 
be  charged  with  the  respousibility  of 
settling  this  point,  and  his  decisions 
would,  I  am  anraid,  often  fail  to  meet 
with  tiie  approval  of  hon«  Members.  I 
pevsonaUy  am  averse  to  making  any 
•ehanges  in  the  Bules  of  the  House,  un- 
less painful  experiences  have  shown 
them  to  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
expediting  the  transaction  of  public 
^business.  But  I  am  not  by  any  means 
sure  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  make 
further  Amendments  of  our  Bules  and 
Orders. 

THE  COLWICH  CHARITIES. 

Sn  J9HN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Penrith  Division  of  Cumberland 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther),  whether,  in  the 
month  of  June,  1 887,  an  official  inquiry 
was  held  by  Mr.  Inspector  Goode  into 
the  proposed  re-organization  of  the  Gol- 
wich  Onarities ;  whether  at  such  inquiry 
it  was  agreed  by  all  parties  that  the 
number  of  persons  to  form  the  Oom- 
jnittee  for  the  future  distribution  of  the 
'Charities  should  be  seven,  namely,  the 
Vicars  of  Oolwioh  and  Great  Haywood 
jmd  the  Earl  of  Lichfield,  and  four  others 
to  be  elected  by  the  ratepayers ;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that,  wnen  the  scheme 
4same  down  from  the  Charity  (Jommis- 
aoners,  it  was  found  that  it  provided 
for  two  ex-officio  and  three  co-optative 
members,  whilst  the  parishioners  were 
4>nly  to  be  allowed  to  elect  four  members, 
^us  giving  the  majority  to  non-elected 


members;  whether  the  parishioners  of 
Colwich  rejected  this  altered  arrange- 
ment; whether,  notwithstanding  re- 
peated applications,  the  scheme  as 
originally  agreed  to  has  been  delayed 
18  months;  what  is  the  reason  of  this 
delay ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  take  steps  to  have  the 
matter  proceeded  with  at  once,  and  com- 
pleted m  accordance  to  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  parish 
of  Oolwich  ? 

Mr.  J.W.  LOWTHEB  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  answer  to  the  first  ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative.  As  to  the 
second  question,  a  proposal  was  made  in 
the  sense  indicatea,  as  to  the  composi- 
tion of  the  body  of  Trustees,  and  no  ob- 
jection was  taken  by  those  then  present. 
The  answer  to  the  third  question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  The  number  of  co-op- 
tative Trustees  has  been  fixed  at  three, 
with  a  view  to  the  more  efficient  ad- 
ministration of  the  charity  over  the 
several  outlying  areas  into  which  the 
ancient  parish  of  Colwich  has  been 
divided.  As  to  the  fourth  ques- 
tion, an  objection  to  this  portion 
of  the  Commissioners'  scheme  has 
been  received  from  a  section  of  the 
parishioners,  and  has  been  duly  con- 
sidered. As  to  the  fifth  and  sixth  ques- 
tions, the  delay  which  has  arisen  is  due 
to  local  causes  and  to  the  difficulty  of 
defining  the  areas  to  be  benefited.  As 
to  the  seventh  question,  the  scheme  will 
shortly  be  established,  in  which  several 
of  the  recommendations  made  to  the 
Commissioners  will  be  embodied.  I  de- 
sire to  point  out  to  the  honourable 
Baronet  in  reference  to  his  second, 
fourth,  and  seventh  questions,  that  the 
Commissioners  are  responsible  for  the 
scheme,  and  that  no  agreement  of  any 
two  or  more  sections  of  the  parishioners 
can  preclude  the  Commissioners  from 
exercising  their  discretion  as  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  scheme  for  the  benefit  of  all 
parties  interested. 

NAVAL  AND  MILITARY 
ADMINISTRATION. 

Admibal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majestv^s  Gk>- 
vemment  will  invite  the  Koyai  Com- 
mission now  sitting  to  inquire  into  Naval 
and  Military  Administration,  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
BoBsendale,    to    present    an    interim 
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Report  to  Her  ICajoa^  oontaining  a 
digeat  of  the  eridenoe  giren  before  the 
and  Oommiasion,  both  oral  and  written, 
ap  to  the  oloee  of  Febrnarr  laat,  with  a 
new  to  the  eaoie  being  laid  before  Far- 
Uament,  in  oider  the  better  to  enable 
boa.  lienben  to  judge  of  ttie  mffloiency 
or  otherwise  of  the  propoaale  of  Her 
Huerty'e  Government  for  an  inoreaM 
to  Her  Mweety's  Na»y,  in  aooordance 
with  precedents,  as  in  the  oaae  of  the 
B^>ort  of  the  evidence  token  by  Boyal 
Obmmiesion  on  the  Education  Acta  pre- 
sented in  Uaxch  isesf 
•Me.  W.  H.  smith  i  The  inquiry  of 
flie  Boyal  OommiBsion  on  Naval  and 
Uilitary  Admioistratioii  is  ^proaohing 
oompletion,  and  it  ia  undesirable  to 
•  iotomipt  their  proceeding  for  the  pnr- 
j^ae  of  framing  an  ad  tiif«nM  Be^orL 
A  large  portion  of  the  evidence  reoeived 
la  bf  a  highly  oonfidentisl  nature,  and 
wrald  not  in  any  way  be  made  publio. 
It  is  to  be  remembered  also  that  the 
tehna  of  the  referenoe  to  the  Oommia- 
aton  relate  to  the  adminiitration  of  the 
N&Val  and  Military  Departments,  ao 
that  the  result  of  their  inquiry  will  have 
BO  bearing  upon  the  naval  proposals  of 
Her  Majes^B  Oovemment. 

SUQAK  BOUNTIES. 
Mn.  PIGTON  (Leicester)  ssked  the 
ITirat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
llM  usnaUy  been  the  praotioe  to  charge 
the  Bwid  of  Trade  with  business  relating 
to  Sugar  Bounties;  and  whether  the 
Qovernment  has  oslled  tor,  or  reoeived, 
any  Beport  or  opinion  from  that  Board 
An  the  anbieot  of  the  pending  Oonren- 
tion;  asd,  if  ao,  is  there  any  objeotion 
to.  lay  that  Beport  or  opinion  upon  the 
3M>1b  of  the  House  P 

*Mn.  W..  H.  SMITH :  The  negotia- 
tioDs  with  foreign  oonntriea  on  the  aab- 
jeot  of  this  Convention  were  oondnoted 
ftooording  to  naual  practice  by  the 
Foreign  Office.  Any  oommunioationa 
tma  the  Board  of  Tnde  on  the  subject 
are  included  ia  the  papers  which  have 
already  been  presented. 

POEEiaN  JOUBNAUSTS. 
ICa.  BBYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  aaJred  the 
SMtetory  of  State  for  the  Some  Depart- 
nisnt  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  a 
police  ofBoer,  giving  his  name  as  lii- 
tpeotor  W.  Melville,  of  the  Criminal 
-Xnveetigadon    Department,    o^led,   on 


»;  waemer  ue  xiirRisn uovenu&ent 
>  snv,  and  what,  application  to  tho 
le  Omoe  on  the  sTibjeot  of  the  journal 
led  SaitudoM ;  and,  whetiier,  if  th» 


Saturday  the  2th  instant,  at  9,  Sttther- 
Und  Place,  Bayawater,  the  reavleiiee  of 
two  Armenian  gentlemen  named  Broua< 
sali  and  Sevady,  being  themanagsrand 
editor  respeetively  ot  the  joamal  Snat- 
dawipablished  in  London  in  the  Ftencdk 
and  Armniian  lansimges,  and  addreesed 
to  the  people  ot  the  honee  a  number  of 
inquisitorial  qaestioDS  regarding  MM. 
Bronaaali  and  Sevaaly's  habits,  move- 
menta,  and  assodatea,  the  names  and 
deeoription  of  perscms  calling  on  them, 
fto.,  they  being  at  the  laoinent  absent^ 
and  obtained  from  their  apartmmta  a 
oop^  of  the  BMMuttm;  whether  this 
policeman,  oa  baing  asked  what  hia 
justification  fbr  these  inqairies  was, 
answered  that  he  came  on  behalf  of  tlw 
Turkish  Oovemment,  and  added  that 
the  laat  nnmber  of  the  Mtiatdan  (whioh 
contained  reports  of  the  sufferings  of 
the  Armenian  Ohriatiana)  had  oaussif 
great  diasatisfaction  in  Turkish  official 
oirclee;  whether  the  Turkish  Qovenu&ent 
made  any, 
HomeO 

entiUedi  , , , 

facts  are  as  above  suggested,  this  dodii- 
ciliary  visit  took  place  by  the  orier  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  or  of  wr,  and 
what,  official  of  the  Home  mpsrt~ 
ment? 

Mb.  HATTHE\TO:  It  is  a  flwt  that 
Inepeotor  Melville  called  at  the  piaOfr 
named  on  the  day  in  question.  1  ata 
informed  that  tt  is  not  true  that  iUquisi- 
torial  questiona  were  a^ed.  The  in- 
spector^ object  was  simply  to  Moertain 
whether  the  gentlemen  re^U&  ther& 
and  piiblished  Hie  newraaper  in'^estion. 
Both  genti^men  were  in  their  rtHtma  at 
the  time.  The  oo^  of  the  fmm  w«» 
given  to  the  inspector  by  tbe  Ondlady. 
The  inapectorinfbrmedthelaaAfti^thU 
he  knew  nothing  whatever  to  Ilie  pre- 
judice of  either  gentleman,  ai^  lie  Inade 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  Thfkialk 
Cfovemment,  or  to  Torkish  offlisi^«irolee. 
The  Turkiah  Ambassador  made  AiVoiritB 
as  to  the  publisher  and  printer  bf  th» 
paper  in  question.  Tfaerenpon  tUo 
Foreign  Office  requested  the  Hone 
Offioe  to  Bsoertain,  fin  their  oWn  infiuap- 
mation,  whether  the  paper  Was  stiU 
published  in  ^arie,  or,  as  rtatsd  ib  oii» 
of  its  iasues,  in  London.  The  Honlib 
Offioe  then  instntotsd  the  polioe  to  mak» 
the  neoeesaty  inqtdries,  and  lutpectOr 
Melville,  with  this  object,  oalled  npOik 
the  landlady  in.tbe  manaer  stated. 
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Ifft.  BBTOB  ttdctd  whether  it  was 
the  pnelioe  to  pUoe  the  Metropolitan 
Bolioe  at  the  disposal  of  a  foreign  Gk>- 
fsviiiiiflnt? 

Ifa.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  poHoe 
were  in  no  sense  plaoed  at  the  disposal 
of  foreign  Gtovemments.  An  inquiry 
waa  macte  by  the  Foreign  OflSce  of  the 
Home  Office,  for  their  own  information. 

Mb.  BBYOE  :  The  Turkish  Gtovem- 
ment  applied  to  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
the  Foreign  Office  applied  to  the  Home 
Office,  which  ascertained  certain  facts. 
^  Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  informa- 
tion obtained  was  for  the  satisfaction  of 
tlie  Foreign  Office.  Of  what  took  place 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
Torkiah  Ambassador  he  knew  nothing. 

Mb.  BBYOE  gave  notice  that  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

CAPTAIN  SEGRAVE.  R.M. 
fihB  W.  HABCOUBT :  I  will  now 
aak  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether,  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
faets  with  which  he  is  now  acquainted 
thioogfa  the  Oolonial  Office  as  to  the 
conduct  of  Captain  SegraYO,  he  intends 
to-night,  on  the  Vote  on  Account,  to  ask 
fbr  the  salary  of  that  gentleman,  who,  I 
beHere,  was  the  presiding  magistrate 
atMitchelstown? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  As  soon  as  I 
reoeiTed  the  information  I,  of  course, 
telegraphed  OTcr  to  Dublin,  and  Mr. 
SeoraTe  has  been  suspended. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOB  :  Does  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  fact  of  a 
person  being  a  discredited  Colonial 
semmt  necessarily  unfits  him  for  the 
post  of  Besident  Magistrate  in  Ire- 
Ma.  SEXTON :  What  further  evi- 
dence is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wait- 
ing for,  beyond  the  declaration  of  the 
Oolonial  Office,  before  he  dismisses  this 
gentleman? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  prefer  not 
dismissing  an  officer  until  I  haye  full 
documentary  evidence.  As  soon  as  Gt)- 
temment  receive  proof  that  Mr.  Segrave 
is  an  improper  person  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  a  Besioent  Magistrate  he  will 
be  dismissed.  I  am  not  going  so  far  as  to 
indicate  to  the  public  that,  because  a 
Besident  Magistrate  in  Ireland  happens 
to  be  unpopular  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  therefore  he  is  not  to  receive 
the  same  meed  of  justice  which  would 
be  extended  to  any  other  officer. 


Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if,  on 
a  recent  occasion,  in  answer  to  the  ad- 
vocate of  an  accused  party  before  him, 
Captain  Segrave  being  President  of 
a  Chrimes  Act  Court,  said  ne  was,  "in  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  lieutenant,  a  gen- 
tleman with  sufficient  legal  attain- 
ments to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
Court?" 

No  answer  was  given. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Sir,  we  have  been 
attacked,  and  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  answer  given  to  the  House  by  the 
Colonial  Under  Secretary,  that  Mr.  Se- 
grave was  dismissed  from  the  service  of 
the  Cape  Government  for  gross  mis- 
conduct ;  and  whether  he  is  still  to  be 
continued  in  the  Publis  Service  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  Mr.  Segrave 
is  only  kept  in  the  Public  Service  in  this 
sense,  that  he  is  not  allowed  to  per- 
form any  magisterial  duties,  and  he  aoes 
not  receive  any  pay.  As  soon  as  full 
information  is  received  on  this  point,  of 
course  he  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way. 

IRELAND-CROWN  PROSECUTIONS 

IN  1879. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  the  Crown 
briefs  in  agrarian  and  conspiracy  trials 
since  1879  are  still  in  existence; 
whether  the  panels  upon  which  many 
Catholic  jurors  are  ordered  to  "  stand 
by  "  by  the  Crown  since  1879  had  been 
destroyed ;  whether  the  various  peti- 
tions of  the  Invincible,  Patrick  Delaney, 
were  still  extant ;  and  whether,  if  any 
of  the  foregoing  were  in  the  possession 
of  the  Gt)vemment,  the  advisers  of  the 
parties  before  the  Special  Commissiof 
would  be  allowed  access  to  them  for  thi 
purpose  of  their  defence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  As  I  havs  al- 
ready said  more  than  once,  I  cannot 
answer  questions  of  this  kind  across  the 
floor  of  the  House.  The  proper  course  is 
for  the  solicitors  for  any  of  tne  parties  to 
make  application  in  the  usual  manner  to 
the  Irish  GK>vemment  for  such  documents 
as  they  may  desire. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  want  to  know, 
Sir,  whether  the  Crown  panels  are  still 
in  existence,  as  Catholics,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  have  been  exduded  from  the 
juries? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH :  I  am  sorry 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should 
have  taken  the  opportunity  of  putting 
a  Question  to  make  an  unfounded 
ohai^e,  but  I  think  he  will  see  that 
the  matter  is  one  in  which  I  cannot  rive 
him  the  information  asked  for.  The 
hon.  Member  had  better  make  his  own 
application. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  In  my  own 
defence  I  will  apply. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  there  are 
now  any  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  or 
Dublin  policemen  or  officers  in  London 
onsubpcenafromthe  TVuMt;  and  whether 
any  will  be  allowed  to  return  to  London 
until  they  shall  be  wanted  for  examina- 
tion? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUH :  I  am  informed 
that  there  are  no  members  of  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police  and  no  officers  of 
the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  in  attend- 
ance in  London.  There  are,  I  am 
informed,  three  members  of  the  Con- 
stabulary in  London  who  have  been 
subposnaed  by  the  Times.  A  letter  has 
been  addressed  by  the  police  authorities 
to  the  solicitor  for  the  Times  requesting 
him  to  state  the  necessity  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Special  Commission  of  the 
continued  attendance  of  these  witnes^s, 
and  the  matter  will  be  considered  on  re- 
ceipt of  his  reply.  The  OoTcmment  are 
anxious,  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  ad- 
ministration, that  as  few  members  of  the 
Constabulary  should  be  withdrawn  from 
duty  as  possible;  but  they  certainly 
would  not  take  upon  themselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  declining  to  allow  mem- 
bers of  the  force  to  attend  in  London  if 
they  thought  their  services  were  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why,  if  the 
Irish  authorities  can  dispense  with  these 
men,  are  the  Irish  Police  Forces  not 
considerably  reduced  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUH :  I  have  al- 
ready explained  that  it  is  a  source  of 
inoonvemence  to  the  Irish  Government ; 
and,  as  to  the  reason  these  men  are  de- 
tained here,  I  am  not  aware  what  it  is. 
As  I  have  told  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  the  solicitor  of  the  Times  has 
been  asked  whether  there  is  a  real 
necessity  for  their  remaining  in  Lon- 
don. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  Commis- 
sion adjourned  for  a  fortnight,  but 
three  members  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary remain  in  London.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  tell 
us  whether  he  has  got  their  rank,  and 
where  they  are  stationed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
shire,  Sushcliffe) :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  a  communication 
has  been  sent  to  Mr.  Soames  by  the 
police  authorities  asking  that  these  offi- 
cers should  be  sent  back  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  an- 
swer that  question. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  District  Inspector 
Seddall  has  been  recently  in  London  in 
the  interests  of  the  Times,  and  can  he 
state  the  date  of  his  arrival  and  depar- 
ture ;  whether  he  was  in  daily  attend- 
ance at  the  Commission  Court ;  whether 
he  was  examined  before  the  Commis- 
sion ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  inform  the 
House  what  this  officer  was  doing  during 
his  stay  in  London  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  in- 
formed that  District  Inspector  Seddall 
has  not  been  recently  in  London.  He 
attended  early  in  the  proceedings  on 
subposna  to  give  evidence  if  required. 
He  was  not  in  daily  attendance  at  the 
court,  as  he  was  informed  that  he  would 
receive  notice  of  examination.  He  was 
subsequently  recalled  for  dutv  in  Ire- 
land, without  having  been  called  upon 
for  examination.  ELis  sole  business  in 
London  was  attendance  in  obedience  to 
the  subpoena  as  a  possible  witness. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION  BILL. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  May  I  ask  what  course  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intends  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  for  the  redemption  of 
the  Consolidated  and  Reduced  Three  per 
Cent  Stock  ? 

♦The  OHANOELLOR  op  the  EX- 
OHEQUER:  I  shall  be  very  glad  if  I 
were  permitted  to  move  the  Il^lution 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  so  that 
I  may  introduce  my  Bill  for  the  re- 
demption of  the  Consolidated  Three  per 
Cent  and  Reduced  Three  per  Cent  Stock, 
as  the  Bill  can  then  be  printed  and  dis- 
tributed by  Saturday.  But  if  there  is 
any  opposition  on  the  part  of  any  con- 
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«d«nUe  nnmber  of  Members  I  shall 
not  denre  to  press  it 

MR.  O'BRIEN. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W. )  asked  the 
Chief  Beeretaiy  if  he  would  now  say  if 
Seetioii  II  of  the  Irish  Prisons  Act  of 
1887  wonld  be  applied  for  the  purpose 
of  holding  a  publie  inquiry  into  the 
treatment  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien  in 
Xiriaon ;  and,  if  so,  how  soon  that  inquiry 
would  be  held  ? 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK :  An  inquiry  is 
being  held,  but  I  think  it  is  im- 
poflBible  and  improbable  that  it  can 
DO  of  a  public  character.  I  do  not 
know  that  that  was  ever  contemplated. 
After  that  inquiry  is  concluded  I  shall 
lay  the  result  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  when  that  has  been  done  it  will  be 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  and  others  who 
think  with  him,  to  say  whether  they 
desire  any  further  inquiry,  I  will  then 
consider  whether  a  further  inquiry 
should  be  granted,  though  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  a  good  precedent  to 
do  so. 

8iB  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  When 
will  these  statements  be  presented  ? 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  anxious 
that  they  should  be  presented  as  soon 
as  possible.  The  investigation  is  not 
absolutely  concluded  yet,  and  until  that 
is  done  the  papers  cannot  be  presented. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  Section  1 1  of  the 
Act  of  1877  does  not  exclude  publicity, 
and  is  he  willing  that  the  parties  con- 
cerned should  appear  by  counsel,  so  that 
they  may  have  the  ordinary  means  of 
testing  the  witnesses  by  cross-examina- 
tion? 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  inquiiy 
is  being  held  in  accordance  with  ordi- 
nary and  unbroken  precedent.  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  justified 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
evidence  taken  in  the  inquiry  will  be 
unworthy  of  credence. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the  inquiry 
suggested  to  him  a  week  ago  has  already 
been  held  ? 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  the 
inquiry  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  asked 
for  has  not  been  held,  nor  is  it  going  to 
be  held.  He  asked  for  an  inquiry 
which  would  have  formed  a  most  incon- 
venient  and    injurious  precedent,  and 


under  the  circumstances  I  did  not  carry 
out  his  suggestion ;  but  I  did  order  an 
inquiry  under  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  Prisons  Board.  The  result  of  that 
inquiry  will  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  it  will  be  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine what  view  they  take  of  the 
evidence 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (T^ngford  N.) : 
By  whom  is  the  inquiry  being  con- 
ducted ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  By  a  prison 
inspector.     I  think  it  is  Mr.  Joyce. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Has  Mr. 
O'Brien  been  examined  before  this 
inquiry  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course  the 
inquiry  cannot  be  regarded  as  concluded 
until  Mr.  O'Brien  has  been  examined. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Can  he  appear  by 
counsel ;  has  he  been  informed  of  the 
names  of  the  witnesses  against  him ;  and 
will  he  be  allowed  to  cross-examine 
them? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  not. 
I  have  ordered  this  inquiry  under  the 
ordinary  method,  and  I  believe  it  is  not 
part  of  the  ordinary  method  of  such 
inquiries  that  there  should  be  cross* 
examination  of  the  witnesses.  Mr. 
O'Brien  will  be  examined,  and  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary  E.) :  WUl 
the  Visiting  Justices  of  Oionmel  be  ex- 
amined before  the  inquiry  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  their  evi- 
deuce  is  directly  material,  I  presume 
they  will. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Will  Mr. 
O'Brien  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
evidence  of  the  other  witnesses  given 
against  him  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  evidence  of  the  other 
witnesses  will  be  given  for  or  against 
Mr.  O'Brien.  The  inquiry  will  be  held 
under  the  ordinary  practice,  and  the 
usual  course  will  be  followed. 

Mr.  CONDON :  Who  is  to  determine 
whether  the  evidence  of  the  Visiting 
Justices  is  relevant  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  suppose. 
Sir,  the  inspector  who  conducts  the  in- 
quiry. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Mark  Hanbury  Beaufoy,  esquire,  for 
Lambeth  (Kennington  Division). 
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JX7DI0IAL  FAOTOB8  (sOOTLAKD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Th«  Lord  Advoonte,  BUI  to 
amend  and  extend  the  Law  rdating  to  Judicial 
Factors  and  others  in  Scotland,  and  to  unite 
the  offices  of  the  Accountant  of  the  Court  of 
SeisSon  and  the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Tlw  Lord 
Advocate  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Oensrai  for  Scot- 
land. 

BOl  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY— OmL  8KRVICK8  AND 
BBVENUB  DBFARTMSNTS. 

VOTB  OW  ACOOITRT. 

SxTPPLT — oonridered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Question  again  proposed, 

<*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,729,208,  be 
granted  to  Her  Migesty,  on  aoooont,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
CSvil  Serrices  and  Rerenne  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March. 
ISfO."  ' 

[See  Paji$  266.] 
Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  (Newoastleon-Tjne): 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  some 
obserrations  relatiye  to  the  Ohief  Secre- 

afor  Ireland,  whose  salary  eomes 
9r  Olauae  2.  We  hare  been  asked 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  how 
it  is  we  did  not  accept  his  offer  for 
a  day  in  order  to  discuss  a  Vote  of 
Censure.  The  answer  is  perfectly  sim- 
ple—it is  because  every  day  we  discoyer 
some  new  fact;  and  that  it  would  be 
most  irrational  for  us  to  move  a  Vote  of 
OMisure,  althoufi;h  I  dare  say  it  will 
come  in  good  nme,  until  we  have  got 
oomjdete  material  for  our  case.  This 
T<fty  day  I  have  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  for  the  Ohief  Secretary,  to  ask 
him  whether  it  is  true  that  the  notes  of 
the  private  ioqniryheld  bytheOounty 
Court  Judge  Uurran  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  FhcBnix  Park  murders 
were  communicated  to  the  2Vin«f,  and,  if 
so,  by  whom  ?  In  the  remarks  I  made 
in  moving  mv  Amendment  about  a 
month  ago,  I  ventured  to  ask  the 
Government  if  it  was  true,  and,  if  so, 
upon  what  principle,  that  officers  of  the 
^Inah  Gkivemment,  in  receipt  of  public 
Itaay,  had  been  employed  as  collectors  of 


evidence  for  the  Times;  whether  Be«- 
sident  Magistrates  assisted,  or  were  pre- 
sent, at  that  collection  of  evidence ;  and', 
whether  any  Orown  Solicitor  was  em- 
ployed as  a  paid  agent  in  the  inquiry 
relating  to  crime  in  his  own  county?' 
I  propose  to-night  to  press  the  question, 
which  I  then  informed  the  Oovemment 
it  would  be  our  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House.      The  Ohief  Seoretory  himself 
has  told  us  from  time  to  time  he  has  not 
followed  the  proceedings  of  the  Special 
Commission  with  any  dose  interest.    I 
confess  this  is  an  announcement  that  we* 
may  be  surprised  at ;  and  I  should  have^ 
thought  that  a  Minister  who,  probably 
more  than  any  other,  fired  the  tndn, 
might  have  curiosity  enough  to  look  at 
the  after  explosion.     But,  as  the  Prime- 
Minister  himself,  apparently,  does  not 
read  the   proceedings   of  the  Special 
Commission,  I  do  not  know  why  the 
Ohief  Secretary  should.    And  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  does  not  think  he  is 
wanting  in  magnanimity,  to  put  it  in  no 
other  wav,  in  going  before  the  public 
and   declaring   he    does  not  know,  in 
spite  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  letters  by 
the  original  promulgators  of  them,  and 
in  spite  of  the  woras  used  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Special  Commission  on  the 
last  day  of  the  Court,  whether  those 
letters  are,  or  are  not,  forgeries.    These 
are  the  particular  things   on  which  I 
shall  come  to  dose  quarters  with  the 
Ohief  Secretary.    On  the  7th  or  8th  of 
this  month — I  believe  it  was  the  7th — 
the  Chief  Secretary  said — 

**  I  understand  the  Bo^  lash  Oooatabnlanr 
have  not  heen  employed  in  odleoting  evidence,, 
except  in  relation  to  the  evidenoe  €hey  were 
prepared  to  give  before  the  Special  CommliBion, 
nor  have  they  paid  money  to  or  taken  proofe 
of  witnesses.'^ 

Now,  the  Committee  will  not,  I  hope^ 
think  it  tedious  if  I  test  that  deliberate 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  OentlMutn 
the  Chief  Secretary  by  a  few  facts  dis- 
closed before  the  Spedal  Commissioik. 
From  the  evidence  given  by  Head  Oon- 
stable  Irwin,  Michael  Boche,  a  witness 
named  lago,  James  Buckley,  Andrew 
Coleman,  and  other  witnesses,  it  is 
dear  that  police  constables^  wiBre 
employed  in  collecting  evidence;  so 
that  when  the  Chief  Seoretaxy  for 
Ireland  states  that  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  had  not  been  emplcrf  ed  in 
collecting  evidence,  except  in  relation  ta 
what  they  themselves  proposed  to  give» 
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n^tej  named  Walsh  who  was  eza- 
■iMilMiove  the  Oommiarion  on  the  15th 
ef  Deeember  lait,  stated  that  he  was 
■trtfcr  by  District  Inspector  Alan,  of 
BwlBfuid,  and  that  in  the  course  of  con- 
^waalioii  the  district  inspector  said  he 
9U  act  know  what  would  happen  to  him 
■bout  a  osrtain  insurance  fraud  in  which 
li*  lad  had,  or  was  alleged  to  have,  been 
MqiliMitMl.  Do  the  (£>mmittee  realize 
^mU  oottduct  that  was  on  the  part  of 
Mtespector,  and  does  the  Chief  Secre- 
tly fbr  Ireland  oonceiTe  that  it  was  the 
lij^t  or  the  duty  of  the  inspector  to  con- 
ftHft  eridenoe  which  he  was  coUectinsr  in 
tkb  way  1^  threatening  the  lad  ?  The 
Botna  Secretary  on  the  previous  day,  in 
a  wnj  imposing  manner,  said  that  it  was 
ttesdn^  of  great  officers  of  State  to  con- 
iMste  themselTcs  the  serrants  of  justice 
ittd  truth.  I  wonder  whether  the  Chief 
SeeMaiy,  in  sanctioning  or  oyerlooking 
and  condoning  condu<^  of  that  kind, 
eo>iiatderB  that  he  is  making  himself  and 
the  Government  to  which  he  belongs  the 
■Stiants  of  justice  and  truth.  I  am  in- 
foirmed  that  the  district  inspector  was 
ilMrer  called  to  contradict  the  statement 
of  the  boy  Walsh.  And  now  about  the 
ifttaey.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  stated 
tli4t  the  Gh>Yemment  have  not  paid 
money  in  connection  with  these  matters. 
I  eannot  prove  that  they  have ;  but  I 
^ogld  ask  the  attention  of  the  Gom- 
nittee  to  the  evidence  of  the  informer 
Thomas  O'Connor.  This  witness  stated 
that  he  received  a  letter  from  Houston, 
fhmi  the  chief  office  of  the  Irish  Loyal 
tad^  Patriotic  Union  in  Qrafton  Street, 
eUdne  him  to  call  upon  Sergeant 
Donaldson,  who  would  give  him  a  rail- 
Wtj  ticket,  and  tell  him  where  to  go. 
He  wanted  to  know  what  were  the 
vUations  between  Sergeant  Donaldson 
and  Dublin  Castie  and  Houston. 
Ohn  it  be  denied  that,  although  Donald- 
son did  not  give  the  witness  money,  he 
did  give  him  what  was  an  equivalent  ? 
If  it  cannot,  the  observation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  unfounded  and  can- 
not be  defended.  I  now  come  to  two 
which  are,  to  my  mind,  the  most 


serious  of  all.  The  firat  is  the  case  of 
Delaney ;  and,  dark  and  sombre  as  has 
been  the  history  of  English  govemniBut 
in  Ireland,  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
has  ever  been  a  more  sombre  incident 
than  this.  Delaney,  as  everyone  is 
aware,  was  a  man  who  was  sentence  1  to 
death  for  being  concerned  in  the  FhoDniz 
Park  murders.  The  death  sentence  was 
commuted  to  imprisonment  for  life.  He 
was  asked  about  evidence  to  be  given 
before  the  Commission  in  the  first  week 
of  January,  and  he  was  then  seen  in 
Maryborough  Prison  bj  Mr.  Shannon, 
Mr.  Soames's  agent.  Mr.  Shannon  pro- 
duced a  letter  of  introduction  from  some- 
one, telling  Delaney  that  he  could  use- 
fully give  him — Mr.  Shannon — informa- 
tion. The  note  said,  and  said  falsely, 
that  Mr.  Shannon  was  a  Crown  official. 
Delaney  said  that  if  he  had  not  under- 
stood that  Mr.  Shannon  was  a  Crown 
official  he  would  have  refused  to  say  a 
word  to  him.  Mr.  Shannon,  in  that 
interview  with  Delaney  in  Maryborough 
Prison,  referred  to  a  statement  which  had 
been  made  to  Dr.  Barr,  of  whom  we 
have  heard  to-night ;  but  Mr.  Shannon 
took  a  fresh  statement.  The  statement 
made  by  Delaney  was  made  in  the 
presence  of  the  governor  of  the  prison, 
but  Delaney  testifies  his  belief  that  the 
conversation  was  not  heard  by  him. 
Shannon  in  the  prison  took  Delaney's 
statement  down,  and  then  was  guilty  of 
the  gross  enormity  of  administering  an 
oath  to  him  which  was  wholly  unlawful, 
and  then  making  Delaney  swear  to  the 
statement  he  had  made.  He  had  no 
more  right  to  administer  an  oath  than  I 
have  to  administer  an  oath  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman.  This  was  a  monstrous 
proceedings  and  was  absolutely  unlaw- 
ful. I  do  not  think  anythingof  the 
kind  was  ever  done  before.  WUl^  the 
Chief  Secretary  defend  that  transaction  ? 
It  is  said  by  the  (Government  that  all 
they  did  was  for  the  elucidation  of  the 
truth.  This  proceeding  looks  far  moro 
like  subornation  of  peijury  than  the 
elucidation  of  the  truth.  What  was  the 
position  of  Delaney  at  the  time  ?  He 
was  in  prison  under  a  sentence  of  per- 
petual imprisonment.  He  had  nothing 
to  look  forward  to  but  a  dark  and 
horrible  future.  In  order  to  support  the 
cause  of  justice  and  elicit  the  truth,  you 
go  to  a  man  of  that  kind,  and  take 
evidence  on  oath  from  him  which  you 
are  to  use  in    trying  to  blacken  the 
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elie,  1>efore  ira  can  prevent 
dmokenneaa  wUoh  nndonbted] 
in  thUoountry." 

And  whether  the  Ghivemment  are  pre- 
pared to  Kire  effect  to  these  remarks  f 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) : 
I  wish  to  a«Ic  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  Act  prohibitang'  the  sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liqnors  on  Sundays  through- 
out every  part  of  Scotland,  passed  in 
this  House  in  1853,  has  been  in  force 
since  1854  with  satisfaction  to  the  oom- 
mnui^  at  large;  and,  whether  a  similar 
law  has  been  in  existence  affecting 
Ireland  since  1878,  and  that  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House  which  sat  last 
Session  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  reported  that — 

"None  of  the  eviL)  whicli  ware  predicted  by 
soma  penoni  &■  likely  to  eniue  from  the  pasdng 
of  the  Act  have  been  proved  to  have  arisen  to 
any  appreciable  eitent, 

and  recommended  the  continuance  and 
extension  of  the  Act? 

Ha.  MATTHEWS:  TheOoTomment 
are  of  opinion  that,  in  view  of  recent  ex< 
perience  as  to  the  operation  of  the  Sun- 
day Closing  Act  in  Wales,  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  that  measnre  inll  be  de- 
sirable; and  they  hare  it  under  consider- 
ation in  what  way  the  inquiry  had  best 
be  conducted,  whether  by  Special  Com- 
mittee or  by  Boyal  Commission. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOS :  I  would  ask  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  whether,  when 
sash  Oommittoe  or  Oommissioa  is  ap- 
pointed, he  will  take  care  that  the  Oom- 
mittoe ia  not  packed  in  the  same  manner 
—[CWmo/"  Order!"] 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  same  law 
applies  to  supplemental  questions 
as  to  that  of  questions  put  on  the  Paper, 
and    the  form   of  the   hon.  Member's 

fnestion  would  not  be  admitted  upon  the 
'aper. 

Mb.  J.  O'OONNOB :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  care  that  this  Com- 
miBsion  or  Committoe  will  not  have  an 
nmdofl  proportion  of  Members  who  have 
iMen  previously  pledged  to  carry  out 
legislation  against  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  ? 

Mr.  SL4TTHEW8:  I  think  it  is 
hardly  necessary  to  state  that  the  Go- 
■vamment  will  take  care  that  every  ia- 
tamat  is  represented. 

FISHINQ  SOABDB. 
Mb.  EOBEBTS  (Flint,  &c.)  ashed  the 
President   of    the   Local    Government 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lavnon 


{COMUONB)  Emifr^tim.  40a 

Board  whether  peraone  appointed  by, 
the  Oounfy  Counml  to  act  on  Fiah  Cm- 
servingfBMrdawiU  enter  on  their  duties 
forthwith,  or  on  the  expiration  of  the 
period  fbr  which  thur  prodooesoors  have 
ooOQ  rhneon  ? 
«SiR  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  persons  appointed  by  the  Cottnly 
Counoils  to  act  on  Boards  of  Con* 
servators  of  Fishery  Districts  will  enter 
upon  their  duties  at  the  ezptrationof 
Ifie  1 


year  for  which  their  ^redeo 
have  been  (i;>pointed  respectively. 

TITHE  SI0T6  IN  WAUES. 

Mb.  THOMAS  EIiUS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  has  obtained  any 
report  of  the  serious  oonfliots  between 
the  police  and  the  people  at  Penygam, 
Cardiganshire,  yesterday,  in  oonneotion 
with  Uie  oolleotion  of  tiwes  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  written 
to  the  Chief  Constable  asking  for  a  re- 
port, but  none  has  reached  me  as  yet 

ABHT  MEDICAL  DBPABTXENT. 
Ok.  FASQUHABSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  War  when  the  Committoe  of  Inqoiiy 
on  the  Army  Medical  Department  would 
begin  its  labours;  and  whetiier  he 
could  state  its  composition  to  the 
House? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Com- 
mittee has  held  a  preliminary  meeting 
to.day.  The  Earl  of  Oamperdown  is 
Chairman  of  the  Committee.  The  Navy 
is  represented  by  Admiral  Hotham, 
O.B.,  medical  interests  by  Dr.  Graham 
Balfour  and  Mr.  N.  C.  Haonamara,  and 
and  the  hon.  Members  for  \ngtowa- 
shire,  Portsmouth,  and  Leioeato^  have 
also  joined  the  Oommittee,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  being  the 
Army  representative ;  and  I  propose  to 
add  one  more  civilian  Member. 

Dr.  FARQUHABSON:  Wly  not 
strengthen  the  Committee  by  putting  <n 
it  a  medical  officer  of  personal  ezperieooe . 
'n  connection  with  the  serviees? 

«Ur.  E.  stanhope  :  It  bas  been 
thought  that  the  medical  offloen  is  the 
Services  had  bettor  nve  evidenoe^  and 
that  they  should  not  be  put  in  the  posi- 
tion of  judges. 

OROFTBE  EMIGKATION. 

Ma.  WATT  asked  the  Lord  Advooato 

whether  the  Government  had  received 
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any  further  Beport  with  reference  to  the 
4nofter  families  emigrated  last  year; 
and  whether  he  can  state  the  total  num- 
<>er  of  persons  emigriited  to  date  ? 
«m  LOBD  ADVOCATE :  There  is 
no  farther  report  since  I  answered  the 
'question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  St.  Help's,  and  there  were  no 
speeial  drcumstances  requiring  any. 
The  number  of  persons  emigprated  is 
193. 

FATHER  M*FADDEN. 

M|i.  HAO  NEILL  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  is  it  a  fact  that  Father  M'Fad- 
den  and  the  other  prisoners,  to  the 
number  of  38,  charged  with  an  alleged 
complicity  in  the  murder  of  District 
Insnector  Harfin,  were  last  Saturday 
further  remanded  by  the  magistrates 
till  Saturday,  23rd  March;  how  many 
times  bare  Father  MTadden  and  the 
4>ther  prisoners  been  remanded  by  the 
Magistrates  from  drd  February,  thed^te 
of  their  arrest,  till  the  present  time ;  is 
he  aware  that,  on  each  magisterial  in- 
Testigation  and  remand,  the  prisoners 
are  oonyeyed  by  special  train  to  and  fro 
between  Derry  Oaol  and  Letterkenny, 
a  distance  of  oyer  20  miles ;  is  the  spe- 
cial train  ordered  by  the  Gbvemment, 
as  stated  by  Oounty  Inspector  Hayes  to 
^e  hon.  Member  fbr  l^nth  Donegal; 
if  so,  under  what  heading  in  the  &ti- 
mateis  will  this  expense  be  included ;  is 
he  aware  that,  on  Monday,  4th  March, 
Mr.  Hamilton,  H.M.,  in  the  presence  of 
three  of  the  Members  of  Parliament  for 
the  oounty  Donegal,  at  Letterkenny,  cen- 
sured the  conduct  of  the  Gk>yemment  in 
asking  for  these  repeated  remands,  and 
only  consented  to  giye  a  remand  till  the 
following  Thursday ;  could  he  explain 
the  reasons  which  haye  induced  the  same 
Resident  Magistrate  to  grant  seyeral  re- 
mands since  that  time ;  and  will  Father 
M^adden  and  the  other  prisoners,  if 
not  discharged  but  returned  for  trial 
next  Saturday,  be  precluded  by  these 
delays  from  standing  their  trial  at  the 
present  Assizes  ? 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  Before 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  answers  the 
question,  I  wish  to  ask  him  if  it  is  true 
th^  Father  M'Fadden  has  been  re- 
Bumded  seyea  times  and  taken  back- 
wards and  forwards  from  Derry  to 
Letterkenny  and  from  Letterkenny  to 
Oweedore  ? 


Thb  ohief  SECRETABY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  cannot  answer  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Htmley 
without  notice.  The  answer  to 
the  question  on  the  paper  is  that 
the*  prisoners  arrestea  in  connec- 
tion with  the  murder  of  District 
Inspector  Martin,  though  not  to  the 
number  of  38,  were  remanded  on  Satur- 
day until  March  23rd.  There  appear  to 
haye  been,  in  all,  three  or  four  remands. 
The  prisoners  were  conyeyed  by  special 
train.  The  cost  will  come  under  the 
Constabulary  Vote.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
B.M.,  did  not  censure  the  Goyemment, 
but  expressed  an  opinion  that  another 
remand  should  not  be  asked  for  without 
eyidence  being  giyen.  The  Resident 
Magistrate  since  granted  a  remand  no 
doubt  because  he  thought  there  were 
grounds  for  so  doing,  l^e  prisoners,  if 
not  returned  for  trial  before  Saturday 
next,  could  not,  I  understand,  be  tried 
at  the  present  Assizes. 

ME.  HOEKTE,  B.M. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  Home,  R.M.,  has 
recently  been  promoted  from  being  a 
third  dass  Resident  Magistrate  to  a 
first  class  Resident  Magistrate ;  whether 
he  was  so  promoted  oyer  the  heads  of 
his  seniors,  and  oyer  how  many  seniors ; 
when  and  on  what  grounds  was  the 
promotion  made;  and  how  long  was 
Mr.  Home  engaged  in  collecting  the 
eyidenoe  which  has  been  used  by  the 
T%me9  before  the  Special  Oommission? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Mr.  Home 
was  promoted  to  the  first  class  of  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  in  suoqession  to  the 
late  Mr.  Warburton,  who  died  on  the 
2nd  of  December,  from  whidi  date  the 
promotion  took  efifect.  He  was  thus 
giyen  37  steps  in  seniority.  The  pro- 
motion was  made  in  recocpntion  of  the 
signal  public  seryioes  of  Mr.  Home  in 
connection  with  the  detection  of  oriminals> 
both  before  and  since  the  passing  of  the 
Orimes  Act.  I  may  mention  e^^edally, 
among  recent  instances,  the  conyiction 
of  the  murderers  of  Patrick  Quirko,  uf 
the  assailants  of  John  Lane,  who  was 
fired  at  and  wounded  in  Noyember, 
1887,  and  of  the  persons  who  were  con- 
yicted  for  shooting  the  schoolmaster 
Robinson  and  his  daughter  in  Marsh  <4 
last  year.    In  all  these  oases  the  orini. 
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Mtd  CSommiaBOO)  both  oral  and  writtott, 
m  to  Ui«  ^Mo  of  FobfTUUT  laat,  with  a 
Tbvto  the  aame  beiiig  laid  before  Par- 
tiameat,  in  order  the  better  to  enable 
Son.  Hemben  to  jndge  of  the  Miffiraan^ 
or  otberviae  of  the  proposals  of  Hm 
Kajerty's  GoTemment  for  no  increase 
to  Her  Hajestj's  Nar;,  in  aooordonca 
with  preoedenta,  as  in  the  ease  of  the 
Beport  of  the  eridenca  tahen  b;  Boyal 
Oonuniarion  on  die  ESdocation  Acts  pre- 
HntedinUaich  18B8? 
•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  inqoiry  of 
fbB  Boyal  Oommission  on  Naral  and 
HilitaTj  Adnumstmtion  is  approaohing 
oompletion,  and  it  is  nndeeirable  to 
interrupt  their  proceedings  for  the  pnr- 
pOM  of  framing  an  td  inttrim  Beijort. 
A.  large  portion  of  the  eridence  received 
it  of  a  highl;  oonfidential  nature,  and 
oonld  not  in  any  way  be  made  pablio. 
It  ia  to  be  renumbOTed  also  tlutt  the 
terms  of  the  referenoe  to  the  Commis- 
sion relate  to  the  adminiBtration  of  the 
Naval  and  Military  Departments,  so 
that  the  result  of  their  inquiry  will  hare 
no  bearing  upon  the  narat  proposals  of 
Her  Majesty^  QoTemment. 

HUGAB  BOUNTIES. 
Ms.  FICTON  (Leioeater)  aakod  the 
ffini  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
has  usually  been  the  praotioe  to  charge 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  bnnneas  relating 
to  Sugar  Bonntiee;  and  whether  the 
Gtoreniment  has  oalled  for,  or  received, 
any  Seport  or  opinion  from  that  Board 
on  the  subject  of  the  pending  Oonven- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  is  there  any  objection 
to  lay  that  Report  or  opinion  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 
*Mi.  W..  H.  SMITH :  The  negotia- 
tions  with  foreign  countries  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  Convention  were  oondooted 
kooording  to  naoal  practice  by  the 
Foroign  Office.  Any  oommunioationB 
tnnu  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  subject 
are  included  in  the  papers  which  have 
already  been  presented. 

FOREIGN  JODENAUSTB. 
Mb.  BBTCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
Swretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  a 
police  officer,  giving  his  name  as  In- 
speotOT  W.  Melville,  of  the  Criminal 
westigation  Department,  oalled,  on 
AiminlfMd 
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sali  and  flinaJj,  being  thn  maaa^M  i 
editor  le^eetin^  of  tin  joazaal  J~  ' 
lisM,  pabliahsd  in  Loadon  in  the  V 
and  Armswian  iMgnagea,  and  aUM^ami 
to  the  pei^  of  fiia  hooae  a  ■■mbar  at 
inqnisitasial  qnastiona  legaiding  MM. 


description  of  peraoas  caDiag  eoi  Atmt, 
fttt.,  they  being  at  the  »iWM«i»4  ahBisit, 
and  obtained  bma  their  Mastmoato  a 
copy  of  the  Bmmim;  whether  this 
policeman,  on  bMag  asked  what  hia 
jnatifieatioa  fyw  IhaM  inqoiiiea  waa, 
answered  that  he  onme  on  b^alf  of  ih» 
Turkish  QoTsnment,  and  added  Aat 
the  last  number  of  the  Jsisrfsa  (whieh 
contained  nporta  ot  tiie  ■oAriaga  oC 
the  Avmanian  ChristiaiiB)  had  mamA 
great  dissatiafaotion  in  Tnrtiah  «iLaiat 
circles;  whethertbe TorfciA OotwamaMt 
made  any,  and  what,  application  to  Urn 
Home  Office  on  the  snlneel  of  tte  joonal 
entitled  .fisMfdM ;  and,  whether,  if  th» 
facts  are  as  above  snggeated,  **>»■  dodu- 
cilian  visit  took  place  by  the  oider  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  or  of  •»,  anA 
what,  offirinl  of  the  Home  Dclpstt- 
ment? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  It  is  s  fhot  that 
Inspector  Melville  c^led  at  the  plM» 
named  on  the  day  in  qneriioB.  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  not  true  that  fn^niai- 
torial  questions  were  asked.  Thn  ia- 
Bpeotor'e  object  was  simply  to  Moertain 
whether  the  gentlemen  ntidM  ther& 
and  published  the  sewroaperiaqnattioB. 
Both  gentlemen  were  in  t&eir  r<H>ms  at 
the  time.  The  copy  of  the  Ipapar  was- 
given  to  the  inapeotor  by  tUe  UadUdjr. 
The  inspector  informed  the  lanfla^ythkt 
he  knew  nothing  whatever  to  flie  pHK 
judioe  of  either  gentleman,  and  he  Inade 
no  reference  whatever  to  th«  Thriddk 
Qoreroment,  or  to  Turkish  offlcidoirolsa. 
The  Turkish  Ambassador  made  ftitfoiriM 
as  to  the  publisher  and  prints  of  th» 
paper  in  question.  Thereiqion  tUe' 
Foreign  Office  reqaested  fbe  Home 
Offioe  to  BMertein,  for  their  o^n  infor- 
mation, whether  the  paper  Vaa  stIU 
published  in  Paris,  or,  as  StsWd  Hi  dn» 
of  its  issues,  in  London.  Ths  Hoai^ 
Offioe  then  tnBtmoMd  the  police  to  mak» 
the  neoessBiy  inqairiea,  and  Inapector 
Melville,  with  this  object,  called  npoik 
tiie  landlady  in  the  aanner  stated. 
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Ifft.  BBYOE  asked  whether  it  was 
the  pradice  to  place  the  Metropolitan 
Polioe  at  the  disposal  of  a  foreign  Go- 
▼enunent? 

Ifa.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  poUce 
were  in  no  sense  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  foreign  GK>yemments.  An  inqnirj 
was  maae  by  the  Foreign  OflSce  of  the 
Home  Office,  for  their  own  information. 

Mb.  BRYOE  :  The  Turkish  Gtoyem- 
ment  apjilied  to  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
the  Foreign  Office  applied  to  the  Home 
Office,  which  ascertained  certain  facts. 

Me.  MATTHEWS  said,  the  informa- 
tion obtained  was  for  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Foreign  Office.  Of  what  took  place 
between  the  Foreign  Office  and  the 
Turkish  Ambassador  he  knew  nothing. 

Mb.  BBYCE  gave  notice  that  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

CAPTAIN  SEGRAVE.  R.M. 

8iB  W.  HAEGOURT :  1  will  now 
ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether,  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
facts  with  which  he  is  now  acquainted 
throogh  the  Colonial  Office  as  to  the 
conduct  of  Captain  Segrave,  he  intends 
to-night,  on  the  Vote  on  Account,  to  ask 
for  the  salary  of  that  gentleman,  who,  I 
beHeye,  was  the  presiding  magistrate 
atMitchelstown? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  soon  as  I 
reoeiyed  the  information  I,  of  course, 
telegraphed  oyer  to  Dublin,  and  Mr. 
Segraye  has  been  suspended. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  Does  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  fact  of  a 
person  being  a  discredited  Colonial 
seryant  necessarily  unfits  him  for  ^e 
post  of  Resident  Magistrate  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  What  further  eyi- 
dence  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wait- 
ing for,  beyond  the  declaration  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  before  he  dismisses  this 
gentleman  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  prefer  not 
dismissing  an  officer  until  I  haye  full 
doonmentary  eyidenoe.  As  soon  as  Gk>- 
yemmentreceiye  proof  that  Mr.  Segraye 
is  an  improper  person  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  a  Resident  Magistrate  he  will 
be  dismissed.  I  am  not  going  so  far  as  to 
indicate  to  the  public  that,  because  a 
Bendent  Magistrate  in  Ireland  happens 
to  be  unpopular  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  therefore  he  is  not  to  receiye 
the  same  meed  of  justice  which  would 
be  extended  to  any  other  officer. 


Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if,  on 
a  recent  occasion,  in  answer  to  the  ad- 
yocate  of  an  accused  parfy  before  him. 
Captain  Segraye  being  President  of 
a  Chrimes  Act  Court,  said  he  was,  "in  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  a  gen- 
tleman with  sufficient  legal  attain- 
ments to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
Court?" 

No  answer  was  giyen. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Sir,  we  haye  been 
attacked,  and  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  answer  giyen  to  the  House  by  the 
Colonial  Under  Secretary,  that  Mr.  Se- 
graye was  dismissed  from  the  seryice  of 
the  Cape  Goyemmont  for  gross  mis- 
conduct ;  and  whether  he  is  still  to  be 
continued  in  the  Publie  Seryice  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Segraye 
is  only  kept  in  the  Public  Seryice  in  this 
sense,  that  he  is  not  allowed  to  per- 
form any  magisterial  duties,  and  he  aoes 
not  receiye  any  pay.  As  soon  as  full 
information  is  receiyed  on  this  point,  of 
course  he  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way. 

IRELAND-CROWN  PROSECUTIONS 

IN  1879. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  the  Grown 
briefs  in  agrarian  and  conspiracy  trials 
since  1879  are  still  in  existence ; 
whether  the  panels  upon  which  many 
Catholic  jurors  are  ordered  to  "  stand 
by  "  by  the  Grown  since  1879  had  been 
destroyed ;  whether  the  yarious  peti- 
tions of  the  Inyincible,  Patrick  Delaney, 
were  still  extant ;  and  whether,  if  any 
of  the  foregoing  were  in  the  possession 
of  the  GK)yemment,  the  adyisers  of  the 
parties  before  the  Special  Oommissiof 
would  be  allowed  access  to  them  for  thi 
purpose  of  their  defence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  haye  al- 
ready said  more  than  once,  I  cannot 
answer  questions  of  this  kind  across  the 
floor  of  the  House.  The  proper  course  is 
for  the  solicitors  for  any  of  tne  parties  to 
make  application  in  the  usual  manner  to 
the  Irish  Qoyemment  for  such  documents 
as  they  may  desire. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wanttoknow, 
Sir,  whether  the  Crown  panels  are  still 
in  existence,  as  Catholics,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  haye  been  exduded  from  the 
juries? 
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JUDICIAL  FA0T0B8  (sOOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Th«  Lord  Advocate,  BUI  to 
amend  and  extend  the  Law  relating  to  Judicial 
Factors  and  others  in  Scotland,  and  to  unite 
tiie  offices  of  the  Accountant  of  the  Court  of 
Session  and  tiie  Accountant  in  Bankrupto;^  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord 
Advocate  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Oensral  for  Scot- 
land. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  16a.] 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  8KBVICE8  AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

VOTE  ON  AOOOtrWT. 

SvpPLT — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,729,203,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
CSvil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March, 
1890." 

[See  Page  256.] 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY  (Newcastle-  on-Tyne): 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making  some 
obserrations  relatiye  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  whose  salary  oomes 
under  Clause  2.  We  have  been  asked 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  how 
it  is  we  did  not  accept  his  offer  for 
a  day  in  order  to  discuss  a  Vote  of 
Censure.  The  answer  is  perfectly  sim- 
ple— ^it  is  because  every  day  we  discover 
some  new  fact;  and  that  it  would  be 
most  irrational  for  us  to  move  a  Vote  of 
Censure,  althoufl;h  I  dare  say  it  will 
come  in  good  time,  until  we  have  eot 
oomplete  material  for  our  ease.  This 
very  day  I  have  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  for  the  Chief  Secretary,  to  ask 
him  whether  it  is  true  that  the  notes  of 
the  private  inquiry  held  by  the  County 
Court  Judge  Curran  into  the  oiroum- 
stances  of  the  Phobnix  Park  murders 
ware  communicated  to  the  7VmM,  and,  if 
so,  by  whom  f  In  the  remarks  I  made 
in  moving  n&y  Amendment  about  a 
month  ago,  1  ventured  tu  ask  the 
Government  if  it  wan  true,  and,  if  mo, 
upon  what  priuoiple,  that  oltUmrN  iif  the 
Irish  Ooverumant,  in  retieipt  of  publio 
pay,  had  been  eniployett  as  oolltHitors  uf 


evidence  for  the  Timet;  whether  Be«- 
sident  Magistrates  assisted,  or  were  pre- 
sent, at  that  ooUeoiion  of  evidence ;  and^. 
whether  any  Crown  Solicitor  ms  em- 
ployed as  a  ^aid  agent  in  the  inqoizir 
relating  to  crime  in  his  own  oounty  r 
I  propose  to-night  to  press  the  question, 
wnich  I  then  informed  the  Government 
it  would  be  our  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House.  The  Chief  Secretary  himself 
has  told  us  from  time  to  time  he  has  not: 
followed  the  proceedings  of  the  Special 
Commission  with  any  dose  interest.  L 
confess  this  is  an  announcement  that  we* 
may  be  surprised  at ;  and  I  should  have- 
thought  that  a  Minister  who,  probably 
more  than  any  other,  fired  the  train, 
might  have  curiosity  enough  to  look  at 
the  after  explosion.  But,  as  the  Prim» 
Minister  himself,  apparently,  does  not 
read  the  proceedings  of  the  Special 
Commission,  I  do  not  know  why  th^ 
Chief  Secretary  should.  And  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  does  not  think  he  ie 
wanting  in  magnanimity,  to  put  it  in  no 
other  way,  in  going  before  the  publio 
and  declaring  he  does  not  know,  ia 
spite  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  letters  by 
tne  original  promulgators  of  theai|  and 
in  spite  of  the  woras  used  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Special  Commission  on  the 
last  day  of  the  Court,  whether  those 
letters  are,  or  are  not,  forgeries.  These 
are  the  particular  things  on  which  I 
shall  come  to  close  quarters  with  the 
Chief  Secretary.  On  the  7th  or  8th  of 
this  month— I  believe  it  was  the  7th— 
the  Chief  Secretary  said— 

« I  understand  the  Royal  Iziih  Oooatabalary- 
have  not  been  employed  in  collecting  eridenoe^ 
except  in  relation  to  the  eridenoe  Chey  were 
prepared  to  give  before  the  Special  CommiflBioii, 
nor  have  they  paid  money  to  or  taken  proofe 
of  witneeees. 

Now,  the  Committee  will  not,  I  liope^ 
think  it  tedious  if  I  test  that  delibente 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  GentUhnaii 
the  Chief  Secretary  by  a  few  foots  dis- 
closed before  the  Special  Commisaion.. 
From  the  evidence  given  by  Head  Con- 
stable Irwin,  Michael  Boche,  a  witnesa 
named  lago,  James  Buckley,  Andrew 
Coleman,  and  other  witnesseSi  it  is 
dear  that  police  constables^  were 
employed  in  collecting  evidence;  so 
that  when  the  CSiief  Secretaij  fiyr 
Ireland  states  that  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  had  not  been  employed  in 
«Hilleoting  evidence,  except  in  relation  to 
what  they  themscdves  proposed  to  give, 
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able  to  take  notioe  of  the  riffht  hon. 
Oentlamftii*!  iaterrogatioiiB,  tbeae  are 
the  main  pointa  on  which  I  am  able  to 
^1  him  anything^ ;  but  I  want  to  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  is 
4a  prindpb  which  should  regulate  the 
«etion  not  onlj  of  constables  and  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  but  of  every  good 
<<iiticanf  It  is  the  bounden  duty  not 
flnerely  of  the  police,  but  of  every  man 
who  has  relevant  evidnnce  to  give,  to 
gave  it.  There  is  this  limitation,  and 
tiiis  limitation  only,  with  regard  to  con- 
«feablea  and  oflioiaJs  under  Government 
—that  they  are,  of  course,  bound  not 
to  make  any  disclosure  of  confidential 
matter  which  might  be  detrimental  to 
the  Public  Service.  Subject  to  that 
limitation,  and  that  limitation  alone,  I 
would  never  suggest  in  public,  or  order 
in  private,  that  any  man  should  be 
restrained  from  giving  what  aid  and 
SMsistanoe  he  could  to  the  Oommission. 
What  have  these  men  done  except  to 

S've  evidence  f  If  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Bntlemen  opposite  can  prove  that  one 
of  these  men  nas  attempted,  as  they  s%y, 
to  suborn  witnesses,  to  pervert  justice, 
or  to  conceal  facts  relevant  to  the  defence, 
them  pass  what  condemnation  you  please 
upon  them,  and  I  will  concur  in  it.  But, 
beyond  the  loose  accusations  which  the 
ripit  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has  scattered 
About,  there  is  not  a  particle  or  a  tittle 
of  evidence  to  show  that  any  one  of  these 
men  has  so  far  transgressed  his  duty  or 
has  been  concerned  in  so  scandalous  and 
disgraoeful  a  proceeding.  In  my  opinion 
every  encouragement  should  be  given  to 
the  poKee  to  say  what  they  know  of  the 
difficult  matters  now  being  inquired 
inti».  It  is  an  inquiry  not  only  of  enor- 
mous magnitude,  but  of  enormous  difE- 
•oulty.  It  deals  with  secret  societies; 
it  deals  with  crime ;  and  not  only 
have  the  police  necessarily  more  in- 
formation on  those  subjects  than  any 
other  class  of  the  community,  but 
there  is  a  special  necessity  for  their 
giving  it.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  in  Ireland  it  is  the  habitual 
and  melancholy  practice  to  intimidate 
witnesses.  Instances  may  easily  be 
found  of  wives  refusing  to  give  evidence 
■against  the  murderers  of  their  husbands 
because  they  were  afraid  to  do  so,  and 
when  secret  societies  and  crime  are  being 
dealt  with,  this  habitual  intimidation 
reaches  a  point  which  renders  investiga- 
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tion  a  matter  of  the  most  extreme  diffi- 
culty. If  the  information  the  police  are 
able  to  give  in  this  matter  were  stopped 
in  any  way,  if  they  are  prevented  from 
dofn^  their  best  to  enlighten  the  Com- 
mission, the  difficulty  under  which  the 
Commission  labours  will  necessarily  be 
doubled,  and  I  would  urgently  suggest 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that, 
by  the  course  they  are  pursuing  in  this 
matter,  they  convey  the  impression — an 
unjust  one,  no  doubt — that  they  desire 
to  Durke  inquiry.  I  will  not  imitate  the 
Member  for  Derby  and  attribute  motives 
to  my  opponents ;  but  the  whole  method 
of  the  procedure  of  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  the  House  and  the  whole  tone  of 
their  speeches  out  of  the  House  must 
lead  and  has  led  many  not  unimpartial 
persons  to  belive  that  they  would  desire 
to  see  all  the  evidence  at  the  command 
of  the  Government  abstracted  from  the 
Commission,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
they  would  rejoice  in  more  than  to  see 
that  avenue  to  the  truth  absolutely 
closed  up ;  to  see  those  who  in  cer- 
tain branches  of  the  investigation  are 
the  most  competent  to  give  information 
reduced  to  silence  by  their  criticisms.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  have  anything  more 
to  say  upon  the  subject.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  do  everything  in 
my  power  to  aid  the  inquiry  before  the 
Commission,  whether  that  aid  be  given 
through  Mr.  Soames  to  the  JVsMt,  or 
through  Mr.  Lewis  to  the  other  side,  or 
direct  to  the  Commission  at  the  request 
of  the  Commissioners  themselves. 

Sir  W.  HAJEtCOUBT  (Derby):  It  is 
very  remarkable  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, by  getting  up  to  defend  himself 
from  the  charges  made  against  him  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  should  have 
BO  far  misapprehended  the  questions 
addressed  to  hmi  and  the  charges  made^ 
that  throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech 
he  has  never  attempted  to  meet  any  one 
of  them.  He  began  with  observations 
which  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  were  obliged 
to  point  out  to  him  were  irrelevant,  and 
he  then  proceeded  to  meet  a  number  of 
charges  which  had  never  been  made, 
and  then  to  suggest  that  the  doctrine 
for  which  we  contend  was  one  for  which 
we  have  never  contended  at  alL  That 
was  the  whole  substance  of  the  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  an  un- 
intelligent man,  and  I  think  he  might 
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Newcastle    have    made  oomments  and 
criticisms  upon  the  eyidenoe  given  before 
the    Oommission,    and   this    is    to   be 
-deplored.    Whatever  their  motive  may 
have  been,  no  impartial  outsider  can 
"put  upon  their  speeches  any  other  inter- 
pretation  than  this — that  they  desire  to 
discredit  in  the  House  of  Commons  the 
evidence  they  are  unable  to  shake  in 
the  place  where  it  was  given.    [^Ironical 
laughter.']     At  all  events,  they  did  not 
attempt  to  shake  it.   [Mr.  Labouohebb  : 
Name !  ]     The  evidence  I  have)  more 
particularly  in  my  mind  is  that  of  Le 
'Caron.    I  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  this  method  of  procedure  by  question 
■and  answer ;  but  if  it  were  possible  for 
questions  to  be  addressed  to  others  than 
tnose  who  now  sit  on  the  Ministerial 
Bench,    the    results    obtained    might, 
perhaps,  be  still  more  interesting-  and 
fruitful.    I  have    never  been  able  to 
understand  why  it  was  that,  after  Pigott 
had    stated    on    the    Friday   to    the 
Member  for  Northampton  that  he  was  a 
forger  and  a  liar,  no  steps  were  taken 
to  watch  him  or  to  arrest  him.  I  confess 
my  curiosity  has  been  greatly  aroused 
by  the  letter  which  appeared  in    the 
Times  this  morning  from  Mr.  Anderson 
as  to  those  unknown  documents  to  which 
iKich    passionate    allusion    was    made 
yesterday  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,      There   is     another    question 
about  which  I  should  like  to  have  in- 
formation— information  which  would  be 
as  valuable  to  the  Commission  and  the 
country — ^how  it  has  come  about  that 
witnesses  have  been  intimidated. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  must  endeavour  to  keep  the  discus- 
sion within  certain  limits,  and  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  Committee  is  the 
•conduct  of  the  Irish  Government. 

♦Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  at  once 
recognize  the  propriety  of  your  ruling. 
Sir ;  but  there  is  a  great  temptation  to 
wander  far  afield  in  dealing  with 
charges  so  recklessly  hurled  at  the  Go- 
vernment. Now,  in  criticizing  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  towards  the  Commis- 
sion, the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle has  laid  down  principles  of  his 
own.  What  are  the  principles  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  ?  He  says 
that  we  ought,  as  I  understand  him,  to 
have  adopted  an  impartial  attitude — a 
matter  in  which  we  are  of  course  all 
at  one — but  then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man implies  that  by  "  adopting  an  im- 
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partial  attitude"  he  means  that  we 
ought  to  have  abstained  as  a  Qovem- 
ment  from  giving  any  information  or 
allowing  any  person  connected  with  fhe 
Gt>vemment  to  come  forward  and  atate 
what  he  knew. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLET :  That  is  not  what 
I  said.  I  said  that  they  were  bound  to 
place  their  agents  at  the  disposal  of  fhe 
Commissioners,  when  aaked  by  the  Oom- 
missioners. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTB:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  cast  his  mind  back 
to  the  particular  provisions  of  the  BOl 
constituting   the  Commission  and  the 
precedents  for  it,  he  will  see  that  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  Government  is 
a  right  one.    That  Bill  was  based  upon 
the  precedent  of  that  appointiiig  the 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  ratten- 
ing case  at  Sheffi  Jd.    PMr.  T.  Hsalt  : 
No.]    It  was  closely — I  believe  exaottv 
— framed  upon  that  measure.    [Mr.  T. 
Hbalt  :  Nothing  of  the  kind.]    I  con- 
fess my  own  anticipation  was  that  the 
Commission  would  employ  the  methed 
adopted  by  the  Sheffield  Oommisrion, 
and  would  themselves  call  such  evidence 
as  they  desired,  and  ask  for  sooh  in- 
formation  as  they  thought   material. 
For   what    were    no   doubt   excellent 
reasons,  upon   which   I   am  not   en- 
titled   to    comment,    the   Oommisrion 
thought  that  the  aims  of  the  investiga- 
tion could   be  better  and  move  fvuly 
attained  by  treating  the  matter  m  a  trial 
between  two  parties,  one  of  whom  made 
and  the  other  of  whom  rebutted  allega- 
tions. The  Commissionsnliaviiig  adopted 
that  attitude,  what  wu  the  proper  line 
for  the  Government  to  take  f    I  thosght 
over   the   matter   to  the  best  of   my 
ability,  and  the  line  we  determined  to 
take,  at  all  events  for  the  present,  wai 
not  to  volunteer  information  to  theOnii- 
mission  or  the  parties,  but  to  supply,  as 
far  as  we  could,  what  the  partias  appaav- 
ing  before  the  Commission  mijriit  aiflj 
for,  providing  alwaysthattheinformatHW 
was  of  that  kind  which  we  could  aap|riif 
with  a  due  consideration  of  the  pnWia 
interests.    I   perfectly   admit   that  ia 
doing    that   we   may  not    have  gone 
far  enough,  but  the  right  hon.  Qentla- 
man  thinks  we   have    gone  too    £ir- 
We  decided  to  adopt  an  impartial  attitada 
-^llronioal  laughter']— wm,  I  will  leave 
out  the  word  impartial  if  you  object  to 
it,  and  say    the  negative    attitude   of 
waiting  to  supply  information,  as  far  as 
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we  were  oonoemed,  until  it  was  required. 
Nowt  is  it  pooeible  to  oonceive  of  any 
other  oourse  that  could  have  or  Qught  to 
liATO  been  adopted  by  the  Oovemment  ? 
Does  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  think 
-that  we  ought  to  have  absolutely  told 
<everybody  conoemed — ^the  representa-. 
tives  of  the  Times  and  those    of  hon. 

MembOTs  below  the  Gangway — ''We 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
supplying  information  to  anybody  ; " 
that  we  should  have  put  an  absolute 
Teto  upon  anypolice  officer  giving  any 
evidence?  With  information  at  our 
•disposal  which  might  assist  in  enabling 
the  Oommission  to  come  to  a  decision, 
ought  we  to  have  kept  ourselves  entirely 
in  the  background  and  allow  the  parties 
to  fight  it  out  themselves  ?  I  think  that 
is  a  wholly  untenable  position,  though  I 
trnderstand  that  it  is  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  questions  which  we  have  had 
brouffht  b^ore  us  by  the  right  hon. 
Oenlleman  are  whether  the  (Government 
have  favoured  one  side  more  than 
another ;  are  they  guilty  of  partiality ; 
and,  above  all,  are  they  or  any  person  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  guilty  of 
those  darker  crimes  which  the  right 
hon«  Gentleman  does  not  hesitate  to 
impute — namely,  of  attempting  to 
tamper  with  witnesses,  to  bribe  and 
aubom  them  ? 

Ma.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  did  not  say  that 
the  Government  themselves  had  directly 
suborned  witnesses,  but  that  by  their 
connivance  at  the  interview  of  Shannon 
with  Delaney  they  were  not  providing 
ior  the  eluddiEition  of  the  truth. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  it 
would  have  been  better  if  the  right  hon. 
■Gentleman  had  deferred  these  accusa- 
tions with  regard  to  the  accuracy  of  the 
•evidence  given  before  the  Oommission 
until  the  Commissioners  themselves 
had  ^ven  their  decision.  Let  the 
-Committee  recollect,  with  rezard  to  these 
chsiges  of  illegitimate  and  partial  use 
of  information  at  the  disposal  of  the 
"Oovemment,  that  ample  opportunity  has 
ocenired  or  will  occur  before  the  Com- 
mission to  investigate  the  matter.  Mr. 
Soameshas  been  in  the  box,  and  he 
•oould  have  been  cross-examined  as  to 
the  sources  from  which  he  obtained  his 
information  It  was  open  to  any  of  the 
four  or  five  learned  Ghentlemen  in  the 
House  who  appear  for  the  defence  to  have 
•done  their  best  to  elicit  the  information ; 


but  they    refrained  from  making  any 
kind  of  cross-examination  with  regara 
to  any  malpractices.    The  interpretation 
I  put  upon  their  conduct  is  a  natural 
interpretation ;  it  is  that  Mr.  Soames  is 
an  honourable  gentleman,  and  has  done 
nothing  in  the  past  of  which  he  need  in 
the  slightest  degree  be  ashamed.    Now, 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  has  called  my 
attention  to  four  or  five  specific  cases. 
On  some    of  these    I   have    not  been 
able  to    obtain    information — ^I  know 
nothing  about  Burke,  of  Clonbur,   or 
Sergeant     O'Brien,    who     brought     a 
witness  over.     Nor  do  I  know  anything 
about  the  ticket  which  is  alleged  to  have 
been    given  by    Sergeant    Donaldson, 
though  I  may  say  that,  as  far  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  giving  a  ticket  appears  to 
be  a  perfectly  innocent  transaction.  But 
the  point  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  chiefly  dwelt  is  the  case 
— which  I  have  heard  described  as  most 
monstrous — ^that    not    only    was    Mr. 
Shannon  admitted  to  the  prison  to  see 
Delaney,  but  that  he  took  advantage  of 
the  permission  to  administer  an  oath — 
an  illegal  oath.    In  the  first  place  I  will 
point  out  that,  as  I  am  informed,  Mr. 
Shannon  had  a  perfect  right  to  adminis- 
ter   an  oath.      Mr.  Shannon    himself 
has  been  put  in  the  box  and  cross-ex- 
amined on  this  matter.     But  whatever 
Mr.  Shannon  did,  whatever   his   mal- 
practices may  have  beeu,  it  is  perfectly 
absurd   to  make  the  GK>yemment   re- 
sponsible.    He  was  the  solicitor  of  the 
iimes,  not  the  servant  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  about  the  action  of  Head  Con- 
stable Preston  with  reference  to  Tracy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  appear 
to  have  fully  grasped  the  fact,  which  I 
have  myseu  stated  more  than  once  in 
this  House,   that  the  whole  investiga- 
tion with  regard  to  Tracy  had  no  refer- 
ence to  the  Times  case,  but  had  reference 
to    information    which   Tracy   himself 
volunteered  to  the  police  in  the  first  in- 
stance.   Tracy  subsequently  refused  to 
complete  his  information ;  but,  even  in 
its  imperfect  form,  I  hope  it  may  enable 
the  Grovemment  to  get  at  the  root  of 
some  very  serious  crimes  in  the  West 
of  Ireland.      Tracy  is  a  man   who    I 
believe    has    been     implicated    in    a 
large  number   of    the    most   shocking 
and    criminal    operations    that    have 
occurred  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
He  volunteered,  for  reasons  of  his  own. 
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to  give  information  to  the  police ;  that 
infonnation  he  would  not  complete, 
having  been  restrained  probably  by 
illegitimate  influences,  ana  in  visiting 
him  Head  Oonstable  Preston  was  only 
fulfilling  what  was  unquestionably  his 
duty,  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  these  dark 
transactions.  I  am  informed  that  this 
had  no  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
Times,  but  was  simply  an  investigation 
carried  on  by  Preston  for  the  detection 
of  crime.  It  is  perfectly  true — and  I 
do  not  deny  it — that  an  investigation 
into  crime  in  Ireland  may  have  great 
relevancy  to  the  inquiry  by  the  Com- 
mission. I  do  not  deny  that  at  all, 
but  I  say  that  the  detection  of  crime 
was  his  primary  object,  and  one 
which  would  have  existed  had  there 
been  no  Commission  hearinc;  evidence. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  questions  about  Captain 
Slack  and  Captain  Plunkett.  It  must 
surely  have  occurred  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  these  gentlemen  were 
over  here  on  subpoena,  and  that  they 
were  obliged  to  stay  as  long  as  the  sub- 
poena lasted.  Had  they  attempted  to  go 
away,  I  presume  the  Court  would  have 
interfered  to  prevent  them  going  away. 
I  wrote  as  strongly  as  I  could  to  the 
authorities  of  the  Times — I  think  in 
October  or  November — saying  that  the 
Irish  Government  were  being  put  to 
great  inconvenience  by  the  number 
of  constabulary  and  magistrates  who 
were  being  brought  over  as  witnesses, 
and  on  account  of  the  time  they 
were  detained.  On  behalf  of  the 
2\m0Sf  Mr.  Soames  said  they  would 
do  their  best  to  minimize  the  evil,  and 
I  believe  they  have  done  so ;  but  their 
best  has  not  been  very  good  for  the 
Irish  Government.  As  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  respecting  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  the  absurd 
allegation  that  he  was  put  in  prison  to 

Srevent  him  collecting  evidence  for  the 
efence,  let  me  remind  him  that  if  the  GK>- 
vemment  had  allowed  Mr.  Harrington 
ti>  go  on  offending  against  the  law  on  the  | 
ground  that  he  was  occupied  in  collect-  j 
ing  evidence  for  the  Commission,  does  < 
not  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  see  that  I 
they  would  have  been  guilty  of  a  gross 
neglect  of  their  public  duty  ?     Why  did 
not  Mr.  Harrington  appeal  ?    If  he  had^ 
he  would  immediately  have  been  let  out ' 
on  bail,  and  he  would  have  had  two  Or 
three  months,  at  aU  events,  to  continue 
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the  investigation  in  which  he  was  en- 
gaged, and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  was  disturbed  by  his  arrest. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not 
appeal,  and  personally,  therefore,  did 
not  rate  his  own  services  very  high. 
So  much  for  Mr.  Harrington,  Captain 
Slack,  and  Captain  Plunkett.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  into  a  case  which 
he  characterized  as  still  more  shocking 
and  scandalous.  He  alluded  to  the 
action  of  District  Inspector  Alan  in  con- 
nection with  the  witness  Walsh.  Walsh, 
it  is  true,  was  a  witness  for  the  Times, 
but  it  was  not  in  connection  with  the 
evidence  he  was  afterwards  asked   to 

five  that  he  was  dealt  with  by  District 
nspector  Alan.  The  dealings  that 
Inspector  Alan  had  with  WaSsh  had 
reference  to  an  inquiry  under  Section  1 
of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887,  in  connection 
with  a  local  Land  League  which  had 
been  guilty  of  very  gross  mslpraotioes. 
Walsh  was  a  most  important  witness  in 
that  inquiry,  and  it  was  owing  to  his 
evidence  that  their  malpractices  were 
checked.  It  was  in  reference  to 
that  inquiry  that  the  interview  oo* 
curred,  and  District  Inspector  Alan 
positively  and  absolutely  denies  that 
he  ever  held  out  the  induoement  to 
Walsh  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman suggested — namely,  that  Walsh 
should  not  be  proceeded  against  for 
fraud  in  Liverpool.  That  story  seems 
to  fail  on  the  face  of  it,  for  what  power 
had  District  Inspector  Alan  over  pro- 
ceedings that  were  to  take  place  at 
Liverpool?  The  whole  oontention  is 
not  only  denied  by  the  Inspector  him- 
self, but  it  is  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 
District  Inspector  Alan  was  simply  eon- 
cemed  in  an  inquiry  under  Section  1  of 
the  Crimes  Act  in  which  Walsh  mm 
concerned,  and  it  was  in  relation  to  that 
inquiry,  or  to  a  possible  proseontioB  im 
consequence  of  tnat  inquiry,  whidi  led 
to  admirable  results,  that  this  oonvena- 
tion  took  place.  The  Inspector  assures 
me  that  he  held  out  no  induoement  or 
threat  whatever  to  Walsh. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY:  The  Inspector  did 
not  deny  Walsh's  statement. 

«Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  He  denied  it 


to  me. 

Mb.    J.    MOBLEY:  The  statomsnt 
was  made  on  oath. 

♦Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Inspector 
could  not,  of  course,  be  called  to  give 
evidence  on  that  point.    As  far  as  I  wa» 


429 


Svpphf-- 


{Maboh21,  1889} 


Civil  Services. 


430 


able  to  take  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman^s  iBterrogations,  these  are 
"die  main  points  on  which  I  am  able  to 
tidl  him  anything ;  but  I  want  to  know 
what  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  is 
^e  prinoipto  which  should  regulate  the 
«etioil  not  onlj  of  constables  and  Besi- 
<lent  Magistrates,  but  of  eyery  good 
eitisen?  It  is  the  bounden  dnty  not 
merely  of  the  police,  but  of  every  man 
wbo  has  relevant  evidence  to  give,  to 
give  it.  There  is  this  limitation,  and 
tiiis  limitation  only,  with  regard  to  con- 
stables and  officials  under  GK>vemment 
— that  they  are,  of  course,  bound  not 
to  make  any  disclosure  of  confidential 
matter  which  might  be  detrimental  to 
tibie  Public  Service.  Subject  to  that 
limitation,  and  that  limitation  alone,  I 
would  never  suggest  in  public,  or  order 
in  private,  that  any  man  should  be 
restrained  from  giving  what  aid  and 
assistance  he  could  to  the  Oommission. 
What  have  these  men  done  except  to 
^ve  evidence  ?  If  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  can  prove  that  one 
of  these  men  has  attempted,  as  they  s%y, 
to  suborn  witnesses,  to  pervert  justice, 
or  to  conceal  facts  relevant  to  the  defence, 
then  pass  what  condemnation  you  please 
upon  them,  and  I  will  concur  in  it.  But, 
beyond  the  loose  accusations  which  the 
ripit  hon.  Genfleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroourt)  has  scattered 
about,  there  is  not  a  particle  or  a  tittle 
of  evidence  to  show  that  any  one  of  these 
men  has  so  far  transgressed  his  duty  or 
bae  been  concerned  in  so  scandalous  and 
disgraceful  a  proceeding.  In  my  opinion 
every  encouragement  should  be  given  to 
the  poHee  to  say  what  they  know  of  the 
difficult  mattm  now  being  inquired 
into.  It  is  an  inquiry  not  only  of  enor- 
mous magnitude^  but  of  enormous  diffi- 
culty. It  deals  with  secret  societies; 
it  deals  with  crime ;  and  not  only 
have  the  police  necessarily  m<Hre  in- 
formation on  those  subjects  than  any 
other  class  of  the  community,  but 
there  is  a  «Mcial  necessity  for  their 
giving  it.  it  must  be  remembered 
thail  in  Ireland  it  is  the  habitual 
and  melancholy  practice  to  intimidate 
witnesses.  Instances  may  easily  be 
found  of  wives  refusing  to  give  evidence 
against  the  murderers  of  their  husbands 
becaose  they  were  afraid  to  do  so,  and 
when  secret  societies  and  crime  are  being 
dealt  with,  this  habitual  intimidation 
reaches  a  point  which  renders  investiga- 
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tion  a  matter  of  the  most  extreme  diffi- 
culty. If  the  information  the  police  are 
able  to  give  in  this  matter  were  stopped 
in  any  way,  if  they  are  prevented  from 
doin^  their  best  to  enlighten  the  Oom- 
mission, the  difficulty  under  which  the 
Commission  labours  will  necessarily  be 
doubled,  and  I  would  urgently  suggest 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that, 
by  the  course  they  are  pursuing  in  this 
matter,  they  convey  the  impression — an 
unjust  one,  no  doubt — ^that  they  desire 
to  Durke  inquiry.  I  will  not  imitate  the 
Member  for  Derby  and  attribute  motives 
to  my  opponents ;  but  the  whole  method 
of  the  procedure  of  Gentlemen  opposite 
in  the  House  and  the  whole  tone  of 
their  speeches  out  of  the  House  must 
lead  and  has  led  many  not  unimpartial 
persons  to  belive  that  they  would  desire 
to  see  all  the  evidence  at  the  command 
of  the  Government  abstracted  from  the 
Commission,-  and  that  there  is  nothing 
they  would  rejoice  in  m<Mre  than  to  see 
that  avenue  to  the  truth  absolutely 
closed  up;  to  see  those  who  in  cer- 
tain branches  of  the  investigation  are 
the  most  competent  to  give  iniformation 
reduced  to  silence  by  their  criticisms.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  have  anything  more 
to  say  upon  the  subject.  So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  will  do  everything  in 
my  power  to  aid  the  inquiry  before  the 
Oommission,  whether  that  aid  be  given 
through  Mr.  Soames  to  the  JVsMt ,  or 
through  Mr.  Lewis  to  the  other  side,  or 
direct  to  the  Oommission  at  the  request 
of  the  Oommissioners  themselves. 

Sir  W.  HAROOUET  (Derby):  It  is 
very  remarkable  that  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, by  getting  up  to  defend  himself 
from  the  charges  made  against  him  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J<  Morley),  should  have 
so  far  misapprehended  the  questions 
addressed  to  him  and  the  charges  made^ 
that  throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech 
he  has  never  attempted  to  meet  any  one 
of  tihem.  He  began  with  observatioaa 
which  you,  Mr.  Oourtney,  were  obliged 
to  point  out  to  him  were  irrelevant,  and 
he  then  proceeded  to  meet  a  number  of 
charges  which  had  never  been  made, 
and  then  to  suggest  that  the  doctrine 
for  which  we  contend  was  one  for  which 
we  have  never  contended  at  alL  That 
was  the  whole  substance  of  the  speech 
of  the  Ohief  Seeretarv  for  Ireland.  Now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  an  ua^ 
intelligent  man,  and  I  think  he 


4Sft 


Supply-^ 


iCfOMMONSI 


CMl  Skrticsi, 


4S6 


fbould  not  then  have  had  the  shock* 
^ng  scandals,  which  in  my  opinion,  have 
defamed  the  administration  of  justioe, 
such  as  we  have  had  exhibited.  That  is 
the  charge  we  make  against  the 
Irish  Government — a  charge  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  not  attempted  to  meet. 

Thb  under  SECTrETARY  por 
INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst,  Chatham ) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
delivered  one  branch  of  the  attack 
against  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  he  has 
warned  us  that  there  is  a  second  to 
be  delivered  against  the  Attorney 
General.  I  do  not  think  those  intima- 
tions will  have  much  effect  on  the  House, 
for  I  doubt  if  there  is  any  sensible  man 
who  does  not  consider  that  the  first  attack 
has  proved  an  utter  fiasco.  The  argu- 
ments and  reasons  have  been  furnished 
to*  the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  and  the  eloquence  and 
elocution  by  his  Colleague ;  and  what 
does  the  whole  thing  amount  to?  For 
what  purpose  has  the  business  of  Parlia- 
ment been  interrupted  ?  For  what  pur- 
pose has  this  debate  been  conducted  as 
if  it  were  a  debate  on  the  whole  Esti- 
mates of  the  year,  and  Department  after 
Department,  and  Minister  after  Minister, 
subjected  to  strong  and  violent  attacks 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  For  what 
purpose  is  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  once  held  the  responsible 
position  of  Law  Adviser  to  the  Crown, 
has  thought  it  decent,  inside  the  House 
and  outside  too,  to  discuss  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  tribunal  which  is  still  sitting, 
and  to  endeavour  to  pr^udice  the  con- 
diM  of  a  case  now  pencunff  before  the 
Judges  ?  So  long  as  he  oould  only  throw  a 
little  dirt  at  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  make  a  little  politieal  capital,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  reckless 
whether  he  interfered  with  the  course 
of  justice  or  not.  I  do  not  want  to  con- 
fine myself  to  general  statements.  I  will 
give  the  Committee  two  examples  of  the 
sort  of  way  in  whieh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  it  deosnt  to  deal 
with  the  case  whioh  is  now  nending.  He 
was  extremely  eloquent  oeoause  the 
names  of  witnesses  were  not  fdTsn  to  the 
parties  before  the  Commission.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Ghdntleman  remember  thst  in 
that  comment  he  was  finding  (W\ill  with 
the  decision  of  the  0(>mm<ssion  itself, 
and  that  the  Judffes  had  expressly 
decided  that  names  i^ould  not  he  gitf^n 
for  fear  the  witnesses  might  b«  tampertnl 


with  ?  We  have,  therefore,  the  spectacle 
of  the  Judges  solemnly  deciding 
in  the  Royal  Courts,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  temporary  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  ana  a  former 
Law  Officer  endeavouring  to  induce  the 
House  of  Commons  to  discredit  the 
Government  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  because  they  had  not  done  what 
the  Commission  decided  against.  Here 
is  another  example.  One  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Commission  was 
Captain  Plunkett.  In  the  remarks  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  few 
minutes  ago  he  conceived  in  what  estima- 
tion Captain  Plnnketf  s  evidence  was 
likely  to  be  held,  and  he  intimated  in 
the  very  strongest  way  he  could  that 
Captain  Plunkett's  evidence  was  worth- 
less and  not  to  be  believed.  I  am  certain 
that  so  g^oss  a  violation  of  legal  etiquette 
would  never  have  been  committed  hy  an 
ex- Solicitor  General  unless  he  was 
utterly  blinded  by  party  passion,  and 
unable  to  appreciate  the  situation.  I 
have  said  that  the  reasons  for  this  attadc 
have  been  furnished  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle.  I  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  it  seemed  to  me  that  a  more  in- 
significant and  trumpery  set  of  aocusa- 
tions  ag^nst  a  public  JDepartment  I  have 
seldom  heard,  and  they  certainly  do  not 
excuse  the  delay  of  the  House,  or  the 
interruption  of  public  Supply  bomness. 
What  did  it  all  come  to,  supposing  all 
the  accusations  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  raked  together  were  true 
and  accurate?  That  a  few  offieials  of 
the  Irish  Gk>vemment  had  shown  a  little 
too  much  zeal  in  furnishing  information. 
[  *<  Oh,  oh ! "  ]  I  am  not  addressing  myself 
to  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  or  to  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite; 
I  am  addressing  myself  to  hon.  Membefs 
who  areinfluenoea  by  reason  and  aam- 
ment.  I  know  that  hon.  Members  bebw 
the  Gangway  opposite  would  thtek  any 
trumpery  aoousation  made  affaimt  the 
Government  good  enough  to  oaeer ;  bat 
those  who  desire  to  have  some  xeil 
grounds  will  hardly  agree  that  so  extra- 
ordinary a  course  as  that  whieh  has 
been  taken  is  instified  simply  because 
a  few  officials  m  the  Irish  Cfffioe  mi^ 
have  been  influenced  by  a  litde  too  miM» 
real.  Outside  the  House  we  heardiffonnt 
lan|^age«  We  hear  of  subornation  of 
pei;iiury«  and,  to  do  them  justice,  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite^ 
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at  leaaty  are  consistent  with  their 
dedarations  out  of  the  House ;  but  why 
doea  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  oomee  to  the  House,  make 
thoae  accusations  against  the  Qoyern- 
ment  which  he  is  so  ready  to  make  in 
Lambeth  Baths? 

Sn  W.  HAROOUET :    If  we   have 
time  enough  I  will  do  it. 

Sib  J.  QOBST:  Yes;  we  had  a 
promise  from  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  that  he  would  make  those 
statements  when  he  had  had  time  to 
collect  the  facts.  But  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
always  wait  for  facts  before  he  makes 
his  statements?  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  is  not  absolutely  in- 
nocent of  making  reckless  state- 
ments. He  spoke  about  the  Ohief  Sec- 
retary for  Ireland  and  his  recklessness 
and  carelessness  of  statement,  but  a 
very  short  time  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  told  the  House  the  most 
extraordinary  cock-and-bull  story  about 
the  nm04  having  refused  to  go  on  with 
the  case  without  the  support  of  the  Gt>- 
▼emment.  Where  is  the  evidence  of 
that?  What  is  the  good  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  making  statements  of 
this  kind,  unless  you  give  some  autho- 
rity for  them  ?  Of  course  they  may  be 
useful  in  debate.  I  know  the  real  object 
of  the  tactics  being  pursued.  The  senior 
Member  for  Northampton,  who  always 
lets  out  the  object  of  the  course  he  takes 
in  Parliament,  says  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  engaged  in  trying 
to  identify  the  Gt)vernment  with  the  case 
of  the  TYmM.  They  charge  the  Govern- 
ment with  not  being  impartial.  They 
say  that  from  the  first  impartiality  was 
a  pretence.  I  challenge  support  of  such 
a  statement,  when  you  say  that  a  body  of 
honourable  men  are  guilty  from  the 
beginning  of  fraud  andpretence. 

SiK  W.  HABCOUET :  I  mentioned 
the  Prime  Minister  by  name. 

Sib  J.  GOBST  :  If  we  have  not  been 
impartial  in  the  case,  let  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  at  once  bring  for- 
forward  proofs  and  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Gonfidenoe  in  the  Government.  Do 
this  now,  instead  of  relegating  it  to  a 
later  period  of  the  Session.  No !  you 
will  not  do  that,  you  range  about,  attack- 
ing first  one  Minister,  then  another,  and 
endeavour  to  get  some  trivial  contradic- 
tion from  a  Minister  on  which  you  can 
found  an  eloquent  denunciation.    These 


tactics  are  very  useful  to  an  Opposition, 
but  this  is  not  the  way  in  which  the 
business  of  the  House  and  of  the  country 
can  make  process.  We  are  engaged 
in  passing  a  vote  in  order  that  the 
Government  of  the  country  may  be 
carried  on ;  but  the  intelligent  foreigner, 
who  is  supposed  to  sit  in  the  Gallery  of 
the  House,  would  never  p;uess  we  were 
engaged  on  anything  so  trivial  or  formal. 
This  year  it  has  pleased  the  Leaders  of 
the  Opposition  to  turn  this  ordinary  and 
formal  proceeding  into  an  occasion  for 
proposing,  not  one  Vote  of  Want  of 
Oonfidenoe,  but  for  successive  attacks  on 
successive  Departments  of  the  State. 
The  proceeding  is  extremely  irrep^ar, 
without  precedent,  and  extremely  incon- 
venient, and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
recoil  upon  its  authors,  who,  in  their 
extreme  zeal  in  trying  to  damage  the 
Government,  will  probably  end  in  inflict- 
inff  considerable  damage  upon  them- 
sehres. 

♦Mr.  BBADLA.UGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  by  £500, 
and  I  do  that  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
senting a  definite  issue  to  the  Oommittee 
on  which  a  vote  may  be  taken.  I  was 
very  much  astonished  that  in  addition 
to  matters  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  said  he  had 
no  kaowledge,  he  should  have  so  care- 
fully ignored  or  omitted  several  special 
matters  which  certainlv  required  his 
attention,  and  upon  which  I  will  take 
leave  to  refresh  his  memory.  There 
are  one  or  two  points  also  that  arise  out 
of  questions  answered  this  evening  upon 
which  I  should  specially  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  some  explana- 
tion and  justification.  We  have  had  it, 
that  untried  prisoners  in  Ireland  are 
now  being  taken  in  inclement  weather 
distances  of  twenty  miles  and  refiised 
the  use  of  warm  clothing  sent  by  friends, 
without  any  sort  of  reprimand  from  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  official  who  was 
responsible  for  the  refusal,  although  in 
so  taking  them  it  was  in  itself  a  severe 
punishment  for  prisoners  yet  untried. 
We  have  had  it  m  answer  to  a  question, 
that  without  any  kind  of  reprimand 
from  the  Ohief  Secretary  passes  are 
issued  by  the  Oonstabulary  in  districts 
in  Ireland,  as  if  martial  law  prevailed 
in  those  districts,  and  as  though  the 
Oonstabulary  had  any  kind  of  right  to 
use  any  such  passes  under  any  oiroum* 
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have  been  used  aa  evidence  against  any- 
body.   If  the  right  hon.  OenUeman  had 
no  control  over  Shannon,  he  at  least  had 
some  control  over  the  Gk>vemor  of  the 
gaol  in  whose  presence  the   oath  was 
administered  to  l)elaney.    Is  it  possible 
foroaths  to  be  administered  to  oonviots  in 
prison  under  the  control  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  without  responsibi&ty 
attaching  to  anybody  ?  and  in  the  case 
of  Delaneyi  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  oath  was  administered  in  order  to 
inspire  terror,  the  man  being  given  to 
understand  that  the  inquiry  was  a  State 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  Queen's 
enemies  in  America  and  elsewhere.    If 
this  is  impartiality,  it  must  be  spelled 
without  the  first  two  letters  in  diction- 
aries which   may  be  prepared  in  the 
future.     Then,  could   the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  have  been  blind  to  the  fact 
that  constabulary  witnesses  were  being 
detained  in  London  for  purposes  other 
than  that  of  giving  evidence  ?    Could 
he  have  been  blind  to  the  fact  that  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Seddall,  who  was  detained 
in    England,  was    never    called    upon 
to    give    evidence,    but    was    occupied 
the  whole  time  in  getting  up  evidence 
for  the  Tmes  ?    Did  not  Walsh  declare 
thatDistrict  Inspector  Alan,  in  extracting 
information  from  him,  had  terrified  him 
by  holding  up  accusations  of  frauds  and 
offences  committed  in  the  place  where 
he  was  living?    The  right  hon.  Gentte- 
man  may  say  that  he  did  not  know  these 
things,    but  my  reply  to  that  is,  that 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  the  Gf>vem- 
ment  on  matters  of  this  kind  is  a  crime. 
I  say,  when  we  see  tainted  witnesses  per- 
mitted to  visit  prisoners  in  gaol,  when 
we  see  agents  of  the  Timei  getting  per- 
mission to  visit  prisoners,  when  we  find 
police  constables  and  district  inspectors 
endeavouring  to  frighten  crimincds  into 
making  statements,  we  have  a  right  to 
■ay  that  the  Government  have  not  acted 
impartially,  but  have  availed  themselves 
of  every  weapon,  however  poisoned,   in 
order  to  stab  the  reputation  of  their 
political  antagonists.     The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  ^Sir  J.  Gorst) 
aaks  why  the  business  of  the  country 
should    be    interrupted    by    this    dis- 
caesion,  and  my  reply  is,  that  it  is  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  cireuuistanoes 
of  the  case  as  I  have  described  them 
perfectly  plain.     This  is  the  only  oppor- 
tunitv  of  doing  so.     If  the  iKftvernment 
had  declareil  tneir  deairt^  to  make  repa- 


ration  to  the  Irish  Members  whom  ihey^ 
had  assailed,  we  should  I  hope,  have- 
treated  them  as  genevoos  foes,  but  when, 
on  the  contrary,  only  a  grodgiog  word 
of  apology  is  extorted  from  one  :Kem* 
ber  of  the  Government  under  preeeore,, 
and  at  the  same  time  they  are  giving^ 
the  whole  strength  ol  the  oonstabolaiy 
to  watch  this  and  watch  that,  to  terriqr 
this  and  terrify  that,  yet  let  a  rascal  es- 
cape who  might  have  betrayed  them,  if 
detained,  we  say  we  are  bound  to  delay 
UusYote.  I  agree  with  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  that  this  is  a  queatioii  not  for 
the  GK>vemment,  but  for  the  ooimtry^ 
and  to  the  country  we  say  that  in  no- 
other  kind  of  debate  o^uld  we  obtain 
an  opportunity  of  singling  out  each 
Member  of  the  Government  by  himself 
and  pointing  out  each  offence  sepaiately* 
We  intend  to  do  this  upon  the  present 
Vote,  I,  upon  the  question  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary's  salary,  and  other  Members 
on  this  side  upon  other  items,  and  what» 
ever  defence  the  GbvammeDt  may  have 
to  make,  they  may  rest  assured  that  the* 
electors  will  be  prepared  with  their 
verdict  long  before  the  Speoial  Oom- 
mission  shall  have  separated* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  the  item  of  J7,00e  for  the  Ohief 
Secretary's  Office  be  rednced  by  £600,  pert  of 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Seoretsry  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland.**— <lfr.  BrmMfMntgk.) 

Mr.  LEAMT  (Sligo) :  I  should  lik» 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  Ghsnend  for  Ireland, 
who,  I  see,  is  about  to  leave  the  Hoase,. 
how  it  is  that  Mr.  Shaimon,  a  Cbm- 
missioner  to  administer  oaths  in  the- 
Hi^h  Court  of  Justice  of  .belaiid,  wa» 
entitled  to  administer  an  oath  in  an 
English  prison — as  the  right  hon.  Gtoa- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretwry  desiares  it 
to  be  his  belief  that  Shannon  did  not 
act  illegally  in  administerinff  the  oath. 

Thb  SOLICITOB  general  F0& 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddsk,  DabHn  Uni- 
versity) :  It  was  in  Irdand  he  adodnis* 
tered  the  oath. 

Mb.  LEAMY  :  Then  I  have  beso 
under  a  misapprehension,  bat  I  qoaatiaft 
Mr.  Shannon's  right,  as  a  Cbmmiswmer 
of  the  High  Court  of  Jostioe  in  Xrelaiid^ 
to  administer  an  oath,  even  in  Lreland,. 
as  he  has  done.  It  is  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment aeted  impartially  between  the- 
Irish  Members  and  the  IVmss  ;  bat  it  haa 
been  proved  up  to  the  hilt  thatpdioe 
offioers  and  oonstablee  have  been  eoDeoti- 
ing  evidence  which  they  tooik  to  Mr« 
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I's  offioe.  Why  did  they  giye 
.tflfiM  of  the  erideooe  to  Messrs.  Lewis  f 
It  it  a  fool  misase  of  language  to  say 
ihat  th#  Qovenunent  have  been  acting 
iqvipartiaUy»  and  it  is  proved  day  by  day 
ibU  fl^  are  up  to  the  neok  in  eomplioity 
viQi  the  Tim$9.  There  is  another  point 
upon  which  I  want  information,  and 
fliat  is  with  referenoe  to  the  issue  of 
ja ssports  by  the  police  to  people  going 
fluNHigh  Donegal.  How  many  of  these 
Masports  have  been  issued  ?  Has  the 
Uhiel  Seoretaiy  condemned  the  practice  ? 
Aia  (hey  being  issued  now,  and  how  long 
will  th^  be  continued?  This  is  an 
attempt  to  bar  the  roads,  and  to  compel 
men  who  may  not  be  agreeable  to  the 
police  to  go  to  them  for  passports.  This 
•lu>W8  how  Csr  thiugs  in  Ireland  have 
gone  beyond  the  lines  of  the  Oonstitu- 
ftioa  nnoe  the  Ohief  Secretary  came  to 

Kfem  the  country.  What,  I  ask,  would 
thought  if  in  Wales  the  peasants  and 
millers  were  prevented  from  goins^  to 
iheir  work  unless  they  had  obtained 

K ports  from  the  police  ?  How  Eng- 
would  ring  with  it;  but  because 
these  things  are  done  in  Donegal, 
the  Qovernment  think  they  are  per- 
fsotly  justified  in  their  action.  Ireland 
will  have  to  put  ud  with  it  for  a  time, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  when  the  im- 
partial feeling  of  this  country  comes  to 
be  expressed  upon  the  action  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary,  these  small  points, 
which  are  not  now  considered  worthy  of 
notiee  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  will 
be  recollected.  We  on  these  benches 
have  fought  bigger  men  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  We  have  fought 
single-handed  against  the  two  front 
benohes  combined  without  being  dis- 
couraged or  defeated,  and  now  that  we 
have  the  English  people  with  us,  we 
know  that  we  are  marching  on  to 
triumph,  even  if  Lord  Salisbury  sticks 
as  dose  as  he  says  he  will  to  his  offioe, 
his  majority,  and  his  money.  As  to  the 
majority,  ue  people  will  live  when  that 
has  pawed  away,  and  we  are  content  to 
trust  to  the  verdict  that  they  will  give. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  What  gave  rise  to  the  Commission 
first  of  all  was  that  certain  charges  were 
made  against  Irish  Members  of  com- 
plicity with  crime,  and  on  Oonservative 
platforms  that  complicity  was  openly 
asserted  and  maintained.  The  Gk>vem- 
ment,  instead  of  putting  the  Irish  Mem- 
.  hers   upon   their  trial  in  a  Court  of 


Justice,  satisfied  themselves  merely  by 
making  insinuations,  and  that  I  bold 
was  absolutely  dishonest.  They  knew 
they  could  not  connect  us  with  crime, 
and  yet,  though  they  were  afraid  to  try 
us  and  attack  us  in  the  ordinary  course,, 
they  did  not  cease  to  insinuate  that  we 
were  connected  with  crime.  And,  the 
next  best  thing,  they  inspired  the  pro- 
prietors of  the  TSnuB  with  the  happy 
idea  of  anonymously  attacking  the  Irish 
Members,  and  so,  day  after  day,  for  a 
considerable  time,  anonymous  articled 
appeared  in  the  Timea  affecting  to  con- 
nect the  Irish  Members  with  the  perpe- 
tration of  crime  and  outrages.  Upon 
those  articles  the  TifMi  and  the  Tory 
Party  and  the  Qovernment  continued  to 
trade,  and  then  when  the  articles  were 
found  to  be  so  silly  that  they  had  no 
effect  on  the  people  of  England,  a 
deliberate  attempt  was  made,  at  the 
linstigation  of  the  Government,  as  it  will 
kindoubtedly  and  unquestionably  be 
proved,  to  load  the  dice  in  the  political 
game  against  the  hon.  Member  K>r  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  by  causing  letters  to 
be  forged  and  published  in  the- 
TimeM.  Now,  the  Government  at- 
tempt to  say  that  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  production  of  these- 
forged  letters.  But  it  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  Government  refused 
to  give  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  a 
Paniamentary  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
and  that  every  possible  obstacle  was 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Irish  Members 
when  they  demanded  a  proper  tribunal 
to  have  these  things  tried.  It  was  only 
when  they  were  forced  to  do  something 
that  the.  Special  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed— a  Special  Commission  in  many 
respects  contrary  to  the  desires  of  hon. 
Members  on  these  benches.  And  then 
the  Government  said  they  were  going 
to  remain  perfectly  impartial,  and  they 
showed  their  impartiality  by  giving 
their  Attorney  General  to  the  TifMM  to 
conduct  its  case.  Now,  from  the  very 
first  moment  that  the  Attorney  General, 
a  responsible  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, became  connected  with  the  2Vm^«* 
case,  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
Government  was  on  the  side  of  the 
Tim$i.  But  the  Government  was  not 
satisfied  with  giving  the  services  of  the 
Attorney  General.  They  did  not  even 
keep  up  the  semblance  of  impartiality. 
But  not  satisfied  with  this,  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  again  and  again  attempted 
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-to  explain  away  the  charge  that  the 
police  had  been  deliberately  engaged  in 
getting  up  and  manufacturing  endenoe 
lor  the  Ttmea.  A  few  days  before  the 
'Oommisaion  adjourned  a  case  occurred 
which  has  not  been  mentioned  here  to- 
night— that  of  the  witness  Ooffey,  who 
is  now  in  prison  for  contempt  of  Oonrt. 
His  story  was  that,  instead  of  his  going 
to  the  police  to  offer  eyidence,  the  police 
came  pestering  and  bothering  him  in 
order  to  g^t  up  some  story — 
that,  in  fact,  a  police  constable 
called  on  him  and  invited  him 
to  give  eyidence,  and  promised  that  if  he 
did  give  eyidence  against  the  Pamellite 
Party,  he  would  be  rewarded  beyond 
his  greatest  expectations,  and  that  he 
would  not  be  allowed  to  suffer.  I  say 
that  it  is  absolutely  true  that  the  police 
are  going  about  Ireland  doing  oTory- 
thine  in  their  power  to  intimidate 
people  into  manufacturing  evidence,  and 
more  than  one  witness  has  acknowledged 
in  cross- examiuation  before  the  Oom- 
mission  that  he  was  waited  on  by  the 
police,  and  asked  whether,  if  he  got 
money,  he  could  not  give  evidence.  It 
was  only  by  chance  that  the  witness 
Ooffey  had  stated  what  he  had,  viz., 
that  he  got  £115  for  telling  a  story  of 
^e  wildest  improbability,  for  which 
there  was  not  the  slightest  foundation, 
and  that  in  addition  to  the  £115  he 
was  brought  over  to  London  and  kept 
for  a  long  time.  Nearly  every  one  of 
the  witnesses  brought  by  the  TSmes  to 
substantiate  the  charges  of  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland  had  been  directly 
intimidated  by  the  police,  many  of  them 
being  men  over  wnom  the  police  had 
aome  hold,  or  who  had  haa  offers  of 
money  as  an  inducement  to  give  evidence. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  stated  that  the 
police  brought  over  to  London  were 
only  waiting  here  till  called  on  their 
fiubpcenas  to  give  evidence  ;  but  if  he 
had  read  the  evidence  siven  before 
the  Commission,  he  would  have  seen 
that  at  the  Inns  of  Oourt  Hotel  numbers 
of  policemen  and  police-sergeants,  with 
two  Eesident  Magistrates,  were  engaged 
in  a  large  room,  drilling,  so  to  speak, 
the  witnesses  as  to  their  evidence,  and 
I  can,  if  necessary,  give  the  namee  of 
those  who  took  their  evidence  down. 
Thus  we  find  that  the  Irish  police,  in- 
stead of  merely  waiting  to  give  their 
ovidenco,  have  actually  been  employed 
hy  the  Tima  at  the  Inns  of  Oourt  Hotel 
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and  other  places  in  getting  up  evidence, 
and  giving  instructions  to  the  witnesses. 
From  beginning  to  end  of  this  black  and 
disgraceful  plot  the  Qovemment  have 
been  up  to  their  necks  in  the  TImmm 
swim,  not  only  inspiring  and  helpine  titie 
Times  in  the  publication  of  its  articles, 
but  making  tne  police  roam  round  the 
country  endeavouring  to  intimidate 
people  into  coming  over  to  tdl  atroeioiui 
lies  against  us.  Moreover,  timr  are  to 
'blame  for  allowing  Bi^Md  Figott  to 
escape.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  has 
said  he  was  surprised  that  no  stepe  had 
been  taken  by  us  to  guard  Figott.  Why, 
Mr.  Pigott  was  from  the  first  held  up  to 
us  as  a  most  important  witness  for  the 
TifMs^  and  one  with  whose  evidence  they 
could  not  dispense.  It  never  entered 
into  our  heads  that  the  Gtovemment 
would  allow  him  to  escape,  or  that  they 
would  not  maintain  a  careful  watch  over 
him  to  prevent  his  getting  away.  But, 
after  the  second  day  of  hia  cross-exami- 
nation, when  it  was  evident  he  had  per- 
jured himself  and  forged  the  letterSi 
and  had  thus  compromised  the  Govern- 
ment— ^the  Attorney  General  liaving 
said  before  Pigott  was  examined  that  he 
had  inquired  into  the  anthentioity  of 
the  letters,  and  would  be  able  to  prove 
them  up  to  the  hilt,  finding  the  arat  of 
man  with  whom  he  had  had  to  deal- 
would  if  he  had  had  any  regard  for  hia 
own  honour  or  for  that  of  the  Qovem- 
ment 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Sleafoid  division  of 
Lincolnshire):  Order,  order  I 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND:  Or  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Linooin- 
shire. 

Several  Hon.  Member:  Order, 
order! 

Mk.  W.  BEDMOND:  I  am  veiy 
much  in  order.  I  have  great  respeoL 
Mr.  Courtney,  for  you,  and  if  you  eau 
me  to  order  I  will  bow  to  your  mlingy 
but  I  care  nothing  whatever  fbr  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Lineolnahire"— 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Mr.  Oonrtney,  I 
rise  to  order,  and  would  aak  yon,  BiXf 
whether  any  Member  of  this  Hooae  ia 
entitled  to  impute  dishononrable  motivM 
or  want  of  regard  for  honour  to  any 
other  Member  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's language  is  certainly  aomawliat 
strong,  but  I  cannot  say  that  it  amoonti 
to  a  breach  of  order. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND:  The  right  lum. 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  Linoolnshire 
1iA8  sat  here  longer  than  I,  but  he  does 
not  know  so  much  about  order  as  I  do. 
I  will  now  continue  what  I  was  saying 
when  interrupted.  As  soon  as  it  was 
known  that  Pigott  could  not  support 
his  original  statement,  and  after  he  had 
got  I  do  not  know  how  many  hundreds 
of  pounds  from  the  Timsa  and  Lords 
This  and  That,  and  from  others  all  over 
the  country  —  as  soon  as  he  had  told 
Mr.  Soames  that  he  could  not  stand 
cross-examination,  and  when  eyeryone 
had  reason  to  believe  he  had  swindled 
the  Times  and  the  rest  of  them  out  of 
their  money 

The  OHAIKMAN  :  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
«ee  how  the  hon.  Member  is  going  to 
make  this  relerant  to  the  subject  under 
•discussion. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  I  think,  Sir, 
you  will  acknowledge  that  I  am  in  order 
when  I  say  my  object  is  to  prove  that 
Figott's  escape  was  with  the  connivance 
of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  men 
who  were  set  to  guard  him,  and  over 
whom  the  Ohief  Secretary  has  control.  In 
whose  interest,  I  ask,  did  Pigott  escape  ? 
Was  it  in  the  interests  of  the  defend- 
ants? Certainly  not.  Why,  on  the 
last  day  of  his  appearance  in  Court  his 
oross-ezamination  was  going  splendidly 
in  their  favour,  and  then  he  suddenly 
disappeared,  although  supposed  to  be 
guarded  by  two  Royal  Irish  Constables. 
Had  the  case  not  been  one  of  a  forger 
and  perjurer,  who  had  swindled  the 
Times  out  of  £2,000,  but  rather  of  some 
unfortunate  Member  of  Parliament  who 
made  a  speech  in  Ireland  protesting 
against  evictions,  and  against  whom 
there  was  but  one-tenth  of  a  shadow  of 
the  guilt  laid  to  the  charge  of  Pigott, 
would  he  have  got  to  Paris  or  Madrid 
with  so  much  ease?  No;  he  would 
have  been  arrested  before  he  had  got 
ten  yards  from  the  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
lodged  in  Scotland  Yard.  We  have 
heitfd  a  good  deal  about  the  alertness  of 
the  Irish  detectives  in  arresting  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament;  but  we  are 
told  that  Pigott  escaped,  because,  for- 
sooth, our  side  did  not  take  steps  to 
detain  him.  I  say  it  was  the  business 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  have  prevented 
Pigott'a  escape,  and  it  was  a  lucky  thing 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  for 
-everyone  concerned  in  this  vile  plot,  that 
Pigott  did  disappear.  It  would  be  in- 
teresting to  know  whether  Pigott  would 


,  have  committed  suicide  if  the  Times 
agent  had  kept  faith  with  him,  and  given 
him  the  money  he  asked  for.  Had  this 
been  done,  we  might  have  had  the  whole 
story  of  the  truth  of  the  matter,  and  have 
heard  how  Pigott  was  bribed  by  the 
Irish  Government  and  the  Times  into 
coming  over  to  support  the  case  got  up 
against  the  Irish  Members.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  that  for  cool 
— I  do  not  want  to  use  an  unparliamen- 
tary expression — for  cool  audacity,  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  we  are  chargeable  with  Pigott's 
escape  because  we  did  not  guard  him,  is 
unequalled.  It  was  the  business  of  the 
Government  to  have  prevented  his 
escape,  and  he  would  not  have  escaped 
had  it  not  been  that  his  escape  was 
opportune  and  convenient  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who  have 
acted  with  him  in  this  matter. 
All  over  the  country,  from  north  to  south 
and  east  to  west,  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
done  and  caused  things  to  be  done  which 
have  brought  him  into  a  notoriety  never 
enjoyed  by  any  other  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  What  I  have  to  complain 
of  particularly  is  the  changing  of  the 
venue  in  certain  cases.  My  fnend  the 
Membec  for  Sligo  referred  to  what  is 
going  on  in  Donegal,  where  martied  law 
prevails ;  where  positively  a  man  can- 
not lay  himself  quietly  in  his  bed  with- 
out the  fear  of  being  visited  by  a  party 
of  soldiers,  and  where  no  man  can  walk 
the  road  without  being  asked  for  his 
pass  by  some  miserable,  half-illiterate 
sub- constable,  who  has  been  put  into 
the  position  because  he  has  made  him- 
self objectionable  to  the  people.  What  do 
you  do  ?  Instead  of  giving  the  people  a  fair 
trial,  you  send  prisoners  from  Ferma- 
nagh to  a  place  like  Enniskillen,  where 
you  deliberately  cause  juries  to  be  packed. 
What  took  place  the  other  day  ?  It  was 
rumoured  that  Father  M'Fadden  and 
the  other  prisoners  taken  for  the  death 
of  this  Inspector  of  Police,  were  to  have 
the  venue  changed  to  Enniskillen. 
What  takes  place  m  Enniskillen  ?  The 
Orange  drum  is  beat,  and  all  round 
Sub-Grand  Masters  and  Grand  Masters 
of  the  Orange  Association  summon  their 
lodges.  Orange  magistrates,  Orange 
g^nd- jurors,  Orangemen  of  position  in 
the  county,  come  to  this  Orange  meet- 
ing, and  they  speak  in  terms  of  the  ut- 
most violence  of  the  unfortunate  death 
of  District    Inspector  Martin.      They 
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speak  of  the  atrocious  character  of  those 
who  caused  his  death,  and  at  the  end 
of  all  this  oratory  they  wind  np  with 
the  significant  information  to  their 
audience  and  to  the  people  of  the 
country  not  to  forget  that  these  men  are 
to  be  tried  by  a  jury  in  the  town  of 
Enniskillen.  As  soon  as  that  informa- 
tion is  given,  the  Orangemen  dis- 
perse to  their  homes,  and  carried  the  in- 
formation through  the  county.  In  that 
way  the  feelings  of  the  Orangemen  have 
been  worked  upon,  and  you  may  be 
quite  sure  that  ii  Father  M*Fadden  and 
the  other  prisoners  are  to  be  tried  at 
Enniskillen,  there  will  be  a  jury  jolly  well 
packed,  and  in  allprobability  half  a  dozen 
of  these  unfortunate  men,  wno  I  am  sure 
never  saw  District  Inspector  Martin, 
will  be  hanged.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  take 
notice  of  this  Orange  feeling,  and  will 
he  issue  orders  to  these  Orange  Deputy 
Lieutenants  and  Justices  ?  Will  he 
follow  the  example  of  his  predecessor, 
who,  when  I  brought  a  similar  case 
under  his  notice,  that  of  an  Orange 
magistrate  leading  300  men  in  military 
array  against  a  peaceful  meeting  which 
I  was  addressing,  struck  him  from  the 
Commission  ?  Again,  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
particularly  to  the  claims  for  com- 
pensation made  by  certain  people  in 
Ireland  for  alleged  injuries.  A  miser- 
able man~a  Head  Constable  in  the 
County  of  Wexford — said  that  his  eyes 
were  injured,  and  that  he  could  not  see 
to  work,  though  immediately  after  oross- 
ex^tmination  he  was  able  to  take  notes 
and  write  down  the  addresses  of  persons ! 
This  man  has  got  £600  compensation, 
and  I  think  a  more  atrocious  piece  of 
robbery  than  that  was  neyer  perpe- 
trated ;  and  I  take  the  liberty  of 
adyising  the  people  of  that  district 
most  earnestly  to  resist  if  money  is 
levied  for  such  a  purpose  as  this. 
It  really  means  that  if  a  constable 
behaves  with  special  atrociousness  in 
Ireland,  and  he  gets  a  scratch  or  a 
crooked  look,  he  will  be  rewarded  by  the 
grant  of  £500.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Chief  Secretary,  with  his  usual 
attention  to  public  affairs,  has  gone  out. 
I  certainly  think,  after  the  specimen  we 
have  had  to-night  of  his  conduct,  that 
we  ought  to  reduce  his  salary  by  one 
half,  or  three-quarters  at  least.  [The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland   here    re- 
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turned.]  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
threat  of  a  further  reduction  has  brought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  back.  I 
want  to  know  specifically  about  these 
two  cases — first,  the  Orange  meeting  in 
Enniskillen ;  and,  secondly,  the  compen- 
sation of  these  men.  And,  thirdly,  will 
he  give  us  the  names  and  addresses  of 
the  two  wretched  Irish  constables  who 
were  sent  to  guard  Pigott  in  Anderton'a 
Hotel,  and  who  allowed  him  to  escape  T 
Will  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  take 
any  action  to  bring  these  men  to  justice  ?* 
Imagine  what  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
would  have  been  spared  if  these  two 
constables,  instead  of  winking  at  Pigott's- 
escape,  had  arrested  him.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  g^t  to  account  for 
the  conduct  of  these  two  policemen. 
But  not  all  the  waters  of  the  Atlantic 
will  wash  them  clean.  They  are  steeped 
up  to  the  eyebrows,  in  connection  with 
the  2VmM,  in  this  atrocious  business. 
In  all  the  transactions  between  England 
and  Ireland,  a  viler,  a  blacker,  or  more 
atrocious  plot  was  never  heard  of.  Not 
only  the  Attorney  General,  but  th& 
Prime  Minister,  a  nobleman — well,  I  do- 
not  know  whether  he  is  a  nobleman  or 
not — has  not  acknowledged  he  was 
wrone.  The  Prime  Minister  and 
everybody  else,  down  to  the  Attomev 
General  and  the  very  smallest  clerk 
in  the  office  of  Mr.  Soames,  solicitor 
to  the  Tinee^  should  confess  and 
clear  themselves.  [^Laughter,']  Yes; 
and  I  certainly  would  advise  the 
Attorney  General  to  confess  and  make 
a  clean  breast  of  it.  Unless  from  th^ 
Prime  Minister  down  to  the  smallest 
clerk  in  Mr.  Soames'  office  they  ac- 
knowledge they  were  wrong,  they  will 
go  down  to  history  as  men  engaged 
in  the  greatest  and  vilest  plot  ever 
heard  of. 

An  hon.  Membbb  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  not  40  Members 
present.  On  the  House  being  counted 
a  quorum  was  found  to  be  in  attendance. 

Mr.  MUEPHT  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's) :  Mr.  Chairman,  upon  the  Vote  for 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  the  ques- 
tion of  the  whole  administration  of  Ire- 
land can  very  properly  be  raised,  because 
the  entire  machinery  of  Government 
is  under  the  control  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  highest,  as  well  as  the 
lowest,  of  the  Iriah  officials  take  their 
instructions  from  the  Chief  Secretary.  It 
is  not  at  ail  neceseary  that  he  should 
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iamie  iii«tractionB  in  the  GauiU  or  by 
-drenlar,  because  no  secret  society  in  the 
worid  oonTSjs  its  wishes  to  its  Members 
•o  snzely  and  secretly  as  the  hon.  Qen- 
tlnnian  oonyeys  his  wishes  to  his  subor- 
dinates. The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
replying  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
lias  to-night  indulged  in  a  great  many 
strong  epithets— epithets  which  struck 
me  as  being  rather  of  the  fishwife 
eharaeter;  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
•oaioely  attempted  to  meet  the  serious 
charge  brought  against  him,  the  police 
force,  and  the  magisterial  party  in  Ire 
landy  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle.  The  right  hon. 
€totleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
submitted  to  the  House  a  long  list  of 
instances  taken  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Royal  Oommission,  which 
piored  beyond  the  possibility  of  dispute 
that  Irish  Resident  Magistrates,  Divi- 
sional Ma^strates,  and  police  have  been 
for  a  considerable  period  engaged,  not 
only  in  giving  information  to  the  TVotm, 
but  in  collecting  evidence.  The  Chief 
Seeretary  only  attempted  to  deal  with 
two  of  the  charges  made,  allowing 
the  rest  to  go  by  default.  He  dealt  with 
the  case  of  the  visiting  of  Tracy  by 
Head  Constable  Preston,  and  the  case  of 
the  visiting  of  Walsh  by  Inspector  Alan. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that 
Alan  tried  to  influence  Walsh  by  telling 
him  that  a  certain  prosecution  in  con- 
nection with  a  criminal  fraud  upon  an 
insurance  company  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  against  him  if  he  would  come 
over  to  England  and  give  evidence  for 
the  T^'mm.  The  Chief  Secretary  scoffed 
at  the  suggestion,  because,  be  said,  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Inspector 
to  promise  Walsh  immunity  in  respect 
of  an  offence  committed  against  a  Liver- 
pool insurance  company.  But  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  offence  was 
committed  in  one  of  the  western  towns 
of  Ireland,  and  that  it  was  in  that  place 
and  not  in  Liverpool  that  the  prosecu- 
tion in  respect  of  the  offence  would  have 
tsken  place.  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  point,  therefore, 
was  utterly  worthless.  It  is  perfectly 
notorious  in  Ireland  that  the  whole 
machinery  of  the  Government — the 
whole  of  the  police  and  magisterial 
forces — have  been  engaged  in  assisting 
the  TifMBy  not  merefy  doing  it  in  a 
legitimate  way,  but  going  the  greatest 


lengths  they  can,  in    order  to  induce 
people  to  give  evidence  which  would  be 
adverse  to  the  Irish  Members,  and  to 
the  other  persons  charged  by  the  TVjum. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  laid  down  a 
proposition  that  it  is  the  business  of  the 
Government  to  supply  all  information 
in  their  possession  for  the  purposes  of 
this  investigation.     All    that    is   quite 
true,  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  object  of  this  inquiry  is  to  consider 
charges  and  allegations  made  by  the 
Timet  newspaper  against  certain  Mem- 
bers of  this  Uouse  and  others      It  must 
be  assumed  that  when  the  Ttmes  made 
the  charges  and  allegations  they  had 
some  foundation  for  the  charges  and 
allegations  they  made,  and,  therefore, 
I  suomit  it  was  not  the  business  of  the 
Government  to  go  beyond  giving  the 
Times  whatever  information  they  asked 
for.     It  was  not  the  business  of  Govern- 
ment to  volunteer    information   to  the 
Times — to  volunteer  evidence  which  the 
Times  could  not  possibly  know  anything 
about  at  the  time  they  published  their 
articles.     Now    let    me    refer    to    the 
evictions  which  have    taken  place    at 
Falcarragh,  and  to  the  resistance  made 
by    the     people    at     those    evictions, 
resulting     in     the     trial     at    Ennis- 
killen    before  Judffe  Johnson.     It  was 
proved   at   the   trial  that    the  bailiffs 
who    were    employed   to    execute    the 
decrees  of  possession  were  not  the  ordi- 
nary bailiffs  who  had  been  hitherto, 
under  all  previous  Acts  of  Parliament, 
employed  in  similar   circumstances.     I 
have  been  told  that  under  the  Act  of 
1887  a  landlord,  when  he   has  got   a 
decree  of  possession,  is  entitled,   con- 
trary to  the  practices  under  all  previous 
legislation,  to  appoint  his  own  bailiff. 
That  may  be  good  law,  but  I  submit  to 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  that  it 
is  a  most  inexpedient  thing  that  such  a 
proceeding  should  be  encouraged.     In 
the  case  I  refer  to,  it  was  proved  that  a 
most  disgpraceful  and  scandalous  scene 
took  place  at  the  evictions.     At  the  pre- 
sent time  there  are  certain  people,  a 
kind  of  freebooters,  eng^ed  in  carrying 
out  evictions.    These  men  do  not  go  in 
the  professional  manner  that  ordinary 
bailiffs  employed  by  a  sheriff  would  do, 
but  they  go  like  a  pack  of  freebooters 
in    an    enemy's  country,   and    behave 
themselves  accordingly.    The  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Falcarragh  evictions  were 
not  satisfied  to    take    the    houses  by 
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-to  explaio  awa;  the  charge  that  the 
police  had  been  deliberately  eagaged  in 
Kitting  up  and  maaafacturing  endenoe 
-for  the  7Vin«i.  A  few  days  before  the 
'OommiHfiion  adjaumed  a  oaee  occurred 
which  has  not  been  mentioned  here  to- 
night— that  of  the  witness  OoflFey,  who 
is  now  in  prison  for  contempt  of  Oouit. 
His  story  was  that,  instead  of  his  going 
to  the  police  to  offer  eridence,  the  police 
-came  pestering  and  bothering  him  in 
order  to  get  up  some  story — 
that,  in  fact,  a  police  constable 
called  on  him  and  invited  him 
to  give  evidence,  and  promised  that  if  he 
did  give  evidence  against  the  Pamellite 
Party,  he  woiUd  be  rewarded  beyond 
his  greatest  expectations,  and  that  he 
would  not  be  allowed  to  suffer.  I  say 
tbat  it  is  absolutely  true  that  the  police 
are  going  about  Ireland  doing  every- 
-thing  in  their  power  to  intimidate 
people  into  manufacturing  evidence,  and 
more  than  one  witness  has  acknowledged 
in  cross-examination  before  tha  Oom- 
missian  that  he  was  waited  on  by  the 
police,  and  asked  whether,  if  he  got 
money,  he  could  not  give  evidence.  It 
was  only  by  chance  that  the  witness 
Coffey  had  stated  what  he  had,  viz., 
that  he  got  £115  for  telling  a  story  of 
Ihe  wildest  improbability,  for  which 
there  was  not  the  slightest  fonndation, 
and  that  in  addition  to  the  £llfihe 
was  bronght  over  to  London  and  kept 
£)r  a  long  time.  Nearly  every  one  of 
the  witnesses  brought  by  the  Timtt  to 
substantiate  the  charges  of  crime  and 
outrage  in  Ireland  had  been  directly 
intimidated  by  the  police,  many  of  them 
being  men  over  wnom  the  police  had 
aome  bold,  or  who  had  had  offers  of 
money  as  an  indaoement  to  give  evidence. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  stated  that  the 
police  brought  over  to  London  were 
only  waiting  here  till  called  on  their 
Bu^Ksnas  to  give  evidence  ;  but  if  he 
hadf  read  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Commiasion,  he  would  have  seen 
that  at  the  Inns  of  Oonrt  Hotel  numbers 
of  policemen  and  police- sergeants,  with 
twoBesident  Magistrates,  were  engaged 
in  a  large  room,  drilling,  so  to  speak, 
the  witnesses  as  to  their  evidence,  and 
I  can,  if  necessary,  give  the  names  of 
those  who  took  their  evidence  down. 
Thus  we  find  that  the  Irish  polioe,  in- 
stead of  uerely  waiting  to  give  their 
-evidence,  have  actually  been  employed 
hy  the  Tim**  at  the  Inns  of  Court  Hotal 
Mr.Ltanty 
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and  other  plaoes  in  getting  up  evidence, 
and  giving  instructions  to  the  witnesses. 
From  begiuning  to  end  of  this  black  and 
disgraceful  plot  the  Government  have 
been  up  to  their  necks  in  the  TimM 
swim,  not  only  inspiring  and  helping  the 
Timet  in  the  publication  of  its  articles, 
but  making  the  polioe  roam  roond  the 
country  endeavouring  to  intimidate 
people  into  coming  over  to  tell  atrooioas 
lies  against  ns.  Moreover,  they  are  to 
■blame  for  allowing  Bichard  Figott  to 
escape.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
said  he  was  surprised  that  no  steps  had 
been  taken  by  us  to  guard  Pigott.  Why, 
Mr.  Pigott  was  from  the  first  held  up  to 
us  as  a  most  imnortant  witness  for  the 
TimM,  and  one  with  whose  evidence  tb^ 
could  not  dispense.  It  never  euterM 
into  our  heads  that  tha  Oovemnwnt 
would  allow  him  to  escape,  or  that  th^ 
would  not  maintain  a  careful  watch  over 
him  to  prevent  his  getting  away.  Bat, 
after  the  seoond  day  of  his  cross-exami- 
nation, when  it  was  evident  he  had  per- 
jured himself  and  forged  the  letters^ 
and  had  thus  compromised  the  Oovem- 
ment — the  Attorney  General  having 
said  before  Figott  was  examined  that  he 
had  inquired  into  the  anthenticity  of 
the  letters,  and  would  be  able  to  prove 
them  up  to  the  hilt,  finding  the  wti  at 
man  with  whom  he  had  had  to  deal — 
would  if  he  had  had  any  regard  for  hia 
own  honour  or  for  that  of  the  C 


Mb.  OHAPLIN  (Sleafbid  dinaion  of 
Lincolnshire] :  Order,  order  I 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  Orof  tha  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfoilinodn- 
shire. 

Several  Hon.  Member :  Ordir, 
order! 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND:  I  am  veij 
much  in  order.  I  have  great  respeoL 
Mr.  Courtney,  for  you,  and  if  you  call 
me  to  order  I  will  bow  to  your  ruling,  j 
but  I  care  nothing  whatever  for  tU  J 
right  hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire- 
Ma.  CHAPLIN:  Mr.  Courtney, J 
rise  to  order,  and  would  aek  yon,  Sil 
whether  any  Member  of  this  House  i 
entitled  to  impute  dishonourable  IE 
or  want  of  regard  for  hone 
other  Member  of  the  F"      '" 

^   t  chaibma: 
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it  WM  not  diaoussed  then  It  would  not  be 
ooBflidcred  at  all.  With  regard  to  the 
general  policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  I 
eontond  that  it  has  been  a  complete 
fulure.  Even  those  who  sympathise 
wtfh  the  Party  with  which  the  right 
hoiL  Gentleman  is  connected  in  Ireland, 
wad  who  originally  used  to  be  loud  in 
their  praises  of  the  heroic  action  of  the 
light  non.  Gentleman,  have  learned  to 
oousiderably  modify  the  eulogistic  terms 
va  which  they  speak  of  him.  The  con- 
dition of  things  between  the  people  and 
the  police  isiimnitely  worse  tnan  it  ever 
was  in  the  whole  of  my  experience — a 
rasnlt  directly  to  be  attributed  to  the 
policy  of  exasperation  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)!:  I  think  it  the  duty  of  English  Mem- 
bers to  take  part  in  this  discuRsion,  see- 
ing that  the  matter  is  one  which  afiPects 
OS  all.  The  Police  Force  of  Ireland  is 
paid  for  out  of  the  National  Exchequer; 
therefore  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
Eoglish  Members  to  criticize  the  action 
of  the  Ohief  Secretary  with  regard  to 
that  force;  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  from 
the  doee  examination  I  have  been  able 
to  give  the  subject,  I  have  come  to  the 
oonelnsion  that  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter  has  been 
completely  destructive  of  the  interests  of 
the  country.  The  Ministry  have  their 
own  policy  with  regard  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  and  we  have  ours,  and 
it  is  for  experience  to  show  which  is 
right;  but  the  position  of  affairs  has 
lately  very  much  widened  by  the  indis- 
criminate use  of  the  Irish  Police  in  con- 
nection with  the  Special  Oommission 
now  sitting  in  the  Strand.  If  it  has 
oometothis — ^thatthe  Police  Forces  in  this 
oountiy  are  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  attacking  and  blackening  the  charac- 
ters of  Members  of  this  House— I  do 
not  know  who  is  safe.  The  Government 
stand  charged  with  using  the  Executive 
Forces  of  the  Crown  for  the  purpose  oi 
blackening  the  character  of  a  Party  in 
this  House  ;  and  it  is  not  enough  to  nay 
they  have  not  succeeded  in  it,  for, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  result  has 
been  to  blacken  themselves  instead 
of  their  opponents.  Worse  than  this, 
the  conduct  of  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
been  completely  demoralizing  to  the 
Police  Force  itself,  for  what  can  be 
more    demoralizing   than    to    use    the 


Police  Force  to  advance  a  cause  which 
is  founded  upon  forgery  and  perjury? 
The  whole  thing  is  demoralizing,  not 
only  to  the  cause  itself,  but  to  the 
people  governed.  The  Police  Force  of 
Ireland  has  cost  us  an  enormous  sum 
of  money,  and  this  comes  home  to  the 
people  of  England.  I,  for  one,  object 
to  my  constituents  being  charg^  to 
keep  up  a  system  such  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  now  carrying  out.  His 
policy  is  irritating  to  the  people.  The 
object  of  a  Gt>vemment  snould  be  to 
cement  the  people  to  themselves  and  to 
the  law ;  but  the  policy  at  present  guid- 
ing the  Irish  Administration  is  exactly 
the  reverse — it  is  one  which  irritates 
the  people;  and  history  shows  us  that 
more  Empires  have  been  wrecked  by 
maladministration  of  that  sort  than  by 
any    obstinacy    on    the    part    of    the 

Eeople.  So  far  as  the  Amendment 
efore  the  Committee  is  concerned,  I 
cordially  support  it ;  and  if  I  have  any 
fault  to  find  with  it,  it  is  that  it  is  too- 
modest,  and  does  not  propose  to  reduce 
the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  by 
a  sufficient  sum.  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  Amendment  if  it  had  proposed 
to  reduce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
salary  by  half  the  amount,  for,  even 
with  half  his  salary,  I  should  hold  he 
was  overpaid  for  his  present  misgovern- 
ment  of  Ireland.  I  trust  that  the  effect 
of  this  discussion  will  be  to  alter  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  respect  of 
the  use  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
in  Ireland.  I  am  convinced  that  if  the 
people  of  England  only  knew  how  their 
money  was  being  squandered  in  this 
respect  in  order  to  support  the  Irish 
landlords  and  an  oppressive  Administra- 
tion, that  the  Chief  Secretary  would  not 
occupy  his  present  position  ten  minutes 
longer.  If  the  country  were  polled 
to-morrow,  unquestionably  to-morrow 
would  be  the  last  day  of  the  existence 
of  the  present  Government.  Evictions 
have  been  carried  out  in  Ireland  which 
have  resulted  in  the  death  of  persons 
evicted,  and  I  maintain  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is  stained 
with  crimes  like  that.  I  maintain  that, 
for  one  man  who  has  died  in  Ireland 
from  any  attempt  to  break  the  law,  ten 
have  been  killed  by  evictions.  On  be- 
half of  my  constituents,  I  declare  that 
we  object  to  the  use  of  the  forces  of  the 
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Orown  at  these  evictions,  and  for  baokinff 
up  the  Times  in  its  policy  of  forgery  ana 
lying. 

Mr.  HAHKIS  (Galway,  E.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary has  referred  to  the  man  Tracy  in 
an  insinuating  manner.  Well,  if  he  had 
any  charge  to  make  against  the  man,  or 
if  there  was  anything  behind  what  he 
was  saying,  the  proper  course  for  him 
to  have  pursued  was  to  have  put  his 
facts  before  the  House  like  a  man.  I 
do  not  know  that  anyone  has  ever  been 
worse  treated  by  the  Irish  Office  than  I 
myself,  with  regard  to  papers  seized  in 
my  house.  I  was  subposnaed  to  produce 
certain  papers,  and  I  had  not  got  them, 
418  they  had  been  destroyed.  Many  of 
them  were  of  no  value,  and  even  these 
that  were  of  value  were  not  my  property, 
but  the  property  of  persons  who  had 
corresponded  witii  me,  so  I  thought  it 
my  duty  to  destroy  them.  But  the 
Qt>vemment  did  not  destroy  ^^  copies 
they  had,  and  as  soon  as  the  Special 
Oommission  was  opened  they  were  pro* 
duced  for  the  use  of  the  TViftM*  lawyers. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  Qt>vemment  were 
not  justified  in  their  action — at  all 
events  in  producing  some  of  these 
letters,  if  they  threw  light  on  the 
inquiry,  but  in  giving  up  mese  private 
documents  the  Ghovemment  should  have 
submitted  them  to  the  Judges,  and  not 
to  the  Times,  to  be  garbled  and  used  in 
any  manner  the  Times*  counsel  thought 
proper.  There  was  any  amount*  of 
whispering  in  the  Oourt  about  the 
seriousness  of  the  matter  in  my  letters ; 
and  the  Attorney  General,  in  his  long, 
dull,  stupid  speech,  which  was  a  hybrid 
between  a  churchman's  and  a  lawyer's, 
made  an  enormous  deal  of  the  matter. 
The  Attorney  General  in  this  way  fished 
to  see  if  he  could  get  informers  to  prop 
up  the  case  of  the  Times  by  making 
accusations  for  which  there  was  not  a 
scintilla  of  foundation.  I  say.  Sir,  that 
conduct  such  as  this  is  cedculated  to 
bring  not  only  the  Government  into 
contempt,  but  the  law  of  the  land. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  case  against 
me,  except  evidence  which  the  Attorney 
General  extracted  from  perjured  in- 
formers, and  which  would  not  have  been 
listened  to  even  by  a  Dublin  jury.  If 
the  Government  were  anxious  that  a 
fair  investigation  should  be  made,  why 
did  they  not  call  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates and  others  from  the  district  in 
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which  I  live,  whom  they  brought  over  to 
give  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  TVmm,  to 
give  evidence  as  to  my  character  and 
antecedents.  The  Attorney  General 
shelters  himself  behind  his  bnef ,  but  he 
got  his  brief  finom  himself;  and  if  he  had 
looked  at  the  matter  as  a  man  of  honooTy 
surely  he  would  have  seen  that  there 
was  no  foundation  lor  the  infamous 
charges  made  against  my  character. 
With  regard  to  another  matter  last 
August  I  received  an  invitation  ftt>m 
my  constituents  to  go  down  to  the 
district  of  Portumna.  The  complaint 
was  raised  that  there  were  no  efforts 
being  made  to  get  up  aubsoriptions  for 
the  defence  of  those  who  were  being 
prosecuted  by  the  Times  before  the  Com- 
mission, and,  having  a  desire  to  address 
my  constituents  on  the  sabjeot,  I  went 
down  to  Portunma.  Aa  we  were 
acquainted  with  the  practices  of  the 
Oonstabulary  in  oonnection  with  popular 
demonstrations  in  Ireland,  we  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  if  our  meetfai|f 
were  advertised  there  would  be 
a  Proclamation  from  Dnblin  OaatlB 
to  prohibit  it.  The  reaolt  was  that 
we  decided  upon  sending  roimd  a 
circular  to  the  people  to  the  effset  that 
I  intended  to  address  a  meeting  in  the 
open  air  at  the  chapel ;  and  as  the  pbKoe 
were  in  the  habit  of  losoiiing  to  the 
chapel  yard  on  Sunday,  though  we  meet- 
ing was  in  one  sense  private^  it  was 
public  so  for  as  the  polioe  were  ooa- 
cemed.  There  was  not  time  fdr  a  Pro- 
clamation to  comedown  from  DabKn 
Oastie  forbidding  the  meeting.  WeU, 
the  meeting  was  held,  and  we  inteaiitJ 
to  talk  about  the  magistrates  and  the 
Ohief  Secretary  and  me  QoremmeBl^ 
and  all  that,  witiiout  the  dightsst  inlsr* 
ference  on  the  part  of  the  poliee.  Ws 
also  should  have  introduoed  the  qneslta 
of  subscriptions  to  meet  the  Tkt9f 
charges.  Now,  if  that  had  been  l^pl 
in  the  background  we  shoold  not  has* 
been  molested,  and  the  polioe  woiridnsk 
have  violated  law  and  order  asthej^dil.' 
No  sooner,  however,  did  I  get  on  iM 
platform  tiian  Mr.  Beid,  the  Distrisl 
Inspector,  and  his  pc^oe  oame  n 
armed  to  the  teeth,  with  a  dreadftal  losK 
on  their  faces,  and  distorbed  ns.  I 
asked  if  he  had  got  any  oxder  ttam 
Dublin  Oastie  to  stop  the  meetinff.  IsaM 
we  had  a  perfect  right  to  hxM  tSa  msiit 
ing ;  but,  saidhe,  **  If  you  aienotofltlM 
ground  in  a  short  time  1  will  let  you  i 
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Of  course  we  had  to  yield  to  the  argu- 
>ment  of  hard  steel,  and  we  then  pro- 
ceeded with  our  procession,  break,  oars, 
4Uid  band  into  unproclaimed  Tipperary, 
where  we  had,  instead  of  the  small 
.gathering  we  originally  contemplated,  a 
anonster  meeting.  Now  I  would  ask  tiie 
<}hief  Secretary,  or  the  civil,  quietly- 
epeaking  Solicitor  Qeneral,  whether  the 
tactics  pursued  by  the  police  are  not 
'Only  inefficient  for  their  own  purposes ; 
"but,  remembering  the  condition  of  things 
that  exists,  are  they  not  likely  to  lead 
to  scenes  of  bloodshed  ?  We  hear  much 
of  outrage  and  assassination  and  incite- 
ment to  violence,  and  many  a  hasty 
word  uttered  on  a  platform  is  referred 
"to  in  this  House ;  but  if  the  account 
were  fairly  balanced,  I  think  the  danger 
ef  incitement  would  not  be  found  on 
-our  side.  There  was  another  instance. 
Father  Cohen's  car  was  to  be  sold  for 
rent,  and  I,  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tipperary,  decided  to  have 
a  demonstration,  and  obtain  the  means 
^or  giving  the  reverend  gentleman  a 
new  car.  Accordingly  a  meeting  was 
announced.  On  this  occasion  Mr.  Reid 
took  the  precaution  to  write  to  Dublin, 
and  BO  we  had  the  usual  Proclamation 
with  ''  God  save  the  Queen,''  and  here 
let  me  say  how  I  regret  that  the  name  of 
the  highest  lady  in  the  land  should  be  so 
continually  dragged  into  these  proceed- 
dngs.  You  cry  out  often  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Writs  will  not  rim.  What  does 
that  mean  but  that  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects object  to  extermination  ?  Well,  this 
time  we  had  a  Proclamation  staring  us 
in  the  face,  but  it  stated  that  no  meeting 
should  be  allowed  to  disturb  the  sale, 
and  so  we  determined  there  should  be 
no  disturbance.  The  sale  was  over,  and 
then  we  decided  in  a  Constitutional  man- 
ner to  hold  our  meeting  and  express  our 
sympathy  with  Father  Cohen.  But  Mr. 
Beid  came  to  the  front  again,  talked 
about  illegality  and  proclamations  ;  and, 
though  we  argued  the  point,  in  the 
j*esult  we  yielded  to  the  bayonet  argu- 
ment on  his  side,  and  once  again  formed 
procession  and  headed  for  Tipperary, 
this  time  not  so  for  off.  We  started, 
but  on  reaching  the  bridge  we  found 
our  further  progress  barred  by  a  line  of 
police  with  bayonets.  There  we  were,  a 
peaceful  procession  of  people  about  to 
express  our  sympathy  with  a  local  priest, 
acting  perfectly  legally,  not  insulting  or 
meddling  with  any  human  being,  doing 
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as  the  law  required,  going  into  an  un- 
proclaimed district;  but  there  on  the 
bridge  were  the  fixed  bayonets  before 
us.  O'Connor  and  I  walked  on  in  front. 
Mr.  Beid,  the  District  Inspector,  came 
up  in  great  haste,  there  was  some  whis- 
pering, and  ''colloguing"  among  the 
police,  and  then  we  were  allowed  to  pass. 
And  so  we  had  a  demonstration  ten 
times  more  effective  than  if  we  had 
been  allowed  to  carry  out  our  original 
intention.  I  do  not  know  if  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  any  explanation  of 
these  things  and  I  do  not  much  care. 
You  may  hear  him  speak  for  hours 
in  this  House ;  but  go  to  Qalway  and 
you  will  see  the  state  of  the  facts 
which  I  have  described,  but  in  mere 
outline,  the  skeleton.  If  I  were  to  go 
into  the  subject  of  evictions,  and  show 
you  how  the  whole  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  directed  against  these  poor 
mountaineers,  to  turn  them  out  of  the 
homes  their  own  efforts  have  made  com- 
paratively comfortable  out  of  a  desert 
waste — if  I  were  to  go  into  that  and 
show  you  how  these  homes  are  torn 
down,  how  Her  Majesty's  soldiers,  the 
Scotch  Fusiliers,  with  bagpipes  playing, 
go  about  levelling  these  homes,  doing 
all  this  in  the  name  of  the  Queen — if  I 
went  into  this,  I  should  also  say  that, 
though  all  the  laws  made  since  the  time 
of  Moses,  though  all  the  powers  that 
ever  juled  mankind,  though  all  the 
writers  that  ever  wrote,  said  differently, 
the  people  are  right  in  defending  their 
homes. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  In  the 
course  of  the  debate  this  evening  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  has  been 
called  in  a  very  marked  manner  by  the 
forcible  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Newcastle  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Irish  police  have 
been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
managers  of  the  Times,  and  not 
only  the  police,  but  Kesident  Magis- 
trates and  all  the  paraphernalia  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  As  so  much 
has  been  said  and  so  well  on  the  matter, 
I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  with  my 
observations  upon  it  at  any  length. 
What  I  have  to  say  is  by  my  calling 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which, 
directly  and  indirectly,  the  forces  of  the. 
Crown  in  Ireland,  and  more  especially 
the  Besident  Magistrates  and  the  Con- 
stabulary, have  used  those  who  have 
endeavoured  to   collect  and  bring  for- 
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ward  eridence  on  behalf  of  the  defen- 
dants in  the  celebrated  Tim^*  case.     Mj 
hon.  Friend   (Mr.  Harris;  has  referred 
to  Galwaj.   and  to  meetmgs  called  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  sabscriptions 
for  the  defendants,   and  the  manner  in 
which  these  meetings  have  been  rath- 
lesslj  suppressed  by  the  Constabnlary  ; 
and  one  might   hare   thought  that,  if 
only  to  preserve  an  ootward    show   of 
decent    impartiality,  the  police  in  such 
instances  would  have  receiyed  censure 
from  the  Chief  Secretary.     But  the  same 
thing,  and  that  in  a  much  more  offensiTe 
manner,  has  occurred  from  time  to  time 
in  County  Kerry.     We  hear  much  de- 
clamation about  equal  laws  and  equal 
justice;    but    what    can  the  outraged 
peasant   of  Kerry  think    of   a    system 
which  to  his  knowledge  from  reading, 
and  from  his  personal    knowledge    of 
local  events,  places  the  whole  machinery 
of  the  police  unreservedly  at  the  dis- 
posal   of    Time%^     agents,     while,     on 
the  other  hand,  meetings  to   promote 
subscriptions  for  the  support  of  the  de- 
fence of  their  own  Members  against  the 
charges  made   by   the     Timen  are  dis- 
persed ?   Before  the  House  adjourned  at 
Christmas   the    conduct   of  ofEcials   in 
County  Kerry  was  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary.    I  regret  to 
say  mention  of  Kerry  has  been  frequently 
before  the  Commission,  and  a  number  of 
outrages  have  been  referred  to  in   the 
evidence  of  Resident  Magistrates,  Com- 
missioners, or  whatever  they  are  called. 
The    information    given   was    brought 
forward   under  circumstances  of  great 
suspicion,  into  which  I  will  not  now  enter, 
but  of  which  we  may  hear  something 
when    the    Commission     re-assembles. 
Upon  the  real  or  alleged  outrages  in  Kerry 
the  Times  case  appeared  very  strong ;  but 
when  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Harrington), 
who  now  lies  under  the  barbarous  sen- 
tence    of    six    months'    imprisonment, 
directed,  in  association  with  friends  who 
know  the  localities,  inquiries  to  be  made 
and  information  to  be  collected  relative 
to  the  issues  before  the  Commission,  the 
persons  thev  employed  in  this  duty  were 
hunted  by  the  police  from  place  to  place, 
arrested  in  many  instances,  and  sent  to 
prison.   Three  young  men  from  the  town 
of  Killarney  on  a  Sunday  morning  were 
engaged  in  collecting  evidence  for  the 
purpose  I  have  described.    They  carried 
with  them  certain  tabulated  forms  to  be 
tile  d^ip  with  reference  to  such  debates 
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as  ieBtaI%  valiMtimia,  the  Tahie  of  im- 
proremoita  mads  bj  the  tenantrf,  and 
other  mattexs  nleraiil  to  the  inquiij 
now  pioceedin^.  Fiosa  hoviae  to  houae 
these  yoang  men  were  followed  by  the 
police,  and  at  last,  while  they  were  en- 
gaged in  taking  down  information  in 
the  house  of  a  tenant,  the  police  insiBted 
upon  entering.  The  tenant  endeaTonred 
to  prevoit  the  treepaaB)  and  the  yonng 
men  explained  their  bunnesa ;  yet,  not- 
withstanding, theee  yonng  men  were 
arrested  on  the  spot,  taken  to  the 
nearest  police  barraeka,  and  on  the  next 
morning  sent  to  gaol.  We  aaked  for  an 
explanation  of  £e  cireamatancea  here, 
and  after  that  proceea  of  interrogation, 
which  Conservatiye  papers  call  ^'  bad- 
gering Ministers,"  we  had  the  aatiafao- 
tion  of  a  declaration  that  the  papera- 
taken  from  these  young  men  would  be 
restored,  and  that  if  no  other  chargea 
were  formulated  against  them  thej 
would  be  released  in  due  course.  There 
were  really  no  charges  whatever,  though 
there  was  the  usual  attempt  to  trump- 
up  a  charge  of  intimidation.  It  was,, 
however,  perfectly  dear  that  the  buai- 
I  ness  of  these  men  was  collecting  evi- 
!  deuce  as  to  the  condition  and  treatment 
of  their  countrymen;  but  we  have  never- 
heard  from  that  day  to  this  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  caused  any 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  this  matter,. 
no  word  of  apology  to  the  men  unjustly 
arrested,  or  of  censure  for  the  police 
who  behaved  in  this  way.  All  that  waa. 
done  was  the  return  of  the  papers  seized. 
Does  not  the  Committee  conceive  that 
police  intimidation  of  this  kind  may  g^ 
a  long  way  to  provoke  violence  in  Kerry  ?* 
If  the  Irish  Administration  had  any 
conception  of  the  elementary  laws  of 
administration,  they  would  have  insti- 
tuted a  searching  inquiry  into  such 
matters  when  brought  to  their  know> 
ledge,  and  have  given  specific  orders  to 
the  Constabulary  not  to  interfere  with,. 
except  to  facilitate,  the  work  upon 
which  these  men  were  engaged.  Similar 
things  have  occurred  in  other  parta  of 
Kerry,  and  persons  engaged  in  collect- 
ing evidence  have  found  it  necessary 
to  receive  what  is  equivalent  to  that 
passport  which  now  obtains  in  Donegal. 
giving  to  the  local  police  an  explana- 
tion of  their  mission  and  satisfy  the 
official  mind  of  their  bona  fides.  Is  not 
this  a  scandalous  condition  of  things,, 
another      proof —a    negative    proo?— . 
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added  to  the  positive  proofs  brought 
forward— that  the  Goyemment,  instead 
of  acting  impartiallj,  have  used 
all  their  energies  to  support  the 
Times,  whenever  it  was  possible,  to 
burke  and  stifle  inquiry,  and  to  prevent 
the  elucidation  of  truth  on  the  evidence 
brought  before  the  Commission  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  I 
was  very  much  struck  by  an  observation 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  defending  the 
action  of  an  Irish  Inspector  with  regard 
to  charges  made  against  a  man  named 
Walsh,  and  he  defended  him  on  the 
groiind  that  Inspector  Alan  discovered 
evidence  connected  with  Walsh  in  the 
course  of  a  secret  investigation  held 
under  the  1st  section  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  Now,  the  moment  I  heard  that, 
my  mind  was  directed  to  finding  out 
what  amount  of  accuracy  his  statement 
contained.  I  remembered  that  there  is 
a  provision  in  the  Act  requiring  the 
publication  in  the  Dublin  Gazette  of 
quarterly  Ketums  showing  the  number 
of  inquiries  held  under  the  1st  sec- 
tion, the  place  where  held,  the  hours  of 
inquiry,  the  number  of  days  occupied, 
the  number  of  summonses  issued,  the 
names  of  witnesses  examined,  the  num- 
ber and  names  of  persons  committed 
for  contempt,  and  the  result  of  such  in- 
quiries. I  therefore  assumed  that,  as 
the  Act  is  only  two  years  old,  the 
law  would  have  been  complied  with. 
But  will  the  Committee  believe  that  the 
advocates  of  law  and  order — the  gentle- 
men who  proclaim  their  anxiety  to  g^ve 
us  the  letter  of  the  law — for  the  two 
years  the  Statute  has  been  in  force 
have  never  complied  with  the  law? 
Here  is  the  Dublin  Gazette  pure  as  a 
virgin  of  all  information  on  the  subject 
of  secret  inquiries  during  the  last  two 
years.  We  are,  therefore,  unable  to 
check  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  as  to  the  inquiry,  and 
may  assume  that  no  such  inquiry 
was  held,  or  else  we  must  as- 
sume that  the  law  has  not  been 
complied  with.  We  spent  months  or 
weeks  over  the  Secret  Inquiry  Clause, 
of  which,  I  daresay,  Mr.  Courtney,  you 
have  painful  recollection,  and  at  last  we 
got  the  Government  to  assent  to  certain 
provisions  on  this  subject ;  but  I  have 
searched  the  Gazette,  and,  as  I  say,  I  find 
no  record.  Then  I  may  ask  the  Com- 
mittee, if  we  have  a  G<)vernment  that 
will  break  a  Statute  like  this,  which  is 


in  the  public  mind  and  before  the  public 
eye,  what  may  these  proceedings  be  in 
private  which  we  have  no  means  of 
checking,  what  illegality  may  they  not 
commit  in  furthering  the  interests  of  a 
gentleman  like  Mr.  Walter  and  a  journal 
like  the  Times  ?  That  is  a  subject  which  no 
doubt  will  be  foundation  of  inquiry  later 
on.  I  turn  now  to  other  matters  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will  take  this  case  of  Walsh  as  a  sample 
of  the  veracious,  the  candid  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deals 
with  a  subject  before  the  House.  He 
said  it  was  out  of  the  power  of  the  Dis- 
trict Inspector  in  any  way  to  intimidate 
the  witness  Walsh  in  connection  with 
the  secret  inquiry  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dragged  in  by  the  hair  and 
horns — so  to  speak.  He  said  it  was 
impossible  for  Inspector  Alan  to  intimi- 
date Walsh,  though  he  said  Walsh  con- 
fessed that  he  was  a  fraudulent  person  ; 
that  he  had  been  guilty  of  various  thefts 
and  embezzlements ;  that  it  was  quite 
impossible  that  the  Inspector,  Alan' 
could  offer  the  man  any  guarantee  of 
immunity,  because  he  was  an  Irish  Dis- 
trict Inspector,  and  the  crime  was  com- 
mitted at  Liverpool.  Will  the  Com- 
mittee believe  there  is  not  a  shred  of 
foundation  for  that  statement?  It  is 
true  that  the  head  office  of  the  insur- 
ance company  who  would  be  the  pro- 
secutors was  in  Liverpool ;  but  it  would 
be  a  new  doctrine  of  law  to  say  that  a 
man  was  to  be  tried  in  Liverpool  for  an 
offence  committed  in  Ireland  because 
the  company  against  whom  he  com- 
mitted the  offence  had  their  head  office 
in  Liverpool.  I  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  that  idea  into  his  head 
through  having  had  so  much  to  do  with 
I  changes  of  venue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  a  bit  abashed  or 
ashamed ;  and,  of  course,  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  are  as 
proud  of  him  as  ever.  Well,  if  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  were  detected  day  after 
day,  and  night  after  night,  in  making 
statements  which  turned  out  on  ex- 
amination to  be  without  foundation, 
Irish  constituents,  who  are  accused  of 
sending  men  into  this  House  without 
regard  to  their  honour  and  character, 
would,  I  believe,  quickly  dismiss  such 
a  man  from  his  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  no  apology  to  offer  or 
mitigation  to  suggest,  but  rides  off  on 
the  statement,  which,  he  said,  showed. 
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^'f\fit  Ml  A  ri((>if.  hK^.  M^mh«>7  ffft  N^nr-  tbe  7i«m4,  of  the  iaiofmer  ciaas,  who 
^.i^tiA  rri'i^f  b^  T^rfTig^,  thnt  Uii^.tUit  In-  -  wm  not  Mth«T  aa  «z*hi^wajiiuiii,  a 
-pf^fiUft  A) fin  *oU)  h\m  v»;  An/]  h we  !  man  who  had  coffered  penal  serritade, 
«omAori«^  o^ti'l  77^7  wa^  h^  n'>t  rolled  or  wftA  ex/^aed  from  doing  so  by  the 
nn   fh^   ifffird?     WhfvtPniyf/Tt   th^  rijBpht    police.      The    IrUh     Seer^ary   hai. 


hfiti.  f>MiiUiin*in,  r<t^Ai7}ri(^  inflpiratK>n 
from  fJmf.  rlinfjric^fifAhAa  fz/iirit,  the 
l/'/rrri^rl  AM/rffMty  OATiAral,  «aid :  "Tie 
'oriM  fr'if,  U*^  t»xHrfiiriht\  on  the  p^rint  hf^- 
tntmm  if.  vrn<i  not  rnfffvant  to  the  iMue/' 
'Mr'>n,  whnt  )t(*fniuf^n  of  the  fllaternent 
fhfif  vTft  f*oiiM  have  ftxarnined  Mr. 
^^'inrn^M  n*<  fo  thn  way  in  whinh  he  got 
ii|f  hi^  nvirlf'nr*"  7  I  rriyflnlf  tried  to 
I't-nnq  pxetninn  Mr.  Hfinninfl,  nnrl  wan  at 
nncn  ttM't  iiy  fhn  fihinf  ally  nf  thn  7tm#/i 
oM  thn  HiMirh  neitiply  Mr.  Ooiiimifi- 
«lniii»r  Hmifh  !         ("Urilnrl") 

Thk  HIIAIHMAN:  Onlnr,  orderl 
'IMiM  hitii.  Mf'inhpr  nnint  withdraw  that 
riMiinrk. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HMAIiY:  1  reNpooifully 
Bnhniit  thnt  I  am  not  R|ioAkiiig  of  any 
JmlKpn  i>f  tho  IaikI,  l)ut  of  Koyal 
romniiMionore.  |  '•  Withdraw!*']  They 
avi»  n«\vnl  rominiflsionorn  Appt>iii(od  by 
SiMtut(\  Ant!  Aro  not  ^xow  niontionod  in 
4ho  Aot  ni«  Jutlf^R.  Thoy  aro  ntontionoil  in 
thi^way  -*'SivAivhibald  liovin  Smith,  or 
Sir  iH>mothin^  Sn\ith,  and  Sir  something 
Pay."  [  '*  OnW ! "  ^n^  -  Withdraw !  '*  j 
Th<*«»  i\>mmip8ioner«  have  not  the 
l>oweT  of  nentenoo  pi>»9e.^eed  by  the 
.1  iidg^ei^  and  1  respect  t'uUy  »>iggt>»t  that 
1  am  entitlo^i  to  deal  with  them  as  Com- 
mi»»ionenk.  But,  of  c<>urj»e,  1  will 
withdraw  if  you.  Sir,  rule  that  I  am 
out  of  order.    ^*  Withdraw  !  "  " 

Thk  chairman  :  1  muM  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  re> 
mark. 

Mk.  T.  M.  IIKALY  :  1  will  do  so  with- 
out Any  more  words,  and  will  eay  that  I 
vft^  at  oner  met  ^  y  Mr.  Juetioe  Smith 
«-i;h  the-  inquire-.  *-  Ho«  is  that  relevant  j  that  is  the  result  of  two  nnd  ■  hsif  j—ti 
t.'  ALT  iAsue  :  "  In  thf  same  way  I  meet  ;  of  this  administration.  One-aizthof  fte 
ihf  sui^p-estion  of  thf-  Chief  Secretair  period  of  2(i  years*  resolute  ^ofrenmmx 
v.'iiHi.  he  ftAVf  rha:  we  c.f»uld  have  cross-  has  expired  which  was  to  reatore  Inlaad 
ex  ami  nee  AI: .  Soame^  as  tc>  how  be  pot  tc>  the  frolden  rule,  and  yet  these  ore  fte 
11]  hif  eviueni'^f''  I  meet  him  ii;  tnis  extraordinary*  admissions  which  oOMe 
v:i.\.  *  31ow.  and  iL  whui  way.  is  this  from  the  Ftont  Bench  opposite.  Itnw 
r*  i«vau;  v  itii  if^uc  :  *'  Tht  Committee  the  Liberal  ITnionists  will  take  note  of 
iikia:  rememiie:  :iia:  the  winiesf-  Walsh  this  admission — that  law  and  Urder  kave 
^:uieL  iha:  lie  vm-  comptJied  by  Sub-  absolutely  no  friends  in  Irelaad  «mi|it 
Zunpficw:  Aim.  u  comt  lorward  u  give  the  police.  Probably,  this  is 
•  vuieii':*    ap-iiins:    the    lov.il.    prieste    in    sion  made  by  the  njfht  hon. 

•mIxitt  Muyr>.  bfe&uusi.  i'  he  did  uot.  h(     id    one   of   his   ungnarded 
V,  -Liit     iH    ijn*fr*'cut»'d    ior   ieioiiy    and    probably,  the  Committee  will  do  WIl  t«» 
■    riL        li*    iar..    inert     wa^    ii«i:     l    correct  the  Ohie;   Secretary's  apeooh  «i 

.;'.i'    v.  ii2i«rH»   yriit     come   lorward   tor    Thursday    by     the     Chief    Seeramy'a 
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belieire,  given  an  answer  on  that  point. 
He  says  the  fact  that  thej  were  unable 
to  obtain  evidence  was  owing  to  the 
melancholy  state  of  Ireland.  Well, 
aooording  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  Ireland 
IS  always  in  one  of  two  conditions — ^it  is 
always  either  in  a  melancholy  condition 
or  a  condition  of  gnreat  prosperity.  If 
they  want  to  show  how  the  Crimes  Aot 
is  working,  then  Ireland  is  happy,  pros- 

5)erous,  and  contented.  Her  Majesty's 
fudges  are  being  presented  with  white 
gloves  all  over  the  country,  people  aie 
settling  down,  cattle  are  a  pound  a 
dearer,  and  the  banks  have  two 
more  of  investments ;  but,  on  the 
hand,  if  we  want  Local  Gk>vexiLmeDt»  or 
an  v  concession  from  the  Ministers  which 
will  benefit  the  country,  then  Ireland  is 
in  a  most  terrible  condition — a  most 
melancholy  condition.  When  we  nj. 
**  Why  do  not  you  get  proper  and  rait- 
able  evidence?"  Ireland  gets  into  a 
**  melancholy  condition!"  I  ahoold 
have  thought  that,  under  the  xigbt  hon. 
(Gentleman's  wise  administration,  Ixe- 
land  would  have  thrown  over  all  its 
evil  practices,  and  that  the  law  onoe  more 
would  have  re-asserted  itself  in  all  its 
majesty,  and  that,  with  the  poww  and 
intelligence  of  such  Heaident  MagiatnifteB 
as  Captain  Segrave,  whose  fiimssii 
courage,  and  independence  are  aboveall 
praise,  intimidation  had  been  for  ever  laid 
at  rest.  But,  oh  !  that  is  not  the  esse  as 
all.  For  the  purposes  of  the  Thmi*  in- 
quiry, intimidation  is  so  rmmpant  that 
the  widow  of  a  murdered  nsan  is  a&nd 
to  come  forward   to  £aoe  a 
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flpeeoh  of  Monday ;  and,  probably,  if 
the  Committee  could  remember  what 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  says  on  Mon- 
day, it  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
his  speech  on  Monday  requires  no  reply 
from  us.  It  is  because  the  Committee 
and  the  House  has  a  knack  of  forgetting 
on  Monday  what  was  said  on  Thursday, 
and  of  forgetting  on  Thursday  what 
was  said  on  Monday,  that  it  is 
necessary  for  us  to  make  these  eSc- 
popures  in  this  House.  So  much 
for  the  Walsh  part  of  the  case. 
With  regard  to  the  Shannon  incident,  the 
Irish  Secretary  stated  that  ho  was  no  more 
responsible  for  Mr.  Shannon  than  any 
Member  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House.  Is  that  true  or  not  ?  Who  ad- 
mitted Shannon  into  Maryborough 
Prison  ?  Did  he  get  in  over  the  wall  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  him  the 
order  to  see  the  convict  Delaney,  who 
had  been  sentenced  to  death  and  re- 
prieved, and  who  was  also  an  ex- high- 
wayman, and  therefore  the  most  suitable 
witness  for  the  Times.  Shannon  saw 
Delaney  and  administered  the  oath  to 
him.  Oh,  Sir,  the  value  of  the  oath  of 
Delaney  !  What  a  sweet  savour  it  must 
have  had  under  the  nostrils  of  the  At- 
torney General !  I  am  sure  the  sugges- 
tion that  Shannon  should  get  Delaney  to 
give  the  additional  sanctity  of  an  oath 
to  his  statement  emanated  from  the  pious 
brain  of  the  Attorney  General.  There 
was  in  it  that  touch  of  purity,  that  de- 
termination to  do  everything  that  was 
noble  and  becoming  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Bar.  If  we  could  only  probe  this  matter, 
we  should  find,  I  am  persuaded,  that 
Shannon  took  into  Maryborough  the 
Family  Bible  of  the  Attorney  General. 
Shannon  had  access  to  the  prisoner 
Delaney ;  when,  however,  I  tried  to  see 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  I  was 
refused  admission.  But  then  Mr. 
O'Brien  had  the  misfortime  not  to  be  an 
Invincible,  and,  not  being  a  Times  wit- 
ness, I  and  a  solicitor,  also  a  Member  of 
this  House,  were  refused  permission  to 
see  Mr.  O'Brien  for  the  purposes  of  his 
defence  until  the  matter  attracted  the 
attention  of  Mr.  Baron  Dowse.  That 
was  fair  play,  fair  dealing,  and  impartial 
conduct  on  the^art  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
opinion,  but  it  is  not  so  in  mine.  I  now 
pass  from  the  Shannon  incident.  The 
House  will  remember  the  splendid  way 
in  which  the  Irish  Secretazj  gets  over 


all  his  difficulties.  He  certainly  has 
adopted  most  unfair  tactics  in  this 
House,  his  manner  of  getting  over  his 
difficulties  being  altogether  without  pre- 
cedent— a  manner  in  which  I  have  never 
seen  any  official  try  to  get  over  diffi- 
culties before.  He  says,  **  Bring  your 
charges,"  and  when  we  cite  four  or  five 
different  cases,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
selects  the  most  trivial,  and  gives  a  sort 
of  reply  to  it,  more  or  less  indifferent, 
and  then  says,  **  With  regard  to  the 
other  cases,  I  know  nothing  about 
them."  That  is  the  style  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  does 
not  even  take  the  trouble  to  get 
up  his  facts  with  regard  to  these 
Irish  cases.  Surely  it  is  due  to  his 
character  as  a  statesman  that  he  should 
treat  these  matters  in  a  more  solid 
fashion.  Surely  he  should  give  more 
value  for  the  handsome  salary  he  re- 
ceives— though,  of  course,  we  know  that 
it  is  on  this  side  of  the  House  that  all 
the  paid  agitators  sit.  We  are  sure  on 
this  side  of  the  House  that  the  £5,000 
a-year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  draws 
is  always  dropped  into  the  poor-box. 
I  maintain  that  we  are  entitled  in  these 
cases  to  a  distinct  answer  with  regard 
to  the  charges  we  bring,  and  it  is  in  the 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  these  answers  that  we  can  test  his 
statements  as  to  the  desire  of  the 
Government  to  g^ve  real  assistance  to  the 
Special  Commission.  We  have  asked 
how  it  is  that  the  police  have  provided 
for  th^ir  informers  first-class  and  third- 
class  railway  tickets ;  and  it  is  fair  to 
ask,  if  it  is  only  the  function  of  the 
police  to  assist  in  bringing  forward 
oases,  why  do  they  make  themselves  the 
caretakers  and  pilots  of  the  Times^  wit- 
nesses? The  Times'  informers  are  as 
much  personally  conducted  to  the  Boyal 
Commission  Court  as  a  party  of  Cook's 
tourists  are  by  those  who  take  them 
round  to  see  the  sights.  What,  then, 
comes  of  this  pretended  impartiality  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  ?  The  trick 
about  subpoenas  does  not  avail  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Home,  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate, who  has  just  been  promoted  37 
steps  at  a  time  for  taking  down  the 
statements  of  witnesses  as  the  Times 
proofs.  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  a  question  to- 
day about  Mr.  Home— as  to  his  promo- 
tion—and the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  careful  to  answer  one  portion  of  the 
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question  and  omit  the  most  important 
part  of  it.     ll^y  I  now  ask  him  for  an 
answer?      In  addition  to  asking  over 
how  manj  of  his  seniors  Mr.  Home  had 
been  promoted,  I  asked  how  long  wasMx. 
Home  engaged  in  collecting  the  eridence 
was  used  bj  the  Timtnf  before  the  Special 
Ck>mmission,  but  to  that  the  right  hon.  i 
Gentleman  did  not  deigo  to  gjire  anj  replj.  | 
Tou  cannot  talk  about  subpoenas  in  the  ■ 
matter  of  Mr.  Home.     Here  is  an  Irish 
Besident  Magistrate,  with  a  salary  of  I 
£500  or  £600  a-vear,  who  is  said  to  be 
of  great  value  for  the  purposes  of  the 
detection  of  crime  in  Ireland,  engaged 
in  Jx^udon  preparing  evidence  for  the 
Tiifiei.     Now  I  rejoice  to  think  that  Mr. 
Home  has  been  wj  successful  in  detecting 
crime ;  but  ie  the  Htrand  or  Fleet  Street 
a  ** disturbed   district"?     Is  the  Inns 
of  Court  Hotel  aproper  venue  for  the 
exercise  of  Mr.  H/>rne'8  great  ability? 
Was  it  to  take  down  the  2fW«'  proofs 
that  he  was  brought  over  ?    As  far  as  I 
caa  recollect,  the  evidence  for  the  Time$ 
began  on  the  21st  of  October,  but  Mr. 
Home  was  in  l>ondon  long  before  that 
time,  and  I  should  like  to  know  when 
Mr.  Home  did  c^jme  ?    This  system  of 
issuing  hundreds  of  subpoenas — ^throw- 
ing the  net  over  all  the   Irish  police 
barracks — is  a  transparent  farce  and 
humbug.      I  say   you  are  deWng  the 
avenues  of  the  law  and  abusing  judicial 
processes  by  bringing  over  these  men 
on   subpoena,    and  then    never  calling 
them  or  attempting  to  call  them.     You 
say,  "  Oh,  they  were   brought  over  in 
obedience    to    subpoeaa !  "      But    my 
answer  is,  the  way  to  test  that  would 
have  been  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  me  the  Beturn  I  asked  for. 
I  asked  for  a  Keturn  showing  the  number 
of   policemen   who   had  been   brought 
over  from  Ireland,  the  number  called, 
and  the  time  those  who  were  not  called 
remained  in  London.     That  would  have 
put  the   right  hon.  Gentleman   to  the 
test,   but   it   was  refused.     Mr.  Home 
might  have  been  here  on  subpoona,  but 
the  subpoona  was  humbug,  and  I  charge 
upon  the  Attorney  General  that  ho  must 
have  been  concerned  in  a  direct  decep- 
tion  when   he  directed  a  whole  series 
of  subpoenas— ["Order,    order!''] — if, 
having  issued  those  subpoonas,  there  was 
no  intention  of  calling  the  witnesses. 

The  ATTOHNEY  GENEUAL   (Sir 
R.   E.   Wkjistku,    Isle    of  Wight) :    I 

Mr,  r.  M,  IJ$aly 


never  directed  a  Bingpk  BobpsBna  to  he 

served.  

Mil  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  ahonld  like  to 
know  who  advised  die  proofiB?    If  -tiie 
Attorney   General  did   not  direct   the 
subpoenas  to  be  served  lie  foiled  in  lik 
duty,  and  did  Tery  little  for  the  £1,500 
he  got  on  his  brief.    "Who  dizected  Hie 
subpoenas  to  the  Irish  canstafaleB?    It 
is  the  duty  of  someone  to  adTise  Hie 
proofs,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  doty 
IS    supposed    to    fall  upon  the  eeninr 
counsel  in    the    case.    The    hon.   and 
learned  G^entleman  says  he  did  not  do 
that.     Who,  then,  brought  over  theae 
constables  ?    How  long  were  they  here  ? 
If  there  was  no  intention   of  ***11"ig 
them,  why  did  not  the  Irish  Secretazy 
take  some  steps    to  see  that  jndkdal 
process  was  not  being  abused  in  this 
way  ?    Mr.  Soames  issued  a  circnlar,  in 
which  he  informed  the  T*mg8*  witnesBBS 
that  they  would  be  served  with  snb- 
poenas    when    their    attendanoe    ivaa 
required    in    London.     Why  was  that 
circular  not  sent  to  Captain  Plnnkett 
and  Captain  Slack  ?  Now,  in  the  nion& 
of    March,  the  Gxyvemment    are    vecy 
anxious  that  it  should  not  be  sappoaad 
that  they  are  rubbing  skirts  with  the 
Time$,  and  would  have  us  to  understand 
that  they  are  conducting  budness  an. 
the   water-tight    compartment    systeni. 
They  wish  us  to  believe  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  nothing  to  say  to  tine 
Attorney  General,  and  that  the  Attoznej 
General  has  nothing  to  say  to  the  Gk^ 
vernment.        Captain     FLonkett^     Mr. 
Andrew  Held,    the    Inspector  Gfeneial 
of  Constabulary,  told  me  on  (me  occasion, 
had  been  in  London  for  several  weeks 
past.     I  asked  him,    "  Does  not  his  at- 
tendance   here    dislocate    the    pablie 
service  ?  "  and  his  reply  was,  "  Oh,  yes^ 
it  does,  and  we  wish  he  were  back  in 
Dublin."      Hon.    Members    will    find 
that    in    the    Blue   Book    relating    to 
the      incident      which      took       plaoe 
one      night      here      in     the     Lobby. 
Fearing    that    Captain    Plunkett    was 
dying  of  ennui  while  here  in    London 
and  found  time  hanging  heavily  on  his 
hands  in  the  evening,    I  was   anziona 
that  he  should  return  to  his  official  duties 
in  Ireland,  and  so  I  asked  how    long 
Captain  Plunkett  had  been  absent  from 
his  duties,  whether  his  pay  continued 
during  his  absence,   whether  arrange- 
ments similar  to  those  made  with  other 
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persons    subpoenaed    by    the      ISmeSy 
that  witnesses  should  have  notioe  when 
they  were  required,  had, been  made  with 
him  ?  The  Solioitor  General  for  Ireland, 
in  reply,  stated  that,  with  the  exception 
of  a  short  interval,  Oaptain  Plunkett  had 
been  in  London  since  the  22nd  October; 
his  examination,  be  it  remembered,  not 
taking  place  till  February,  so  that  at 
least  one- third  of  the  £1,000  a-year  you 
iure  going  to  vote  him  to  night  he  has  no 
right  to,  as  he  was  acting  for  and  paid 
by    the     Times    all    the    while.      The 
Solioitor  General  for  Ireland  also  said 
Oaptain  Plunkett's  pay  continued  during 
his  absence,  and  it  was  unnecessary  to 
^ve  Captain  Plunkett  instructions;  that 
the  Gt)vernment  were  most  anxious  to 
have  him  back  in  Ireland ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  remain  in  London  in  obedience 
to  his  subpoena,  and  the  time  of  his  ex- 
amination was  a  matter  over  which  he 
had  no  control.    This  was  before  the 
discovery      that     Captain      Plunkett's 
absence  was  a  source  of  embarrassment 
to  the    Irish   Government;    that   em- 
barrassment was  not  discovered  until  the 
discovery  of  the  Pigott  frauds.     It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  so  far  back  as  Decem- 
ber the  attention  of  the  Qovemment  was 
called  to  the  needless  absence  of  Captain 
Plunkett  from  Ireland,  and  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  case  of  other  Times^  witnesses 
there  was  a  notification  that  they  need 
not  attend  until  notice  was  sent.    Why 
was  not  a  similar  course  pursued  with 
regard  to  Captain  Plunkett?  He  was 
being  kept  here  against  the  will  and  in 
«pite  of  the  wishes  of  the  Government, 
just  about  as  much  as  Le  Caron  was  called 
in  spite  of  their  wishes,  both  of  them 
having  been  subpoenaed  and  called  by 
the  Attorney  General,  who,  if  he  had 
not  wished  to  have  them  here,  would 
have  refused  to  cause  the  Government  the 
embarrassment  which  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment suffered  by  the  absence  of  Captain 
Plunkett.    When  he  was  at  last  called 
Oaptain  Plunkett  had  not  a  word  to  say, 
and    if  he  said  very  much  we  should 
have  published  about  him  a  letter  that 
is  not  forged,    and  Captain  Plimkett's 
continuance  in  the  Public  Service  after 
the  publication  of  that  letter  would  have 
been    about    as    precarious    as     that 
of    Mr.     O'Neill    Segrave     after    the 
Government    first    learned    what    had 
happened     in     his     case.        But     I 
will  pass  from  this  subject.    Captain 
Plunkett  may  go  back  and  earn    his 


thousand  a-year  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned.   I  now  come  to  Captain  Slack. 
He  was  here  for  60  days,  and  if  any- 
one will  turn  to  the  evidence  given  by 
him  and  Oaptain  Plunkett  he  will  see 
that  the  pretence    that  these  persons 
were  really  wanted    for    any  genuine 
purpose  is  all   nonsense,   because  the 
amount  of  the  evidence  they  gave  was 
nil — at  any  rate  it  contained  nothing 
relevant  to  the  issue.     What  they  were 
here  for  was  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Constabulary  officers  and  privates,  and 
also  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  getting 
up  the  proofs  wanted  by  the  Times,  just 
as  much  as  Mr.  Home  was  here  for  the 
purpose  of  directing  the  Ttmes^  proofs. 
With  regard  to  the  case  of    the   man 
Tracy,  the  Chief  Secretary   says    this 
man   was  visited    by  Head   Constable 
Preston  in  Millbank  Prison  on  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Soames,  and  he  gives  as  the 
reason  for  this  visit  that  Tracey  had 
been  concerned    in    most  serious    and 
abominable  crimes  in  Ireland.    Now,  if 
Tracy    had    been    concerned    in   such 
crimes,  why  was  he  not  tried  for  them  ? 
The  C^ef  Secretary  is  probably  under 
the  idea  that  the  man  Tracy  is  in  Mill- 
bank  under  sentence.    Nothing  of  the 
kind ;   he   could   walk    out    of   prison 
to-morrow  were  he  so  minded.      The 
fact  is  that  he  is  there  of  his  own  free 
will,  and  is  kept  there,  in  lavender,  by 
the  police,  fed  by  them,  and  supplied 
with  luxuries  by  them.   Let  us  see  what 
are  the  facts.     What  is  the  abominable 
crime  Tracy  has  committed  ?    Will  the 
House  believe  that  Tracy  has  been  for 
months  and  months  in  prison  in  Ireland, 
at  first  in  Sligo,  and   then  in  Belfast, 
where  there  was  ample  opportunity  for 
the  Irish  Government    to    send  Head 
Constable  Preston  to  him,  and  finally  in 
Millbank?    And  for  whadhas  he  been 
in  gaol  all  this  time?    He  is  in  gaol 
because  he  refuses  to  find  a  £5  bau  to 
be  of  good  behaviour.    And  why  was 
he  called  on  to  find  a  £5   bail?    He 
was  never  brought  before  any  Court,  and 
never  sentenced.  If  he  were,  I  challenge 
the  records  of  that  Court.     I  challenge 
the  production  of  the  summons  to  which 
he  appeared,  and  the  sentence  to  which 
he  was  subjected.     He    was    brought 
before  one  of  the  Resident  Magistrates  in 
a  police  barrack  in  secret,  a  pretended 
trial  was  ^one  through,  and  the  man  was 
committea  to  gaol  with  his  own  con- 
nivance, the  imaginary  £5  bail  having 


/V  ^/  #/'/«  ». 


f^ 


•/         r*      /        ^,,     .*••     •^•tr    it-<r,«    ^ 


f 
/  <   < 


/ 


■/' 


■/ 

/ 

i 


I 


'  '  / 


/  ■  i    ■       'U    '^M-'/    /'»/*■*  tft.f,iiA.-j.i,.i.   *.ii,hrjt  iUM&h  are  the 

I  '  /'>  /r  f    if'li'/f/  ^/^  tuhfUi\  *<<4f.*4^ffiiiriHhip,  and  to 

111  \\i\uw\      'M«<»  f)/}^t  liou.  UoutliMuan 

liMH  i(ii  iiihl/iiiiffi  )if  \U\tk  llou$u  aud  no 


tMiilriliMii  111  IikImimI  itNunhi  a  pi>lioy  of 
\  'iiiii|M<iMllHii  I  tin  wlinln  domeauuur 
III  Mill  lliMiiMi  mill  liln  wliulo  imlicy  lii 
Ii.  Itu.l    i>  |ii.iitui«il   diiil   ('nutrivod  with 


•I  Ml    "i.-'l    |..  , 

I M    I  ,1  j     ..    |if...  I, 

I  >  '  I     ,     '        I  Ml    II     M  tji  |iMi 

I  I        'I  -I         ■  \\    I.-        >tM..      II 

')        <  <  I  |-    .  Mil       'll    !■    ,    I  I 

I        '  -Mill)      ii.l.  iiM-il).  n  •  II 

''  I  ■         ■  I  I        J       "    I  \       •»        I         I       IfKlt     I 

'    I  'I    I     "     ii«  t,      ■»»  i  '  \ii  ■    \»  «    »•'   «'X'i  •!»•*»  ■»i»»»»i      I  list  sitate- 

.  \    \  ■     \  ,    ,  1  i..»o-  \'»    i\>^  ^i^  »vi  .«4  j^,w.  and 

'  N  "V *  .V.      .,..•         ^-^ 


»v-?*^      i*'?' 


477 


Supply-^ 


{Mabch21,  1889} 


Civil  Services. 


47» 


wiQi  some  other  means  than  of  putting 
forward  the  plea  of  ignorance,  to  the 
serioQS  allegations  of  the  Member  for 
Newcastle ;  and,  if  he  is  unable  to  do 
so,  I  ask  the  House  with  what  serious- 
ness, with  what  face,  with  what  reason- 
ableness, can  jou  ask  us  here  to-night 
to  Tote  the  salaries  of  men  who  are 
implicated  and  ''mixed  up"  with  trans- 
actions as  shady  and  as  disgraceful  as 
any  that  have  stained  the  records  of  your 
action  with  the  unfortunate  people  of 
the  country  of  Ireland  ? 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  appears  to  think  that  I  object  to 
what  he  calls  being  badgered — that 
is,  having  questions  asked  me  from 
time  to  time;  but  he  is  entirely 
mistaken.  I  have  always  found 
that  operation  exceedingly  agreeable. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  have  very 
much  to  .add  to  what  I  have 
said  at  all  since  I  troubled  the  Com- 
mittee last.  Still,  I  think  it  only 
courteous  to  make  some  reply.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  nas  moved  to 
reduce  the  Vote  for  my  salary  by  £500, 
and  the  chief  ground  for  that  reduction 
is  that  I  am  involved  in  this  conspiracy 
with  the  Times  and  the  publication  of 
the  forged  letters.  One  piece  of 
evidence  for  this  is  that  I  was 
responsible  for  allowing  Pigott  to 
make  visits  to  a  convict  imprisoned 
for  a  long  term  for  some  dyna- 
mite or  other  crime.  That  question  may 
be  a  very  proper  one  to  raise,  but  not 
against  me,  because  Pigott  did  not 
visit  a  prisoner,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  prison  under  the  control  of  the  Irish 
Government.  If  anybody's  salary  is  to 
be  reduced  for  this  proceeding  it 
certainly  is  not  mine.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  or  some 
other  hon.  Member  who  spoke  below  the 
Gangway,  appears  to  think  that  the 
Government  are  in  some  sense  responsible 
for  the  escape  of  Pigott,  because  they 
alleged  Pigott  was  under  the  charge  of 
Irish  policemen,  who  must  have  relaxed 
their  care  or  he  could  not  have  escaped. 
That  was  a  counter- stroke  to  the  question 
I  put  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton or  others,  as  to  how  it  came 
about  that  if  Pigott  confessed  on  Friday 
evening  that  he  was  a  forger  and  perjurer, 
the  persons  to  whom  he  confessed  took 
no  steps  to  have  Pigott  watchod  or 
arrested  ?    What  is  the  value  of  that 


counter- stroke  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton?  The  Irish  constable  of 
whom  he  spoke  he  appears  to  think 
had  some  power  of  legal  supervision, 
over  that  man.  That  is  not  the  case. 
As  lam  informed,  Pigott  had  to  pass  to 
and  from  the  Court  day  by  day  to  give 
his  evidence,  such  as  it  was,  and  in  order 
to  protect  him  from  annoyance  or  mob- 
bing a  request  was  made,  I  suppose  by 
Mr.  Soames,  but,  at  any  rate,  by 
nobody  connected  with  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, to  the  subpoenaed  constables 
that  they  would  do  what  they  could 
to  prevent  Pigott's  being  mobbed  or  in- 
sulted. It  was  in  no  ofEcial  capacity 
that  they  did  that,  i)or  had  they  the 
slightest  right  of  any  sort,  kind,  or  de- 
scription to  watch  Pigott  when  Pigott 
did  not  want  to  be  watched.  If  he 
ought  to  have  been  watched,  it  was  not 
the  Irish  constables  who  ought  to  have 
watched  him,  and  the  question  still  re- 
mains unanswered,  hdw  it  came  about, 
when  Pigott  confessed  on  Friday  even- 
ing that  he  was  a  forger  and  perjurer, 
that  no  steps  were  taken  to  put  the 
English— not  the  Irish— police  on  his 
track,  and  take  care  that  Pii2:ott  did  not 
escape. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  There  is  tha 
case  of  Shannon,  in  Maryport  Gaol.  I 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  

*Mb.  BALFOUR :  I  was  going  to  say 
a  word  about  Shannon,  partly  in  con- 
nection with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  partly  in  connection 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  asked  a  question  with  regard' 
to  Captain  Slacke  and  Captain  Plun- 
kett— 1  was  about  to  say  insinuated, 
but  it  does  great  injustice  to  the  style  of* 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  say  that 
he  ever  insinuates :  he  does  not  stick  at 
the  broadest  assertion.  He  told  the 
House  that  the  whole  of  that  course  of 
issuing  subpcenas  to  Irish  magistrates 
and  constables  to  give  evidence  was  all 
humbug.  They  were  wanted  not  to  give 
evidence,  but  to  come  to  London  to 
supervise  witnesses ;  and  he  stated, 
when  the  Irish  Government  protested 
that  they  were  put  to  great  incon- 
venience by  the  absence  of  so  large  a 
number  of  constables  from  Ireland,  that 
they  were  also  humbugging.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  if  he  had  been  responsible  for  law 
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and  order  in  Ireland — an  extreme  hypo- 
thesis— the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  have  found  it  quite  as  incon- 
▼enient  as  I  did  to  be  deprived  of  the 
servioes  for  so  long  a  period  of  so  large 
a  number  of  Irish  oonstables.  All  I  can 
say  is,  that  the  request  of  the  Irish 
Government  was  not  only  fervent,  but 

fenuine.  I  am  informed  that  they  were 
ept  because,  from  day  to  day,  those 
who  had  the  conduct  of  the  T%m»9^  case 
intended  to  call  them,  though  I  pre- 
sume incidents  occurred  in  tne  course 
of  the  trial  which  prevented  them  giving 
their  evidence.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  it 
is  not  always  in  the  power  of  counsel  to 
know  at  what  period  the  services 
of  particular  witnesses  may  be  required, 
and  it  was  on  account  of  that  delay,  for 
which  certainly  I,  whose  salary  it  is 
now  proposed  to  reduce,  am  not  respon- 
sible, that  the  services  of  those  gentle- 
men were  so  long  required  in  I^ndon. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  told  me 
that  I  admitted  that  Alan  could  not  be 
-cross-examined  upon  the  action  he  had 
taken  in  regard  to  Walsh,  and  said,  of 
•course,  the  same  rule  applied  to  Mr. 
Soames  and  other  persons  who  might 
have  been  called.  I  feel  some  diffidence 
in  contesting  a  legal  point  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  because  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  a  lawyer  and  I 
am  not,  but  I  am  given  to  understand 
that,  although  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  call  Alan  for  that  purpose, 
still,  when  Mr.  Soames  got  into  the  box 
and  offered  himself  for  examination  and 
cross-examination  as  to  the  method  in 
which  he  got  every  piece  of  evidence 
laid  before  the  Oourt,  it  would  have 
been  entirely  competent  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford,  or  any  other 
hon.  Members  engaged  in  the  case,  to 
have  subjected  Mr.  Soames  to  the  very 
closest  cross-examination  as  to  the 
methods  by  which  he  obtained  the  evi- 
dence which  he  submitted  to  the  Court. 
Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  was  very 
indignant  about  the  action  taken  with 
regard  to  Tracy,  and  said  he  had  never 
heard  of  him.  That  is  very  likely.  But 
Tracy  was  a  man  who  had  been  well 
known  to  the  police  for  a  long  time.  I 
do  not  mean  to  insinuate  by  that  that  he 
was  a  man  who  ought  to  have  been 
known  to  the  hon.  Member,  but  what  I 
meant  to  point  out  is,  that  Tracy 
lias  been  engaged,  as  the  Government 

Mr.  A,  J.  Baljour 


know  from  many  sources,  in  the  com- 
mission of  serious  and  organized  crime 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.  I  repeat  what  I 
have  stated  before,  that  Tracy  volun- 
teered information  in  Ireland  to  the 
police  on  the  subject  of  crime  to  which 
he  had  been  a  party,  implicating  also 
other  persons.  Soon  after  that  he  was 
denounced  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
prison  in  which  he  was  confined  as  an 
informer.  Thereupon  he  was  removed 
to  Belfast,  and  the  police  attempted  to 
obtain  a  fuller  confession  from  him.  He 
was  removed  at  the  suit  of  the  TifM9  to 
London,  but  it  was  in  pursuit  of  the 
inquiry  begun  at  the  instance  of  Tracey 
himself  that  Head  Constable  Preston 
acted  as  he  did.  That  appears  to  be  a 
clear  and  lucid  statement.  As  I  under- 
stand, there  would  have  been  no  harm 
in  Preston's  visiting  Tracey  on  behalf  of 
the  7\mes.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
Preston  did  not  visit  him  on  behalf 
of  the  TimeSf  or  for  the  purpose  of 
forwarding  the  TimM^  case,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  making  further  investigation 
into  the  important  matters  with  regard 
to  which  Tracy  had  already  given 
partial  information.  I  admit,  of  course, 
that  the  permission  to  make  the  visit 
was  given  on  the  application  of  Mr. 
Soames.  Not  only  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  stated 
that  in  this  House,  but  I  have  stated  it 
mvself  also 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  what  Tracy 
was  in  gaol  for  ?  And  for  how  long  f 
«Mk.  BALFOUE  :  I  beHeve  he  was 
in  prison  in  default  of  finding  bail  in 
connection  with  a  charge  of  intimida- 
tion and  threatening  life. 

Db.  TANNEE:  The  Primrose 
League? 

The  .CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  in- 
terrupt. 

«Mb.  BALFOUB  :  Now  I  come  to  the 
case  of  Shannon  and  his  visit  to 
Delaney,  a  matter  which  has  been 
brought  before  the  Committee  both  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  admitted  that  I 
was  not  responsible  for  Mr.  Shannon's 
actions,  since  Mr.  Shannon  was  in  no 
way  dependent  on  the  (Government, 
either  of  Ireland  or  England,  but  he 
appears  to  think  that  I  ought  to  have 
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my  salary  cut  down  £500,  because 
when  Mr.  Shannon  did  visit  this  man 
in  gaol  he  administered  an  oath  to 
him,  and  behaved  in  a  manner  that  did 
not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  Now  I  do 
not  know  how  far  Mr.  Shannon  was  jus- 
tified in  administering  an  oath.  I 
believe  that  although  it  might  not  have 
been  an  illegal  oath,  it  might  have  been 
improper,  but  it  was  not  administered  by 
my  direction,  or  by  a  servant  of  the  Irish 
Government,  or  even  in  the  hearing  of 
any  servant  of  the  Irish  Government.  I 
have  not  inquired  into  these  details.  I 
think  it  was  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
that  the  Governor  ought  to  have  been  in 
hearing,  and  that  therefore  the  Governor 
was  responsible,  but  I  am  given  to  un- 
derstand that  it  is  not  always  necessary 
or  usual  that  interviews  should  be  in 
the  presence  of  a  warder  in  Ire- 
land. I  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  when  application  was  made  by  the 
solicitor  of  Patrick  Molloy,  who  was 
charged  with  perjury,  for  permission  to 
see  without  the  presence  of  a  warder 
M*Caffery,  Delaney,  and  Mullett  the 
permission  was  granted  by  the  Prisons 
^oard,  and  therefore,  if  the  precedent 
was  bad,  it  at  all  events  applies  impar- 
tially both  to  persons  who  are  supposed 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  Timet  and  to 
persons  who  have  certainly  shown  that 
they  were  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
Timet.  I  would  next  deal  with  the 
parallel  drawn  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford between  the  treatment  he  received 
when  he  desired  to  visit  Mr.  O'Brien  in 
gaol  and  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Shannon 
when  he  wished  to  visit  Delaney  in 
the  convict  prison.  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  that  he  was  rather  ungrate- 
ful  in  his  allusion  to  this  point.  The 
prison  rules,  as  I  understand,  are  in  Eng- 
land tolerably  precise  in  this  matter.  A 
prisoner  may  see  his  solicitor  or  his 
solicitor's  clerk  with  regard  to  a  suit 
^pending,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  neither  a  solicitor  nor  a  solici- 
tor's clerk. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Permission  was 
refused  to  his  solicitor  to  see  him. 

"^Mr.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  speaking  not 
from  book,  for  I  have  not  inquirea  par- 
ticularly into  this  matter,  but  I  think  the 


hon.  Gentleman  is  wholly  misinformed 
on  this  point,  for  I  have  no  doubt  that 
every  facility  was  given  to  Mr.  O'Brien 
to  see  his  solicitor  or  his  solicitor's  clerk 
with  regard  to  any  case  pending.  But 
that  is  not  all.  This  refusal  to  allow 
any  one  but  the  solicitor  or  the  solicitor's 
clerk  to  see  Mr.  O'Brien  at  Olonmel  was 
relaxed  when  Mr.  O'Brien  got  to  Tralee 
in  favour  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself,  and  I  think  that  it 
is  most  ungrateful,  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  so  far  as  I  know,  was 
the  only  counsel  for  a  prisoner  ever 
admitted  to  see  that  prisoner,  that  he 
should  taunt  the  Irish  Government  with 
undue  harshness  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  was  only  done 
after  the  attention  of  the  Government  had 
been  directed  to  it  by  Baron  Dowse. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  see 
how  that  affects  the  case.  It  is  not  the 
function  of  the  Irish  Judges  to  say  who 
shall  see  a  prisoner  or  who  shall  not. 
Whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  as  far  as  I  know, 
is  the  only  counsel  who  has  been  allowed 
to  visit  an  Irish  prisoner  in  prison  under 
the  same  conditions  as  Mr.  O'Brien.  I 
am  speaking  without  book ;  it  is  possible, 
though  I  am  not  aware  of  it,  that  there 
might  be  another  Member  of  the  House 
equally  fortunate. 

An  hon.  Member  :  I  was  visited  in 
prison  by  my  counsel. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  Mr.  Oarew 
has  been  visited  by  his  counsel. 

*Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) :  I 
had  a  private  interview  with  my  counsel 
while  I  was  in  prison. 

♦Mr.  A.J.BALFOUR:  I  should  like 
to  have  the  particulars  of  these  visits, 
because  all  persons  in  prisons  have  a 
right  to  be  visited  under  certain  condi- 
tions, and  the  question  is  whether  those 
were  made  by  the  counsel  as  ordinary 
visitors  or  as  counsel.  [**  As  counsel."] 
Then  I  begin  to  fear  that  the  ordinary 
prison  rules  in  Ireland  are  relaxed  in 
favour  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
was  not  aware  of  the  circumstance,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  I  particularly  regret 
it.  I  think  I  have  gone  through  the 
main  points  brought  forward,  and  I 
hope 

Mr.  HEALY :  How  about  the  breach 
of  Section  1  of  the  Crimes  Act. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  mistaken  on 
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that  matter.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
returns  are  made  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  law.     I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  will  put  a 
question  about  that  on  the  Paper. 
♦Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  By  all  means. 
I  hope  the  Oommittee  now  benn  to 
realize  on  how  very  flimsy  foundation 
accusations  as  grave  as  were  ever  made 
against  public  men  have  been  freely 
used  in  the  country  by  responsible 
statesmen.  It  is  bad  enough  that  such 
accusations  should  be  made,  and  made 
without  any  shadow  of  ground  whatever, 
but  that  they  sliould  be  made  in  the  very 
same  breath  when  those  Gentlemen  are 
complaining  of  the  iniquity  of  bringing 
false  accusations  against  your  political 
oppononts  appears  to  me  to  add  an 
additional  tinge  of  darkness  to  a  page 
already  sufRoiontly  dark  in  the  history 
of  the  present  Opposition. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland  Div.) :  I  should  not  have  risen 
had  it  not  been  for  some  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  from 
which  I  gather  that,  instead  of 
separating  himself  from  one  of  the  most 
inaecent  incidents  in  the  career  of  his 
relative  the  Prime  Mininter,  ho  is  rather 
anxious  to  follow  the  very  mean  lead 
which  that  nobleman  has  given  to  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  his  words  to  be  understood  as 
im^^lying  the  same  insinuation  as  the 
Prime  Minister's — namelv,  that  the 
forgery  of  those  letters  is  not  yet  con- 
clusively proved.  I  think  that  the  bring- 
ing forward  of  these  forged  letters  as 
a  charge  was  infamous  enough,  but  I 
describe  it  as  more  infamous,  more 
mean,  moro  dishonourable  to  persevere 
in  the  insinuations  that  those  forged 
letters  are  gt^nuine  after  the  Attorney 
General  has  boon  ivmnelled  publicly  to 
humiliate  hiiiuni^lf  by  withdrawing  them, 
after  the  '/»w»**  itself  has  withdrawn 
theiu.  and  after  the  Judges  selected  by 
the  Attorney  General— for  when  the 
hcui.  and  learniHl  i>eutlemiin  was  asked 
Iv^  ixxnsuU  with  the  l'V>ut  l>piKVMtion 
l^euoh  ou  the  ^viut.  he  refusea  tv^  do 
*K^  ahwr  the  v)ud^fx\»  themselves  hav^ 
detH'tibtnl  thi»m  a*  s\^  (Vi^li'aMe  fv>r^rte* 
that  it  was  tu^t  w^^4th  wh^le  eveu  tv>  add 
au  iuteriux  wikvi^^  I  thiuk  the  wuntry 
>*  ill  svUHoieutl^Y  iud^v  ^> ^^  the  VK>verix- 
m$^\t  >mU  u^kt  ^i\^  the  wuutvv  the  o|*|v«^ 
tviuvt;^  vv(  jvisT^iu^v  VesN^u*<K  wheuev\>r 
tKo  vs^uutvv  hi43i  hA\l  th^  s'|^)K'«-luiut\\  i: 


has  given  its  judgment  in  a  way  ^ou  do 
not  altogether  like.  I  say  I  think  the 
country  will  judge  of  the  honour  of  men 
like  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Prime^ 
Minister,  of  the  decency  and  the  fair 
play  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  still 
endeavours  to  galvanize  into  life  the 
forged  letters  of  the  suicide  Pigott. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.Member  to  withdraw  the  last  phrase,, 
which  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  What  is  the 
phrase  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  statement 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  was  still  endea- 
vouring to  galvanize  the  forged  letters 
into  life. 

Mr.*T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  was  aUuding 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Prime 
Minister.  The  Chief  Secretary  has 
joined  himself  to  the  Prime  Minister  in 
galvanizing  those  forged  letters  into 
ufe. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  that  phrase. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  With  regard 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  I  am  afraid,  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  cannot  withdraw  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
again  call  on  the  hon.  Member  to  with* 
draw  it 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  Withdraw 
it  with  regard  to  the  Chief  Secretary, 
but  with  regard  to  the  Prime  Minister 
I  cannot.  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Chief  Secretary 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  hope  that  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  Houae  will 
assist  me  in  keeping  order.  I  beg 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  below  the 
Gangway  to  do  so. 

3^[r.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  wiah  t» 
call  the  Chief  Secretary's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  he  has  more  than  onee  in- 
sinuated that  Pigotf  8  flight  waa  mo- 
cured  bv  hon.Gentlemen  on  theee  benoiea. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentlemnn  rqpa- 
diate  that  suggestion?  [Mr.  A.  J. 
BjLLFora  :  Certainly.]  Then  I  want  to 
know  what  the  Chief  Secretaij  meant 
by  asking  how  it  was  that  when  Fij^ott 
made  a  conf  eeoion  of  forgery  and  perjmy 
on  Friday  night  no  menns  were  teken  to 
procure  his  arrest  in  England.  Thflfo 
were  two  people.  TAn  hon.  Msmbkb: 
!  l.aK>uv*here.]  The  bon.  Member  bdow 
'  ihe  Gtin^gprskT  (^pooite  gives  artioilnte 
^  and  v^pen  expieaBl<Hi  to  the  covert  in- 
sinuation of  the  Chief  Secietaij.  In 
the  hon.  Member  below  the  Oai^gwsy 
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right  who  says  that  the  Member  for 
Northampton  was  the  person  to  whom 
the  Chief  Secretary  pointed  ?  Or  is  the 
Clhief  Secretary  right,  who  indignantly 
repudiates  any  such  suggestion?  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  mean  the 
Member  for  Northampton,  he  ought  not 
to  have  confined  himself  to  insinuation, 
but  to  have  spoken  openly.  If  he 
did  not  mean  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,. I  am  afraid  he  must  have 
meant  Mr.  Shannon  or  the  Times.  But 
the  Chief  Secretary  seems  to  be  ignorant 
-of  the  most  elementary  facts  of  the  case. 
It  was  not  on  Friday  that  Pigott  made 
his  confession,  but  on  Saturday ;  and  it 
was  made  not  only  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  but  also  to 
Mr.  Shannon,  one  of  the  solicitors  for 
the  Times,  Now  anybody  who  read  the 
letter  of  the  1 1th  of  November,  in  which 
Pigott  as  plainly  as  language  could 
-convey  it  said  that  his  evidence  would 
not  bear  examination,  must  have  known 
that  Pigott  was  a  forger,  and  would 
prove  a  perjurer  if  put  into  the  box.  On 
oaturday  Pigott  confessed,  not  only  to 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  but  also 
to  Shannon,  and  the  difference  between 
the  two  confessions  was  that  Shannon 
compelled  Pigott  to  make  an  affidavit 
with  regard  to  his  confession.  Why  did 
he  want  an  affidavit?  If  he  believed 
the  confession  to  be.true,  he  had  only  to 
wait  till  Tuesday  for  confirmation  of 
Pigott's  statement  in  the  witness-box. 
Why,  then,  did  he  insist  on  an  affi- 
davit? It  was  because  the  affidavit 
would  be  used  when  Pigott  had  escaped. 
It  is  therefore  perfectly  clear,  from 
this  fact  alone,  that  on  the  Saturday 
before  Pigott's  flight  Shannon  knew 
that  Pigott  intended  to  fly,  and  took 
good  care  to  facilitate  it.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
Pigott  was  not  watched  by  the  police. 
Again,  the  Chief  Secretary  is  ignorant 
of  the  elementary  facts.  The  police 
swore  that  they  watched  ]*igott,  not 
only  in  coming  and  going  to  the  Court, 
but  in  the  hotel,  and  on  one  occasion 
followed  him  into  the  streets.  The 
most  singular  part  of  the  whole  trans- 
action is,  that  Shannon  felt  himself  so 
allied  with  the  Government,  he  had  the 
police  80  much  under  his  control,  that 
he  actually  ordered  Irish  constables  to 
watch  Pigott.  That  is  a  pretty  state  of 
things  for  a  strictly  impartial  and  just 
Government,    anxious    for   truth    and 


justice  to  prevail.  They  allow  & 
whipper-snapper  of  a  solicitor  to  order 
the  Irish  police  about  as  if  he  were  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Constabulary. 
Then  the  Chief  Secretary  has  not  said  a 
word  about  Inspector  Home,  who  was 
proved,  by  Constable  Irwin,  to  havo 
been  in  the  Inns  of  Court  Hotel  super- 
intending the  witnesses — drilling,  and 
examining,  and  cross-examining  them, 
and  preparing  them  for  the  Attorney 
General.  Was  Home  then  under  sub- 
pcena?  If  so,  why  was  he  not  called 
and  examined  ?  Again,  we  have  not  a 
word  from  the  Chief  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  Walsh.  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  commented,  with  forensic  in- 
dignation, on  what  he  called  the  in- 
decency of  a  former  Solicitor  General — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby — interfering  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  judicial  tribunal.  Let  us 
apply  the  principle  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Government.  A  man  called  Walsh 
was  examined,  and  maintained  his 
statement  that  he  was  intimidated  by  a 
deputy  inspector,  called  Alan,  into 
making  a  certain  statement.  Alan  was 
not  caued  before  the  Court,  and  yet  he 
had  made  a  private  communication  to 
the  Chief  Secretary — made  a  private 
communication  with  regard  to  his  at- 
tempt to  make  a  witness  before  the 
Commission  commit  perjury;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  thought  fit, 
upon  that  communication,  to  charge  the 
witness  examined  before  the  Commission 
with  perjury.  And  he  made  that 
charge,  above  all,  against  a  witness 
who  was  a  member  of  the  troop  of  in- 
formers and  scoundrels  who  constituted 
the  witnesses  of  the  Attorney  General. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given 
us  an  answer  to  our  charges  in  regard 
to  Shannon.  He  says,  **1  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  him.''  Who  is  responsible 
for  what  takes  place  in  the  gaols 
of  the  country?  He  has  told  us 
nothing  about  the  visits  to  Nally  and 
MuUett.  We  are  informed  we  shall  have 
an  opportunity  of  eliciting  all  these  facts 
from  witnesses  before  the  Commission, 
but  how  are  we  to  get  them  from  wit- 
nesses who  are  not  produced  ?  how  are 
we  to  learn  from  these  men  that  Shan- 
non went  into  their  prison  cells  and  at- 
tempted to  bribe  them  by  promises  of 
liberty  into  becoming  perjurers,  and, 
perhaps,  forgers  ?  The  Chief  Secretary 
says  that  the  Government  are  simply 
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anxious  for  the  elucidation  of  the  truth, 
and  that  they  are  lihelled  by  the  attacks 
on  them  as  being  the  allies  of  the  Times, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
libel  is  our  daily  bread.  That  was  a 
most  unkind  remark  for  the  right  hon. 
G-entlemam  to  make  in  the  presence  of 
his  colleague,  who  has  made  a  good 
deal  of  daily  bread  by  publishing  the 
forged  letters  of  the  Times,  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  spare  a  little 
time  from  his  occupation  of  boycotting 
libel  literature,  and  from  the  reproduc- 
tion of  the  forgeries  of  the  Times,  the  re- 
proach would  come  more  effectually  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  The  Government 
say  they  stand  impartial  between  the  two 
sides  in  this  case,  and  are  only  anxious 
for  the  truth.  Well,  if  they  have  a  wit- 
ness, it  was  surely  part  of  the  truth  to 
know  his  antecedents,  so  that  those  who 
are  attacked  by  his  evidence  may  have 
some  opportunity  of  testing  his  credit. 
Supposing  that  this  had  been  a  crimi- 
nal trial,  and  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral had  been  prosecuting  for  the  Go- 
vernment in  name,  as  he  had  in  this 
case  prosecuted  in  reality,  what  would 
he  have  had  to  do?  Badly  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  acted 
in  the  whole  business,  I  think  he 
would  have  shrunk  from  the  honour- 
able traditions  of  a  Crown  prosecutor 
and  not  have  pursued  the  course  in  a 
criminal  case  that  he  had  adopted  in 
this  case.  No  Judge  would  have  al- 
lowed him  to  spring  on  a  prisoner  in 
the  dock 

Viscount  CEANBORNE  (Lancashire. 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order.  I 
wish  to  know  if  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
order  in  what  he  is  saying  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  am  reluctant 
to  interfere  with  the  hon.  Member,  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  argument 
that  he  is  pursuing  is  not  relevant  to 
the  Yote  before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Allow  me. 
Sir,  respectfully  to  point  out  that  I  have 
been  dealing  with  the  statement  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  Government 
had  stood  impartial  between  the  Times 
on  the  one  side  and  the  Irish  Members 
on  the  other.  But  I  bow  to  your  ruling. 
The  Chief  Secretary  says  thai  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  with  impartiality  ; 
but  if  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
prosecuted  by  the  Government  they 
would  have  been  presented  with  the 
names  of  all  the  witnesses.     Did  the 

Mr,  T.  P.  G*  Connor 


Chief  Secretary  instruct  the  police  con- 
stables even  to  give  them  the  names  of 
the  witnesses  who  were  to  be  brought 
against  them,  or  did  they  tell  them  that 
Delaney  had  been  sentenced  to  five 
years'  penal  servitude  for  highway 
robbery?  Were  they  informed  as  to 
Le  Oaron  or  the  other  witnesses  wha 
were  to  be  brought  against  them?  Not 
a  word,  not  a  whisper,  not  a  syllable 
did  they  hear  of  those  witnesses  who- 
were  to  give  that  most  damaging  evi- 
dence— most  damaging  evidence  if  true. 
I  know  that  the  distinction  between 
truth  and  falsehood  is  not  very  clearly 
grasped  by  many  people.  The  names 
of  those  people  were  not  given  to  the 
accused,  and  yet  the  Chief  Secretary 
calls  that  standing  impartially  between 
the  two  sides  in  the  case.  The  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Government  went  into- 
that  business  with  the  Times  ;  they  went 
into  it  to  win ;  and  they  did  win  by  it 
until  the  calumnies  and  forgeries  were- 
exposed.  Probably  some  hon.  Members 
now  in  this  House  have  g^t  into  Parlia- 
ment through  these  calumnies  and 
forgeries.  The  Government  have  elected 
to  stand  or  fall  with  the  Times ;  and  now 
the  Times  and  its  cause  and  its  forgeries 
have  crumbled  to  dust ;  and  the  Times 
will  drag  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Government  down  with  it. 

The  Committee  divided. 

While  the  House  was  being  cleared 
for  the  Division,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
walked  across  from  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  where  he- 
entered  into  conversation  with  Mr- 
Ritchie.  This  was  the  signal  for  derisive 
cheering  from  below  the  Oppositioa 
Gangway.  Various  cries  rose  indistinctly^ 
above  the  cheers,  and  Mr.  W.  REDMoin> 
shouted,  **  You  are  in  your  right  place 
now." 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  noticed 
repeated  irregularities  during  the  even- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fermanagh,  and  if  he  persists  in  thi& 
conduct,  I  shall  have  to  order  him  to 
withdraw. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  With  very 
p;reat  respect,  Sir,  I  ask  you  to  point  out 
in  what  respect  I  have  been  disorderly.. 
I  am  totally  unaware  of  it.  I  must  say 
I  think  the  charge  most  unjust. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  211 ;. 
Noes  275.^(Division  List,  No.  37.) 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  move  that  we  do  now 
report  Progress. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  shaU  not 
oppose  the  Motion.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  we  have  now  reached  the  second 
night  of  the  debate,  and  I  shall  have 
to  ask  the  House  to-morrow  to  come  to 
a  decision  on  the  Yote  on  Account. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  Mundella) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Progress  reported. 

WATS     AND     MEANS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service 
of  the  years  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of  March, 
1888  and  1889,  the  sum  of  £131,059  14s.  2d. 
be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

1.  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the 
redemption  of  the  Consolidated  Three  per  Cent 
Annuities,  and  the  Reduced  Three  per  Cent 
Annuities,  and  the  issue  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  necessary  amounts  to  pay  off  the 

Srincipal    sums    payable   to    holders   of   such 
tocks. 

2.  That  tbe  sums  required  for  such  redemp- 
tion  be  raised  by  the  creation  of  Two  and 
Three-quarters  per  Cent  Consolidated  Stock,  or 
by  borrowing  for  a  limited  period,  the  principal 
moneys  so  raised  and  tbe  interest  thereon  being 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

3.  That  all  expenses  incurred  in  carrying 
out  such  redemption  of  Stock,  and  for  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  dividends  in  certain 
cases,  as  well  as  additional  remuneration  to  the 
Banks  of  England  and  Ireland,  be  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

4.  That  provision  be  made  for  carrying  out 
the  arrangements  necessary  for  such  redemption 
of  Stock." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  At  an  earlier  period  of  the 
evening  I  said  that  if  these  Resolutions 
were  taken  to-night  it  would  bind  no 
one,  but  simply  enable  me  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  which  should  be  printed  and  show 
the  measure  which  I  shall  ask  the 
House  to  pass.  The  Committee  will  be 
aware  that  the  amount  of  Consols  and 
Reduced  left  outstanding  after  the  Con- 


version of  the  National  Debt  had  taken 
place  amounted  to  about  £41,250,000. 
Of  that  sum  upwards  of  £5,000,000  are 
now  held  by  Government  Departments, 
and  there  is  a  further  sum  of  £6,000,000 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Paymaster- 
General  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature,  and  between  £1,000,000 
and  £2,000,000  investments  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  With  regard  to 
these  a  special  arrangement  will  be 
proposed.  This  would  leave  about 
£29,000,000.  There  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt  and  other  resources 
which  will  be  available  before  the  6th 
of  July  a  sum  of  about  £6,500,000.  My 
plan  is  to  pay  off  the  whole  on  the  6th 
of  July,  with  the  one  exception  I  have 
mentioned,  in  accordance  with  the 
notice  given  on  the  6th  of  July  last. 
The  task  is  a  heavy  one,  but  I  think  it 
is  by  no  means  beyond  the  resources  of 
the  Government,  and  it  will  be  more 
convenient  both  for  holders  of  Consols 
and  for  succeeding  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer  that  a  determined  effort 
should  be  made  to  pay  off  the 
whole  on  the  6th  of  July,  rather 
than  proceeding  by  various  instalments. 
I  shall  ask  the  Committee  to  be  good 
enough  to  give  a  very  free  hand  to  the 
Government,  so  that  the  Government 
may  be  able,  according  to  the  price  of 
Consols  or  the  facilities  of  the  money 
market,  to  carry  out  this  operation  to  the 
greatest  benefit  of  the  State.  On  former 
occasions  it  was  impossible  to  define  in 
advance  the  terms  on  which  the  money 
could  be  raised.  As  this  is  a  liability 
which  has  been  undertaken,  it  is  clear 
that  considerable  latitude  must  be  given 
to  the  Government  in  order  to  raise  the 
funds  which  will  be  necessary  for  pay- 
ing off  the  amount  of  Consols  still  out- 
standing. I  should  propose  that  powers 
should  be  given  to  raise  Two-and-Three- 
Quarters  per  Cent.  Stock,  the  same  as 
that  into  which  Consols  generally  have 
been  converted,  or  to  raise  a  portion  of 
the  amount  by  Treasury  bills  or  by  Ex- 
chequer bonds,  or  by  whatever  means 
may  be  most  available  in  the  market  at 
the  time.  The  Bill  will  speak  for  itself, 
and  when  the  Second  Reading  is  taken 
by  the  House  I  shall,  of  course,  be  pre- 
pared to  make  a  fuller  statement  than  at 
present ;  but  the  Bill  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  about  two  days'  time,  and 
the  House  will  then  see  the  full  partieu* 
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lars.  The  few  words  I  have  addressed 
to  the  Committee,  however,  will  show 
ihe  general  aspect  of  the  case.  I  trust 
that,  as  the  conversion  of  the  500 
millions  sterling  has  been  carried 
out  with  success,  and  in  terms 
not  injurious  to  the  State,  though 
some  people  consider  the  terms 
were  rather  too  hard  on  the  holders  of 
Oonsols,  confidence  will  be  shown  me 
as  the  representative  of  the  Government 
in  carrying  out  the  balance  of  this  very 
large  operation. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  wish 
to  explain  that  I  put  down  a  notice  of 
Opposition  to  this  Motion  in  the  interest 
or  certain  trustees,  and  I  thought  the 
matter  ought  to  be  threshed  out  at  the 
proper  time — not  at  25  minutes  to  one 
m  the  morning.  It  is  not  because  of 
.any  remonstrance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment,  but  in  consequence  of  a 
request  which  was  addressed  to  me  by 
a  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  withdrew  oppo- 
sition on  the  present  occasion. 

♦Mr.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhampton): 
As  the  proposal  of  the  Government  is 
one  most  conducive  to  the  public  con- 
venience, I  hope  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  taking  the  Resolution  to-night. 

♦Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  suppose  we  are  right  in  con- 
cluding that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  control  of  the  whole  amount  except 
£29,000,000? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  I  have  stated  that  there 
are  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
£5,000,000,  in  the  hands  of  the  Receiver 
General  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature £6,000,000,  and  invested  by 
trustees  of  savings  banks  £1,000,000  or 
£2,000,000.  The  Government  have  not 
such  absolute  control  over  these  two 
latter  sums  as  they  have  over  money 
hold  by  the  Government  Departments, 
and  they  will  propose  special  arrange- 
ments in  rogard  to  them.  The  Govern- 
ment will  be  prepared  to  pay  not  only 
£'J1),000,000,  but  £35,000,000  if  neces- 
sary, but  we  stand  committed  to  pay  off 

by  the  (Uh  of  July  every  Consol  nolder 
who  pro»e»U»  Iuh  Consols  before  then. 

lietolutioue  agreed  to. 


rnvitrii  havinos  uanks. 

OnloMHl,  '\\\ikX  \\\p  SoUvt  Oomnutto<»  l»o  re- 
M^poiut«Mto  inquir\>  into  nnd  roimrt  vm  (1)  the 
^AmitwitttitUon  of  'l\u»t^H'  Suviiign  lUuka  under 


"  The  Trustee  Savings  Banks  Act,  1863  "  ;  (2) 
The  poweis,  duties,  and  liabilities  of  the  T^nis- 
tees.  Managers,  and  Officers  of  Trastees  Savings 
Banks ;  (3)  The  relations  of  Trnstee  Savings 
Banks  to  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction 
of  the  National  Debt,  the  Registrar  of  Friendly 
Societies,  and  other  Offices  or  Departments  of 
the  Government,  so  far  as  these  relations  affect 
the  internal  management  of  the  affairs  of  the 
said  Bulks ;  and  (4)  The  alleged  assumption  by 
certain  Trustee  Savings  Banks  of  designations 
calculated  to  mislead  depositors. . 

That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen 
Members — namdy,  Mr.  Barbour,  Mr.  Bartley, 
Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett, 
Sir  John  Dorington,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Hay- 
den,  Mr.  Brodie  Hoare,  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  John 
Kennaway,  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  William  Redmond,  Mr. 
David  Thomas,  Mr.  Whitley,  and  Mr.  Stuart - 
Wortley. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 

That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (Ifr.  Stuart- 
WbrtUy.) 

MOTIONS. 

ASSIZES  BELIEF  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gully,  Bill  to  relieve  the 
Courts  of  Assize  from  the  trial  of  perBons 
charged  with  offences  triable  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
GuUy,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Dug- 
dale,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  and  Mr. 
Wharton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

FOOTPATHS   AND    BOADSIDE    'WASTES  BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Bill  for 
the  better  protection  of  Footpaths  and  Road- 
side Wastes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Bryce,  and  Mr.  Story- 
Ma8kel}'ne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  168.  J 

TOWN     HOLDINGS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Town 
Holdings  do  consist  of  Twenty-five  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Arthur  Adand,  Mr.  Amherst,  Mr. 
Bartley,  Mr.  Baumann«  Mr.  Beadsl,  Mr. 
Biggar,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr. 
Stormonth  DarUng,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Sir  John 
Whittaker  EUis,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry, 
Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Seale-Uayne,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mi. 
Heath,  Mr.  Enowles,  Sir  Henry  James,  Mr. 
Compton  Lawrance,  Mr.  Macartney,  Sir 
William  Marriott,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Vis- 
count Wohner,  and  Colonel  Nolan. 

House  adjourned  at  quarter 
before  One  adock. 
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HEQUEST  OF  THE  TURKISH  AUBAS. 

8AD0B  FOK  THB  SUPPBESBION  OF 

AN  ABUENIAN  JOURNAL  PUBLIBHED 

IN  LONDON. 

EuL  OBANYILLE:  I  b^  to  uk 
the  noble  Marqaea  at  the  head  of  the 


I  at  the  head  of  the  OoTemment  whether 
he  ie  ooneotif  reported  as  saying  that 
I  there  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
GvTemment  to  proceed  with  the  salmon 
fisheries  legrislation ;  and  vhe^er  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Qoremment  to 
introduce  any  such  measure  Uiis 
Sessioaf 

Thi  UAaaoBss  or  LOTHIAN:  I 
may  say  that  I  was  as  much  surprised 
as  the  noble  Lord  upon  reading  the  para- 
graph in  question.  I  should  like  to 
oorreot  an  idea  vhich  seems  to  he  enter- 
tained by  some  people,  that  there  is  at 


Goremment  whether  there  is  any  objec-    ...         ■     .        'n-rt  v';  "    Ti~Y- 

tion  to  state  what  was  theolgect  of  the  ,  ^*;.™°'^°*  ^?.  ?!!iif '""  ^^*i!^l 
Tisit    of   Inspector    Melville,    of    th  '"* ""         " """ 


dealing  with  this  question.   There  is  no 

Criminal  Inristigatioii  Department,  to  i  ^^  *»  ^  °\,^^.  '»>''J«*  »'  t^«  P«»««t 

-  ■  ^  ■  •  '       -'  ame  before  Parhament.    As  I  stated  to 

^onr  Lordships  last  year  in   laying  a 


the  house  of  two  Armenian  gentlemen, 
the  manager  and  editor  of  an  Armenian 
journal ;  and  whether  such  visit  was  paid 
in  consequence  of  any  oommnnioatiou 
from  the  Turkish  Government ;  and,  if 
BO,  what  the  communioation  was  F 

Tsx   Maxouksb    or    SALI8BUBY : 
It  was  in  oonseqnenoe  of  a 


_..jt  yes 
Bill  on  the  Table,  I  did  so  with  the  sole 
purpose  of  obtaining  any  critioisma 
ffhioh  those  interested  in  the  matter 
might  think  fit  to  make,  and  I  oanaot 
ssy  that  I  was  disappointed  in  the  result. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  noble 


tion  from  theTiJrkish  Government  that  |  ^^'  \^  V^y  "*?  '^"*  ^  ^^«  8;™>  no 
my  attention  was  aroused  to  this  matter,  I  a"""'"'?  of  a°y  ""'.t  «'  k"»d  for  the 
Tie  Turkish  Ambassador  asked  us  to  r^*^°<*?*.''PP?'^"_8,"'_'^*.°t7"P"P«^. 
suppress   a   certain    Armenian  journal   ^ 


oaQed  the  Eawdii.  I,  of  ooorse, 
at  once  answered  the  Turkish  Ambas- 
sador that  we  ooold  not  sunprees  th» 
journal;  and  therefore,  so  far  as  the 
Turkish  Government  was  eonoemed, 
there  the  matter  ended.  But,  as  I 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Journal 
was  published  in  London  or  in  Paris,  I 
asked  die  Home  Offloe  to  make  inqniiy, 
and  I  presume  that  is  the  reason  why 
Inspector  Melville  was  sent. 

SALMON  FIUHEBIKS  LEGISLATION. 
THxEABLOrMINTO:  In  oonsequenoe 


nor,  ao  far  as  I  can  learn,  is  that  state- 


of  a  paragraph  I  have  seen  in  the  news-  moved  to  amend  Standing  0\ 
papers,  Ibeg  to  ask  the  noble  MarqoeM  J  XUc.  so  that  it  should  read — 
VOL.  0  OCXXXIT.    [thikd  snns.] 


taent  founded  upon  any  letter  written 
by  anyone  in  authority.  With  reg^ird 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  question,  in  the 
present  state  of  business  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  give  any  distinct  statement  as 
to  whether  legislation  on  this  subject  is 
likely  to  be  introduoed  in  the  course  of 
the  preeent  Session. 

STANDINO  OBDERfi  OF  THE  HOUSE 
OF  LOEDS  — HEPOHT  OF  AMEND- 
UENTS. 

Tex    Muquess  _  or     SALI8BUBT 
Order  No, 


i^f^ 


J%$  Cwf^  </ 


(LOBDSi 


NrnM  VidmdmnL 


M«4  l/f  HiMi$4luif  Ordw  No.  XLU.  to 

Kaui.  l5KAf;Ct{AMP;  I  would  liki» 
Up  ntfk  iImp  nobU  MftrquiMw  It  hh  can 
gffiy  lid  t^inn^  f;ltMi  M  t/i  whirra  h^  pro* 

Tmk  M4iu4(/km  or  HALIHBTJUY :  I 
fnkHurA  40  flin  ih«f  m^^fmnn  up^m  which 
Ui4t  OmimiU#K»  will  drnw  rath«r  than 
tii«  miM%\  iwimhwt  of  noblo  I^irdu  who 
will  at  an  V  ori<f  limn  ait<tri<I.  I  do  not  think 
thitm  will  fm  any  {ira^jtical  diffloulty. 

Tba  AtnnndmitniN  wuro  rotolyod  upon. 

Tun  Kami,  oir  HKLMOHK  movod  to 

add    io    Ntandiny    Ordor    XLIf.    the 

wordM  •  ■ 

*'  Itdl  in  Iha  iibiMiicm  frmti  any  mtoUng  of  a 
HUmUtiii  ciummlitoA  of  the  Chairman  an  ap- 
IHilnitNl,  Ui0  (SommltlfMi  aliall  harn  power  to 
a|^(Nttiit  atioihnr  Ohalriiian  for  that  mooting, 
|irafiir«n<»«  haliig  glvntt  Io  a  fjonl  (If  proaont) 
who  Nhall  hava  limtn  apmiiiitml  to  Mtrvo  as  a 
ChalnNHU  hv  thn  (*oinin(Uon  of  Salaotion." 

Thi)  Am^tttlmtiut  waa  iigrood  to. 

Movml,  **  ThntthnHtanding  OrdoinaR 
nuw  amoiul0d  ho  tho  Htanding  Ordors  of 
iht>  Uouan  rtdatiug  to  tho  nmduot  of 
pilhlio  Imaiuc'aa/* 

AgftMid  to. 

Ord«9kr0«li  That  tlio  Standing  Orders  be 
prtnt«Kl. 

TUK  IHUU'S  or  NAVAL  VOl.UNTRKRS. 

♦VimHM'Nt  8n>M0rTH,  in  riwnff  to 
auk  lUr  Mi\jt>atjr*aOovorwmont  whether. 
If  ll  h«t  \\\^  tHiae  that  tho  Admiralty  are 
di«MlUt)iHl  with  the  )^r«««eut  Ci^ui^itiou 
\vf  the  iVr|*a  x^f  Navnl  Wdunleere,  any 
weaa^ii'v^  ia  i\\  %vuteu\(^Utun\  ^\r  |W* 
uu^li^Kt  the  «*rt\oiew\\\  %\Cu\^9  lVr|x*,  *aid  : 
My  I  \vvnU,  I  d^M^N^I  Ki\o\t  v^helher  it  will 
he  ewt  Alt  H^^^^^   ^vv  u\e  ^*  ou>^le  xrwrsl* 

aHliMs\^sm  ^vt^N^,*  t\\  »^,»  ^N^*^  Uv«\\  >^.f  l^e 


ooKht  to  be  to  toot  Lotdifai{ia.  Itarnf 
noble  Ixvdfl  haTe  aiked  bm  vIh» 
Naval  Yolonieen  are.  Xbe  OtKpa 
eziated  under  adTaree  eendilanoi^ 
with  TerT  little  sappart,  nnoe  tiie 
1872.  It  waa  not  nnta  1SS4  that  ihej 
a  capitation  grant,  altiioii^ 


they  had  gone  through  a  ymj 
trainings  had  complied  with  all  die 
requirementa  of  the  Adnuraltj,  and  had 
received  from  the  officers  who  inepectad 
them  the  most  satisfactorj  teatmumials 
of  efficiency.  There  are  four  of  these 
brigades  round  the  coast.  There  is  the 
Jjondon  Brigade^  which  embraces  a 
Corps  at  Hastings,  and  another  at 
Brghton.  There  is  a  brigade  at 
Bristol,  which  embraces  two  or  three 
other  western  stations.  A  Corps  has 
recently  been  formed  at  Liverpool,  and 
there  is  one  at  the  Clyde,  both  of  which 
are  under  the  command  of  noble  Lords,. 
Members  of  this  House.  The  late 
Government  refused  an  applieatio^  from 
Plymouth.  These  Naval  Volunteers 
have  received  from  successive  Lords  of 
tho  Admiralty  a  good  many  very  fine 
words,  but  very  bad  treatment.  When 
tho  noble  Lord  (Lord  Northbrook) 
was  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty,  he 
did  very  little  to  encourage  the  Uoros,. 
although  directly  he  was  out  of  office  he 
spoke  of  them  in  the  very  highest  terms. 
I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
just  refer  to  one  or  two  doouments  which 
Dear  testimony  to  the  effidenoy  of  the 
oorpe.  The  first  is  one  whloh  comes  last 
in  aate ;  but  it  is  one  of  the  moat  import- 
ant. The  noble  Marqaen  at  the  head  of 
theOovemment  sttl  ^'^Ihal  the  Oorpa  had 
not  received  the  attnlkon  whieh  it  ought 
to  receive  from  the  AdnutaltT.**  Thatia 
reported  as  the  answer  of  the  noble 
Marquees  to  a  qusetioninthiaHonae  bj 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Eail  G6wper}. 
[The  Maiquess  <^  SAuaarmT:  IdoMyt 
nMollect  it.  ^  I  beg  nj  noUe  Friand'a 
I  pai^on,  T&e  woida  ai«»  '*  The  Motbaa 
J  ha»  not  re^>eiTed  the  attantien  whidi  it 
ou^t  ;o  hare  w«tT»i  fions  the  Adaai- 
ndtT/*  Then  Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  whas. 
Fir^  IamxI  ixf  the  Adsuial9,  aaianl 
x^Mr»  Ki^.  rusted  ihe  Bfeisfeel  OHpe*. 
a:;;4  m^  iha^— 


"  Ti.Tt^  v'Mk  a  tfcj-ysttea»  ^^as  ^k»  A< 

>>>r.A/«i:^Yq  V>.2n^l2haa 
v*x./  t  t  iif»>v«  /^Na«C 


9» 


\t 


1.  .  \> 
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from  gallant  officers  who  were  sent  down 
to  the  di£ferent  ports  for  the  purpose  of 
inspecting  the  corps.  Lora  Charles 
Beresfora,  who  is  a  thoroughly  practical 
man, has  spoken  in  the  very  highest  terms, 
not  only  of  the  objects  of  the  Corps, 
which  he  considers  most  imiiortant,  but 
of  the  exertions,  and  the  discipline  of  the 
corps  themselves.  I  think  it  is  a  thou- 
sand pities  that  anything  should  proceed 
from  nigh  quarters  calculated  to  dis- 
courage the  corps  or  to  lessen  the  zeal 
of  men  who  have  devoted  their  time  and 
considerable  sums  of  money  to  promote 
its  efficiency.  One  of  the  complaints 
made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
is  that  the  corps  are  not  proficient  in 
their  gunnery ;  but  anv  deficiency  of 
this  kind  that  there  may  be  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  Admiralty  have  declined  to 
supply  guns.  In  the  few  instances  where 
guns  have  been  supplied,  the  very  hard 
condition  has  been  imposed  upon  the 
corps  of  finding  a  permanent  gun  deck, 
which  has  cost  the  officers  of  the  corps 
£50.  The  officer  in  command  of  the 
corps  has  charge  of  valuable  stores,  for 
which  he  is  responsible,  and  after  all  the 
trouble  and  pains  he  has  taken  for  many 

Sears  he  holds  the  humble  position  of 
eutenant  only.  The  Admiralty  decline 
to  give  any  higher  rank ;  and  I  need 
hardly  point  out  that  that  is  one  reason 
which  very  naturally  renders  the  corps 
unpopular  in  many  places  where  we 
might  expect  to  find  a  large  body  of 
officers.  The  London  corps  is  very 
highly  distinguished.  It  is  composed 
almost  entirely  of  men  of  education  and 
birth,  who  take  upon  themselves  readily 
the  work  which  is  undertaken  by  able 
seamen  in  the  Boyal  Navy.  And,  when 
they  are  taunted  with  not  having  their 
sea-legs,  I  may  tell  you  that  many  of 
them  have  been  on  pleasure  cruises  as 
far  as  tiie  coast  of  Normandv,  and  are 
constantly  engaged  in  Naval  pursuits 
about  the  En^ish  Coast  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  their  efficiency  as  Naval 
Volunteers.  On  several  occasions  the 
corps  ^have  been  exceedingly  anxious  to 
obtain  permission  to  raise  a  body 
amonest  themselves  for  service  in  Esypt 
and  Nowhere,  and  have  expressed  Uieir 
willingness  to  adopt  any  conditions  that 
the  Admiralty  might  choose  to  impose. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  they 
feel,  and  naturally  feel,  that  it  is  a  little 
hard  upon  them  that  they  should  be 
spoken  of  in  such  disparaging  terms  by 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  the 
coldness  and  disparagement  with  which 
our  gallant  Volunteer  soldiers  were 
spoken  of  when  the  Volunteer  move- 
ment began;  but  now  there  is  hardly 
an  officer  in  the  Army  who  does  not  recog- 
nize the  Volunteers  as  a  most  powerful 
and  efficient  auxiliary  force.  Those 
Volunteers  have  had  the  advantage  of 
advertisement,  and  they  very  naturally 
and  properly  have  attracted  crowds 
wherever  they  have  gone,  but  the  Navcd 
Volunteers,  living  on  the  coast  and 
making  no  display,  have  hitherto  at- 
tracted but  little  notice.  But  now  that 
the  nation  seems  perfectly  alive  to  the 
necessity  of  increasing  the  Naval  De- 
fences of  the  kingdom,  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  Government  will  give  more 
support  to  the  Naval  Volunteers,  and 
that  the  enthusiasm  of  a  country  having 
a  much  larger  sea  coast  than  that  of 
France  may  oe  stirred  up  in  that  matter, 
so  that  we  may  raise  an  efficient,  valu- 
able, and  numerous  force  of  Naval 
Volunteers.  I  will  now  ask  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Elphinstone),  who  speaks 
with  so  much  authority  upon  this  ques- 
tion, from  his  great  professional  ex- 
perience, the  question  which  I  have 
placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE :  I  greatly 
regret  that  any  words  uttered  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  have  given 
pain,  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  seems 
to  think  they  have,  to  the  gallant 
corps  to  whom  reference  has  been  made. 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  in  anything 
which  the  First  Lord  said,  nothing  could 
be  further  from  his  wish  or  intention 
than  to  cause  them  any  sort  of  pain» 
The  noble  Lord  asks  me  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  Admiralty  are  dissatis* 
fied  with  the  present  condition  of  tho 
corps  of  Naval  Volunteers.  The  term 
"  dissatisfied  "  cannot  be  applied  to  the 
views  the  Admiralty  hold  with  regard 
to  the  present  condition  of  that  corps. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Admiralty  fully 
recognize  the  zea]  and  energy  displayed 
by  that  corps,  and  the  wilhVee*  with 
which,  at  great  cost  and  sacrifice  to 
their  time  and  convenience,  they  havo 
come  forward  in  order  to  go  through, 
their  training.  The  difficulty  which  the 
Admiralty  have  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  corps  to  other  districts  is 
the  difficulty  of  any  means  of  employing 
them.     By  the  Act  under  whicn  they 
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are  embodied,  they  oanDot  be  called 
upon  to  eenre  away  from  their  own 
porta,  except  in  the  case  of  apprehended 
inTaaion.  Therefore,  unlese  that  con- 
tingency arises,  they  are  not  available 
for  the  only  service  for  which  the 
Admiralty  could  utilize  them — ^namely, 
in  supplementing  the  crews  of  ships  em- 
ployed round  the  coast.  When  the  corps 
was  first  raised  it  was  understood  that 
it  should  be  employed  in  vessels 
stationed  at  the  various  ports.  But 
the  Admiral^  cannot,  of  course,  under- 
take to  localize  the  ships  of  the  Navy 
to  particular  ports.  It  is  essential  to 
the  proper  safeguarding  of  our  ports 
that  the  Admiralty  and  the  admirals  in 
command  of  our  forces  should  have  a 
tree  hand  in  the  distribution  or  in  the 
concentration  of  their  ships  as  the 
exigencies  of  the  moment  required. 
That  would  be  especially  essential  in  a 
maritime  war,  and  that  precludes  the 
employment  of  the  Naval  Volunteers  in 
Her  Majesty's  ships  when  invasion  is 
not  apprehended.  The  local  defences  of 
the  ports,  whether  by  batteries  or  by 
sub-marine  mines,  are  under  the  War 
Department ;  so  the  Admiralty  cannot 
allocate  to  the  Naval  Volunteers  any 
share  in  those  duties.  There  is  no 
analoffy  whatever  between  the  Naval 
and  the  Military  Services  as  affecting 
the  Volunteers.  The  Militanr  Volunteers 
are,  so  to  speak,  self-contained— that  is 
to  say,  they  are  supplied  with  arms  and 
munitions,  and  with  instruction ;  but  in 
the  case  of  the  Naval  Volunteers  they 
must  not  only  be  supplied  witih  arms  and 
munitions  and  instruction,  but  must 
also  be  supplied  with  ships,  and  this  the 
Admiralty  cannot  undeitake  to  do. 
They  are  prepared  to  supply  them  with 

Sins,  ammunition,  and  instruction, 
risoimut  Sii^MoiTTii :  You  could  let 
em  train.)  But  there  is  no  object 
in  traininir  m<^u  unless  there  is  a  prospect 
«\f  beii^r  able  h>  turn  that  training  to 
atHHUint.  and  of  this  the  Admiralty  can 
h\4d  ^uil  no  pr\>siHH<  Short  of  locali- 
»lii||  «Ki|^  K^  individual  ports,  the 
Admiralt.Y  w>^uUl  cladlv  encourage  the 
M\\val  Naval  Arf^Uerv  YiUunt#ere«  and 
w>^mM  tv0  owiN  |\ni»|viiml  k^  consider  any 
m^tMw^  miV^^nK  ct^uM  W  devised  fcr 
^l^\\*vv^  l^^v  nmrvi^HM «  but  until  eotte 
e«%^  *ll•*^^w\1^  ^^all  b*^  vli4^mr^i«ied  npiMU  Ae 
4>k\^^>iKK\  a«¥  ^^M>'4a«^t  K^  a^M  ^^  a  A«iw 
w^^^,  A»  vN^K^ft  w^^svi^.  afllKHVNW««  ade- 
^Ha^  \v*s^^M  ns\  iV»^\  ASM  Kn  tKe  vv^nt^« 


«Eabl  OOWPER:  I  am  sure  it  is  the 
desire  of  all  your  Lordships  that  this 
corps  of  Naval  Volunteers  should,  if 
possible,  be  placed  in  such  a  position 
that  ihey  may  become  a  permanent  and 
efficient  part  of  ihe  defensive  forces  of 
the  country.  As  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elphinstone)  has  pointed  ont,  the 
chief  difficulty  seems  to  be  that  the 
training  necessary  to  efficiency  is  im- 
possible, because  the  men  have  not  the 
necessary  ships,  and  the  Admiralty  do 
not  see  their  way  to  provide  them.  I 
beg  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  if 
the  ships  are  provided  by  volunteer 
effort,  either  by  hiring  or  constructing 
vessels,  the  Admiralty  will  consider  the 
question  of  increasing  the  number  of 
Naval  Volunteers  ? 

♦The  Earl  of  RAVEN8W0ETH  : 
My  Lords,  I  think  the  disclaimer  which 
my  noble  Friend  below  me  (Lord  El- 
phinstone^ has  made  will  be  beneficial, 
because  the  words  uttered  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  another  place, 
seem  to  have  been  misunderstood.  It 
would  be  particularly  unfortunate  that 
the  words  of  anyone— especially  one  in 
a  high  position — should  be  constmed  as 
throwing  cold  water  npon  the  Naval 
Volunteer  movement  at  such  a  time  as 
UliG^  when  the  public  mind  is  ^preadj 
excited  upon  the  great  qnestum  in 
naval  defence,  and  prepared  to  wekxime 
any  force  that  may  defend  our  shores. 
There  is  no  difficulty  whatever  in  nde- 
inff  any  number  of  men ;  the  only  diA- 
cuTty  is  one  which  the  Admixtltj 
themselves  have  raised — ^namely,  as 
to  the  employment  of  the  mesu 
It  is  no  use  raising  the  men 
unless  they  can  be  caiUed.  The 
men  are  anxious  to  raise  themselvea  to 
that  pitch  of  efficienoy  whieh  is  required 
of  them,  but  they  say  that  ibis  is  leal^ 
a  matter  for  the  GK>veramentt  and  fliat 
ships  should  be  supped  to  dzin  themia. 
There  is  another  aiffieolty  which  has 
arisen  and  which  requires  eonsideriag^ 
and  that  is  to  define  predaelj  the  dntiaa 
which  in  an  emmgeocw  thoie  mmt 
might  be  required  to  psKfimn.  If  it  la 
^  assumed  that  we  held  tha  clOinmanJ  of 
'  the  sea  round  our  eoaste,  thoie  bsa 

*  wtkuld  have  veiy  little  to  do;  bnt  if  wa 

*  should  loee  at  any  time  fliat  eoou       "" 
]  no  body  of  Yolvnteers  we  eonld 
'  wottM  be  snfficient  to  proteel  o«r 

fKvmiiuntyaBdnridMdwBlosa.    I 
«land  Uie  Adsuially,  howartar,  to  aaj 
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that  they  mast  have  sea&ring  men,  and 
I  think  they  are  right.  The  fanctioiiB 
of  this  corps  will  be  twofold— first,  to 
support  ana  assist  the  submarine  mining 
corps,  which  are  drilling  with  consider- 
able alacrity  at  various  ports;  and 
secondly,  to  defend  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  any  particular  port  to  which 
they  might  be  attached  against  what  are 
called  raiders.  The  first  thing  that 
would  happen  in  war  would  be  the  send- 
ing of  a  number  of  light  vessels  fitted 
with  guns  to  operate  effectively  against 
our  commerce,  and  we  ought  to  have  a 
number  of  corresponding  vessels  to  meet 
those  raiders.  It  would  be  of  immense 
importance  to  have,  at  any  rate,  a 
nucleus  of  such  a  force  in  each  of  our 
great  ports,  and  the  Admiralty  may,  I 
think,  reasonably  be  pressed  to  afford 
the  necessary  facilities  for  drill.    Any 

Sunboat,  though  old  or  obsolete,  would 
o  for  the  purpose  in  time  of  peace,  if 
fitted  with  modem  guns.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  list  of  the  ships  which  are  in  the 
course  of  the  present  financial  year  to  be 
removed  from  the  Navy  List,  and  I  find 
there  are  at  least  ten  second  class  gun 
vessels,  and  gun  boats,  which  would 
make  an  excellent  nucleus  for  the  pur- 
t>ose.  As  this  is  a  National  movement, 
it  is  not  right  to  ask  the  Navcd  Volun- 
teers to  find  their  own  vessels,  and  there 
is  no  earthly  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  spare  some  of  the  old  vessels 
now  about  to  be  struck  off  the  Navy  List. 
Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  My  Lords,  I 
regret  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
commit  the  Admiralty  by  any  statement 
as  to  the  provision  of  ships  for  the  Naval 
Volunteers.  The  difficulty  is,  as  I  said 
before,  that  we  have  not  the  money  to 
provide  ships.  I  think  that  if  the  large 
towns  were  to  take  steps  to  provide  ships 
themselves,  no  difficulty  would  be  raised 
by  the  Admircdty  on  the  question  of  in- 
creasing the  force.  The  noble  Lord  be- 
l^ne  me  (the  Earl  of  Ravensworth)  has 
said  there  are  a  number  of  obsolete  ships 
that  could  be  used  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Volunteers.  Now,  then,  is  the  op- 
portunity for  the  Volunteers  to  approach 
the  Admiralty  with  a  view  to  obtaining 
some  of  those  ships.  The  noble  Lord 
also  suggested  that  the  Volunteers 
should  work  with  the  submarine  miners, 
but  I  must  point  out  that  those  sub- 
marine miners  are  under  the  War  Office 
and  not  under  o  ir  control  in  any  way. 
With  regard  tt  guns,  we  have  aa  far 


as  possible  supplied  them,  but,  as  I  said 
berore,  the  whole  difficulty  is  with  re* 
gard  to  the  ships. 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Five  o'clock 

to   Thuraday   next,    a   quarter 

before  Eleven  o  doek.^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
F^idaif,  22nd  March,  1889. 


QUEEN'S  COLLEGE,  IRELAND 
(PBOFESSORS). 

Beturu  ordered — 

**  Showing,  in  the  caae  of  the  Profeseon  of 
the  Queen's  Collegea  in  Ireland,  the  following 
particulara: — I.  Date  of  appointment  of  ea^ 
rrofeeeor,  distinguishing  those  who  were  ia 
office  at  the  date  of  passing  of  the  Royal  Unl- 
yersity  Act  of  1879.  2.  Official  income  on 
appointment,  and  in  the  current  Session,  re- 
roectively.  8.  Whether  the  whole  time  of  the 
nrofeesor  is  devoted  to  the  public  service* 
4.  Whether  a  right  to  pension  or  compensation 
on  retirement  exists  under  the  Civil  Service 
Service  Superannuation  Aots,  or  otherwise ; 
and  whether  any  special  terms,  in  respect  to 
pension,  have  been  made  with  any  Proiessor.'^ 
— (Jfr.  Finkerton.) 

COAL,  CINDERS,   &c. 
Aooounts  ordered — 

'*0f  the  quantities  of  Coals,  Cinders,  and 
Patent  Fuel  shipped  at  the  several  Ports  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  coastways,  to 
other  Ports  of  the  Onited  Kingdom,  in  the 
year  1888. 

*'  Of  the  quantities  and  declared  value  of  Coals* 
Cinders,  and  Patent  Fuel  exported  from  the 
several  Ports  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land to  Foreign  Countries  and  the  British 
Settlements  Abroad  in  the  year  1888,  distin-' 
guisMng  the  Countries  to  which  the  same  were 
sent. 

"Of  the  quantities  of  Coals,  Cinders,  and 
Patent  Fuel  exported  from  the  United  Kingdom 
in  the  year  1888. 

*<  Of  the  quantities  of  Coals  and  Patent  Fuel 
brought  coastways,  by  inland  navigation,  and 
by  railway,  into  the  Port  of  London  during  th» 
year  1888. 

<*  And  of  the  quantities  of  Coal  and  Patent 
Fuel  received  coastways  at  the  various  Ports  of 
the  United  Kingdom."— (^r  Aiiry  Bfff^ 
Viviim.) 

QUESTIONS. 


DEFECTIVE  SWORDS. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
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attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  TVifiM  of  8th  March,  signed  by 
Major-General  Sir  D.  0.  Dmxy-Lowey 
in  which,  on  behalf  of  the  Special  Oom- 
mittee  of  1885,  <'he  disclaims  the  re- 
sponsibility now  cast  on  that  Oommittee 
for  the  issue  of  defective  swords  of  the 
so-called  1885  pattern;"  whether  it  is 
thereby  intended  to  be  conveyed  that 
the  defective  swords  were  not  manufac- 
tured in  accordance  with  the  Committee's 
pattern ;  and  if  the  Committee,  on  whom 
he  has  placed  the  responsibility,  is,  as 
its  Chairman  states,  not  responsible, 
who  is  f 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  I  have  seen  the  letter  of 
Major-Qeneral  Sir  Drury-Lowe  in  the 
Timet  of  March  8th;  but  my  hon. 
Friend  is  as  well  able  to  interpret  what 
the  letter  is  intended  to  convey  as  I  am. 
As  he  is  aware,  the  transactions  in  ques- 
tion took  place  before  I  was  connected 
with  the  War  Office ;  but  I  am  assured 
by  my  military  advisers  that  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  pattern  of  1 885  rests 
with  the  Committee  of  that  date. 

KNOOKADOON  PIER. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph  in  the  Report  made  by 
the  County  Surveyor  to  the  Cork  Grand 
Jury: — 

**  I  haTe  to  report  that,  notwithstanding  the 
Board  of  Worn  aMoring  themselves  that  all 
works  are  sound  marine  structures  before 
handing  them  orer  to  the  oountv,  the  pier 
lately  constructed  hy  them  at  Knockadoon  has 
8uff<»ed  severe  injury,  and  72  feet  of  the  end 
has  been  carried  away.  ...  In  this  case 
the  damage  is  largely  due  to  had  concrete.  A 
sum  of  about  iC200  will  be  required  to  rebuild 
this  end  of  the  pier ;  whether  the  engineer  who 
inspected  and  reported  upon  this  pier  is  the 
tame  officer  who  iv'ported  Uiat  the  Ballycotton 
Pier  was  a  ••  sound  marine  structure ;  '* ' 

and  what  steps  the  Qovemment  in- 
tMid  to  take  to  e^urs  a  trustworthy 
E^iK>rt  up^m  such  pier*  ? 

Dn.  TANNKR  ((Vvk.  Mid^  aUio  a«ked 
if  it  WM  a  fkot  thnl  tW  Kmvkadoon 
ISw.  in  tho  o^ninlT  .%r  tVrk.  lately  built 
by  the  U.Minl  v^f  W.^rkx  li^Und.  had, 
owinir  t^^  <Wult,T  <s\«\afjr^i«'^u>n,  wNwntlv 
mifWxMHl  »f»>nm^  injury  <  whf'th^^r  it  waik 
lr\\p  that  T*;  fm^t  *vf  tV  mA  sM  th^  |mw 


«Thb  secretary  to  thb  TBEA- 
8I7EY  (Mr.  Tacksov,  Leeds,  N.)  said 
damage  to  Knockadoon  Pier  had  oceor- 
red  for  a  lengUi  of  about  60  feet.  The 
cement  used  in  the  eonetmction  was  ob- 
tained from  a  respectable  firm,  and  had 
undergone  a  better  test  than  that  pre- 
scribed. The  work  appeared  perfectlj 
sound  in  every  respect  when  completed 
and  transferred  to  the  oountry.  The 
failure  of  the  cement  since  then  is  being 
duly  investigated  with  the  manufac- 
turers, and  IS  due,  as  far  as  oan  be 
judged,  to  some  hitherto  unexplained 
chemical  action,  similar  to  that  in  the 
case  of  the  Aberdeen  and  other  har- 
bours. The  board's  officer  in  the  matter 
was  the  same  Gentleman  who  reported 
on  the  Ballycotton  Pier.  The  Board  of 
Works  intended  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, to  propose  to  carry  out^  with 
the  assent  of  the  Ghrand  Jury,  the  repaira 
out  of  the  Fisheries  Piers  and  Harbour 
Fund. 

GOVERNMENT  OONTRACTS. 

Me.  lane  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  what  were  the  actual 
prices  in  the  tenders  submitted  to  the 
Admiralty  by  the  Danish  and  Irish 
firms  for  the  supply  of  mess  pork; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Irish  ooa- 
traotors  assert  that  they  oan  aupplj 
better  quality  than  the  Danish ;  whcAar 
be  is  aware  that  the  Danish  Govern- 
ment have  for  many  years  past^  thioo^ 
their  Agricultural*  Depaitttent,  spent 
large  sums  of  money  in  promoting  the 
improvement  of  the  breeoa  of  native 
hogs  and  of  the  methods  of  earing  md 
packing;  and,  whether,  under  dioee 
circumstances,  he  will  eonsider  the  ex- 
pediency of  giving  the  eonlieet  fbr 
supplying  the  British  Navy  to  finna  in 
the  United  Kingdom  rather  tiiaa  to  a 
Danish  firm  ? 

Thx  FIB8T  LORD  of  thx  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Obobos  HAMiuear} 
(Middleaez,  Ealing)  :  It  is  inezpedieat, 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  GoveruMBt 
and  of  contractors  themselves,  to 
the  actual  priosa  quoted  in  the 
for  Govemm^iit  supplies,  but  I  hewe 
no  objection  to  stating  that  there  wae 

'  an  av«ragt»  difierence  of  9^  par  eent  im 
favour  of  Danish  as  against  Iriah  mioaa 

'  in  the  last  tenders  for  salt  pork.    Theve 

'  ii>  no  reauMi  to  suppose  that  Irish  peik 
)•  <<^  b<4«sr  quahrr  than  Danish,  and 
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eqaility  in  this  raeptet.  There  is  no 
iafomiAtioa  at  th*  Admiraltj  rektine 
to  the  reported  action  of  the  Danisn 
Oovemment  in  promotiiig  improve- 
meat  in  the  breed  of  natire  hogs, 
or  of  methods  of  ouring  and  paokinff. 
>  am  desiroas,  within  reasonable 
limita,  to  favour  home  production  for 
Government  supplies,  but  I  cannot 
undertake  to  reject  tenders  from  abroad 
when  it  is  manifestly  in  the  public 
interest  to  aooept  them. 

MEDICALLY  TRAINED  SCHOOL 


Db.  FABQUHARSOX  (Abcrdeen- 
ahire,  W. )  asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  direct 
that  school  inspectors  should  in  future 
be  medically  trained,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  fulfil  their  new  duties  of 
detecting  defects  of  vision  in  young 
children ;  and,  if  their  Beports  show 
that  short  sight  is  on  the  increase, 
what  steps  the  Department  will  take  to 
oheok  the  progress  of  an  infirmity  which 
must  seriously  hamper  the  future  use- 
fulnsBs  of  our  industrial  population  ? 

•Thb  vice  president  of  thx 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Haet  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  It  was  not  included  in  my 
promise  the  other  day  that  none  but 
trained  oculists  should  in  future  be  em* 
ployed  H8  inspectors ;  but  when  we  have 
collected  reliable  information  on  the 
subject,  oars  will  be  taken  to  acquaint 
the  House  with  the  steps  it  is  proposed 
to  take. 

Da.  FAEQTJHAB80N :  The  matter 
is  really  one  of  national  importance. 
Will  the  Oovemment  oonsidsr  the  pro- 
priety of  appointing  a  small  Depart- 
mental Committee  to  inquire  into  it  F 

*8rK  W.  HART  DYKE  :  I  fully  admit 
the  importance  of  the  matter,  and  the 
inspectora  will  devoto  very  careful  oon- 
sideratioa  to  it. 

Da.  FARUnHARSON :  But  the  in- 
apeotors  are  not  medical  men. 

IRELAND— POOE  LAW 
ARRANOEMENT8. 
Ua.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  Andrew  HoBride, 
who  left  Ireland  when  14  years  of  age, 
md  spent  48  years  in  Scotland,  bat  who 
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now  under  a  removal  warrant  has  be- 
come a  charge  with  his  wife  upon  the 
rates  of  the  af  agherafelt  Union ;  and  if 
the  Oovernment  can  take  any  steps  to 
remedy  the  hardship  of  such  oases  to 
Irish  ratepayers  ? 

Thk  chief  secretary  foe  IRB- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bai.focb,  Manchester, 
E.)  said  the  question  had  reference  to  a 
somewhat  ancient  grievance  in  regard 
to  Poor  Law  arrangements  in  Ireland. 
He  was  afraid  it  was  not  in  his  power 
to  give  any  pledge  in  regard  to  legisla- 
tion on  the  subject,  but  he  was  satisfied 
there  were  defects  in  the  law. 

THE  TROCADERO. 

Ma.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  was  aware  that  a  song 
entitled  "  Home  Rule,"  which  was  sung 
at  the  "Trocadaro"  during  the  first 
five  days  of  last  week,  was  prohibited  oa 
St.  Patrick's  Eve  ;  and  if  such  prohibi- 
tion was  instigated  by  the  polioa  7 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  song  called  ^'  Home  Rule  " 
sung  at  the  Trocadero  was  discontinued 
by  order  of  the  manager.  The  police 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
matter. 

POLICE  VISITS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BLANE  asked  the  Chief  Score- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  state  the  reason  why  a  body  of 
Constabulary,  armed  with  rifles  and 
bayonets,  made  a  raid  in  the  night  on 
the  house  of  John  Harkins,  of  Middle- 
town,  county  Donegal,  buret  in  the 
doora,  and  turned  the  inmates  out  of 
bed  ;  and  if  other  houses  in  the  district 
were  dealt  with  in  a  similar  way  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
atabnlary  Authorities  report  that  it  is 
the  case  that  a  few  nights  ago  the  house 
of  Harkins  and  other  houses  were  visited 
by  the  police  in  their  search  for  certain 
persons  charged  with  complicity  in  the 
murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin, 
who  are  still  in  biding.  No  doors  iVers 
burst  open  and  no  inmates  were  turned 
out  of  bed.  The  police  did  not  succeed 
in  making  any  arrests. 

Ms.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.J:  Did 
the  police  act  with  or  without  warrant  f 

liU.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
I  oaooot  answer  that  question. 
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Mft.  MAONEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
have  a  question  upon  the  paper  on  the 
same  lubject.  Is  it  true  that  erery 
house  was  searched  between  Middletown 
and  DunleevVy  a  distance  of  nine  miles  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  rather  think 
it  is  true. 

CHRISTH  HOSPITAL. 

Ma.  HUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  Vioe  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion what  was  the  present  position  of 
the  Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  and  whe- 
ther there  was  any  prospect  of  its  being 
laid  upon  the  Table  in  time  to  permit  of 
its  becomin|[  law  this  year;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fkct  that 
3,000  children  have   already  been  de- 

S rived  of  a  throe  years'  course  of  secon- 
ary  education,  he  will  exert  himself  to 
put  an  end  to  these  nreiudicial  delays? 
Sia  W.  HART  DYKE  :  According  to 
the  information  given  me,  the  objections 
to  the  Christ's  Hospital  Scheme  will 
probably  be  heard  by  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee before  the  Whitsuntide  holidays, 
in  which  case  there  might  be  time  for 
the  scheme,  if  sustained,  to  become  law 
this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  since  the  Scheme 
was  approved  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment I  have  had  no  power  to  influence 
its  progress. 

INDIAN  COVENANTED  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Ha.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  in  the  List  of  the  Indian 
Covenanted  Civil  Service,  published  in 
January  lb86,  an  alteration  was  made 
in  the  arrangement  of  the  names  of 
members  of  that  service,  and  the  names 
of  all  statutory  civilians  for  the  first  time 
shown  in  a  separate  list ;  whether  the 
following  heading  was  placed  over  this 
separate  list>  '*  Statutory  Civilians,  who, 
thoxigh  not  members  of  the  Covenanted 
Civil  Service  hold  appi>intmenti  reserved 
ordinarily  for  that  eerricv ;  **  whether 
He  will  state  why  fhes^  changes  have 
b^^en  mad^  and  what  ww^  the  di^um* 
alam^M  und^  wK^^^  it  was  then  detiM^ 
mined  that  the  statntHH-.v  civilians  w^«« 
'*n^M  m^mb^^tii  <A  the  \  vvmanh^d  rtril , 
8WvhH\**  alt^H^NH^  fM-  t^ty^  x*«iars  th«y  • 
had  In^^  »xn  ^^)awMt^^  a^d  a<NV^frard#i ; 
wKmK^v  tK^  KtatittyNi:)  o^xii\a^»  hax-^  )y*a  , 
m^H^^(  ^\  iK^  ^at^ .  at\d,  \%  yt^  m 
what  ^ai\i\f^  .     %hv^h^    ih/^   t^viaivm^  . 


of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown 
obtained  before  the  alteration  was  made- 
and     the    ''heading''    adopted;    and 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  TsJ>le  of* 
this  House  the  Papers  exj^laining  and 
justifying  the  above  alteration  ? 
♦The     under    SECOftBTABT     or 
STATE   FOB  INDIA   (Sir   J.    Gobst, 
Chatham):    The  alteration  referred  to- 
was  made  in  the  Bengal  C^vil  list-^ 
not  in  the   oUier  provinces  of    India;.. 
The  new  description  appears  to  be  more- 
accurate,  and  in    accordance  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament.    It  was  a  recurrence- 
to  the  more  correct  practice  which  at 
first  obtained.    The  Statutoxv  Civilians- 
were  not  informed  of  the  changSy  nor 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  ob- 
tained.    The  Secretary  of  State  cannot 
lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table  which  will 
afford  any  further  explanation  or  justifi- 
cation. 

IRELAND.— POLICE  AT  GWEBDOBE. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  why,  in  addition 
to  the  Police  and  Military,  a  staff  of 
detectives  from  Belfast  are  stationed  in 
the  district  of  Gweedore;  and  under 
what  authority  did  theee  detectives  last 
Friday,  accompanied  by  two  Oweedore 
constables,  make  a  house  to  house  visit 
in  the  townlands  of  Ma^eraliak  and 
Knockstaller,  note  book  m  hand,  and 
inquire  of  the  head  of  each  booaa- 
whether  he  was  at  oha^  ott  Sands^, 
Srd  February,  and  question  tlia  inhabi- 
tants as  to  their  whereaboafts  and  thair 
associates  on  that  day  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  TliaeoQatabn- 
lary  authorities  report  that  liisj  are- 
taking  such  steps  as  thej  eonsidar 
necessary  to  make  all  the  peraoos  im- 
plicated in  the  murder  of  V^-'^'^ 
Inspector  Martin  amenaUa.  Tka 
tions  now  being  asked  in  due  I 
are  calculated  to  embairaas  tbem  in  Ikaft 
direction.  But  when  the  caae  has  bai» 
decided  by  a  Cooit  of  Law  tiiey  vUl  ba 
prepared  to  give  every  inforaudliiMr 
which  may  be  reasonably  requiiad. 

Sib  J.  SVnKBURXE  ^StaibpaaUia, 
Iirh£eld  :  At  what  boor  of  tha  vgbt 
d)d  theee  visits  take  plaoe  ? 

Miu   A,    J.    EALFOUB:    I 


aMiww  the  qaeation  witbovt 
McuMAOXEELL:  Undk 
ih^ri^^  CVu&ttaa  or  Sta»fee  Law, 
iheee  «)eiMCiv«s  fkwa  BeUasi  ' 


dared  to  oioh  examine  sod  Star  Ofajunber 
^e  people  F 
«Hs.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

ALLBQED  PEBJUBY  IN  WALES. 
Hx.  BATID  THOMAS  (Herthn 
TTdrin  aaked  the  Seoretarjr  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whetber  hie 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  remarks 
of  Ur.  Justice  Grantham,  at  Oardiff,  ae 
to  the  alleged  prerolenoe  of  pe^urjr  and 
forgery  in  Wafea ;  whether  the  number 
of  oasea  of  perjury,  forgery,  and  uttering 
forged  doonmenta  (bo  far  as  known  to 
the  police)  in  the  ^lioe  diatriots  of  Walee 
and  tfonmouthahire,  compared  with  those 
in  England,  in  the  year  ending  SSth 
September  1887,  the  last  year  for  whioh 
etatisticB  are  arailable,  were  as  4-1  to 
100,  and  for  the  five  years  ending  the 
same  date  as  3-8  to  100 ;  whether  all  the 
orimee  committed  (not  summarily  dis- 
poeed  of,  and  so  far  as  known  to  the 
police)  in  the  same  districts  for  the  fire 
years  ending  2Sth  September  18H7  wer» 
as  3-8  to  100;  whether  the  population  of 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire  was  at  the 
last  Census  over  six  per  cent  of  that  of 
England;  and,  if  he  can  lay  upon  the 
Table  ddt»  upon  which  the  House  might 
form  an  opinion  on  the  facts  of  the 
case? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  hare  not  seen 
the  remarks  of  the  learned  Judge.  The 
figures  cited  by  the  hon.  Member  are 
accurate.  These  statistical  data  are 
aoosssible  to  the  House  and  to  the 
public  in  the  judicial  and  other  statistics, 
and  an  opinion  can  be  formed  upon  them. 
I  know  of  no  other  or  better  data 
which  I  could  usefully  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  ELLIS  l  Merioneth  shire) : 
Hay  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
be  will  take  steps,  by  Betum  or  other- 
wise, to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Judges 
that  these  crimes  are  not  more  rife  in 
Wales  than  in  England.  Is  he  aware 
that  the  charge  of  forgery  was  brought 
against  the  Welsh  people  some  time 
ago,  and  that  it  was  exactly  the  same 
charge  as  that  which  has  recently  been 
made  by  Mr.  Justice  Oraatbam  T 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  I  beUere  that  the 
two  caaea  are  identical. 

Ma.  T.  ELLIS:  As  this  sweeping 
charge  has  been  brought  against  the 
people  of  the  Principality,  I  wish  to  ask 
whMher  a  single  case  of   petjuty  or 
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forgery  was  tried  in  the  whole  of  North 
Wales  in  the  recent  Winter  Assize? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  will  inquire,, 
and  inform  the  hon.  Member. 

EAILWAY  BATES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Maoldbx, 

Sib  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEAOffr 
Tea;  Sir.  The  Board  of  Trade  ha7» 
fixed  £50  as  the  foe  to  be  paid  by  every 
Bulway  Company  depositing  a  rerised 
classification  of  merchandize  and  schedule- 
of  maximum  rates.  The  fee  is  fixed  by 
Bulea  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under 
the  provisioUB  of  seotion  35  of  the  Bail* 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  and 
the  money  will  be  applied  as  an  appro- 
priation in  aid  of  the  expenses  ansing 
upon  the  settlement  of  the  olasBifioations 
and  schedules.  I  hare  already  dispensed 
with  part  of  the  fee  in  certain  oases, 
and  I  will  carefully  consider  any  appli- 
cation coming  from  a  company  who  are- 
bondfid*  nnable  to  pay  without  detriment 
to  their  creditors.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  labour  and  expense- 
of  settling  a  schedule  does  not  vary  with, 
the  size  of  the  company,  and  that  ^SIV 
is  not  an  unreasonable  sum  to  ask  from 
any  solvent  company  for  the  work  per- 
formed. 

INSPECTOR  OF  CLOTHING. 
Mb.  HANBUET  asked  the  Secretary- 
of  State  for  War  whether  the  Inspector 
of  Clothing  has  resigned,  and  the  post  ia- 
to  be  filled  up;  and,  if  so,  whether  care 
will  be  taken  that  no  one  connected 
with  firms  contracting  with  the  Depart- 
ment shall  be  appointed  to  this  respon- 
sible post  ? 

*Mk.  E.  STANHOPE ;  The  Inspector 
t>(  Cloth  has  resigned,  and  it  will  be' 
necessary  to  replace  him.  We  are  ex- 
amining very  closely  the  qnalifioationa 
of  the  1S8  candidates  for  this  post,  and. 
oare  will  be  taken  not  to  appoint  any- 
one oonneoted  with  firms  oontractiag' 
with  the  Department. 

HAJUB  GENERAL  DOWNES. 
SiE  HORACE  DAVET  (8tockton> 
Hsked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Major  Cfenerat  Downea,. 
Royal  Artillery,  who  was  sppotnted  last 
year  Commandant  of  the  Forces  by  the> 
()oTemment      of     South      Aostrmlia; 
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whether,    notwithstanding    the    strong 
Toprosentations  of  the  Ck>Tonial  GK>Tem- 
ment,  he  has  refused    his  consent  to 
Major  General  Downes*   appointment, 
with  the  result  that  he  can  only  hold  it 
•on  condition  of  permanently  losing  his 
pension;  whether  he  is  aware  that  his 
decision  has  giren  great  dissatisfaction 
in  the  Colony ;  what  is  the  reason  for 
the  decision ;  and  whether  he  will  lay 
the    correspondence  with  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  South  Australia  upon  the  Tahle 
•of  the  House  ? 
♦Mr.     E.    STANHOPE:     Honorary 
Major  General  Downes  has  been  refused 
permission  to  draw  his  retired  pay,  so 
long  as  he  shall  hold  the  appointment 
•of  Commandaut  of  the  Forces  of  South 
Australia ;  but  no  question  of  its  perma- 
nent withdrawal  has  arisen ;  my  decision 
has  been  given  on  military  grounds,  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  Oolony  are 
-directly    concerned.    An    arrangement 
was  made  in  1886  in  consultation  with 
the    Agents  General   of   the  Colonies, 
including  South  Australia,    that    Her 
Majesty's  Government   would    provide 
•competent  officers  on  the  Active  List  to 
hold,     for    the   usual    period   of    staff 
•appointments,  certain  Colonial  positions 
•  or  a  military  character.     Her  Majesty's 
•Government    and    the     Colonies    con- 
sidered it  very  important  that  the  Colonial 
Forces  and  those  of  Her  Majesty's  Army 
should   be  kept  in  close  touch,  which 
oould     only    be    effected     by    having 
•officers  to  command  them  who  should  be 
fully    acquainted    with    all  the   latest 
-developments  in  drill,  tactics,  armament, 
&c.,    which    have    obtained    with    the 
Imperial  troops.     With  that  view,  we 
undertook  that  the  Colonial  Service  of 
such  effective  officers  should  count  for  pro- 
motion and   Imperial   pension  as  if  it 
were    Imperial    Service,    provided  the 
Colonies  would  issue  the  full  pay  during 
employment.      If  retired  officers  should 
be  appointed  to    these   posts    and   be 
allowed  to  hold  thorn  for  an  indefinite 
period,  the  whole  object  of  the  arrange- 
ment would  bo  Harrificed ;  and,  conse- 
nuontly,  I  uiii  not  prepared  to  sanction 
Mi^or    OniHinil     Downes    drawing   his 
r»tiroil    pay.      The  roguliitions  on    the 
Nubjooi  wnr«i  prtmonttul  to  tliin  Ilouse  in 
Niiplniiihoi'  IHH7  ;  and  I  donot  think  there 
IminylhlnK  '*'  <hii  iHkrntspondonco  which 
w«iiilil  Mllii«t   iho  ipifHition  of    the  hon. 


THE  CORK  GRAND  JURY. 

Mb.  FLYNN(Oork,  N.)  asked  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  resolution 
reported  in  the  Cork  papers  aa  having 
been  unanimously  passed  by  the  (Sty 
Grand  Jury,  protesting  against 

«the  injadicioiis  nse  whioh  the  Crown  has 
made  of  its  power  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act,  in  summoning  three  hundred 
jurors  of  the  oity  and  oounfy  for  the  trial  of 
three  oases  of  no  conspicuous  importance  ; " 

and  to  the  following  remarks  of  Baron 
Dowse  thereupon,  who  said, 


*<  For  the  trial  of  only  one  ease!  It  is  a  mon* 
strous  prooeeding,  and  I  will  reeeife  your  pro- 
test. The  idea  of  summoning  three  hundred 
jurors  to  try  one  case !  The  ^flight  of  that  is 
upon  Mr.  Hennessy's  head.  I  wul  receive  the 
protest,  and  hand  it  to  the  Grown  Solicitor; " 

who  is  responsible  for  the  prooeedings 
so  strongly  condemned  by  the  learned 
Judge ;  and  will  any  steps  be  taken  to 
relieve  the  jurors  of  Oork  from  the  serere 
strain  of  frequent  attendance  in  lavge 
numbers,  of  which  they  have  tiften  to 
complain  ? 

Thb  SOLIOITOB  general  job 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Maddbh,  Dublin  XTni. 
Tersity):  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  this  matter  by  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Grand  Jury  is 
reported  to  have  passed  the  ree(datioii9 
and  the  Judge  to  have  used  the  language 
referred  to  in  the  question.  The  reeolu- 
tionof  the  Grand  Jury  aa  reported  is 
founded  upon  error,  aa  the  Special  Juxy 
was  not  summoned  from  the  Oonnty  ox 
Cork  as  well  as  the  City.  The  Juxy 
was  summoned  from  the  Gty  alone,  pur- 
suant to  the  Order  in  Goun^,  and  under 
this  Order  300  jurors,  or  the  entire  panel 
if  it  does  not  exceed  300,  must  be  sum* 
moned.  The  inconvenience  to  them  and 
to  common  jurors  summoned  from  the 
same  venue  is  identical.  As  regards 
the  cases  for  trial,  one  of  them,  at  all 
events,  cannot  fairly  be  described  aa  of 
no  conspicuous  importance,  for  the 
prisoners  were  charged  with  being  two 
of  a  gang  of  men  who  broke  into  a  noose 
by  nifi^ht  and  shot  the  proprietor  in  the 
legs,  m  the  presence  of  his  wife  and 
child.  The  case  was  tried  twice  in  the 
City  of  Cork  before  the  Chief  Baron  bj 
a  common  jury,  who,  on  both  ocoasionSi 
disagreed.  The  Chief  Baron  on  the 
occasion  of  the  last  disagreement  refiised 
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to  sdmit  the  prisonen  to  bail,  and  the 
AttornsT  Qeaer&I,  who  is  exolnsiTaly 
MBponaible  for  haring  a  Special  Jury 
ordered,  hariag  regara  to  the  grarity 
of  the  caae,  a&d  to  the  faot  of  two  dia- 
ogreementa  bj  common  juriee,  decided 
that  aa  order  should  be  obtained  to  hare 
the  oaoe  tried  b;  a  Speeial  Jury. 
'  regatde  the  last  paragraph,  the  Attorney 
Qeneral  will  ezerdae  the  greatost  care 
in  endeaTOuriog  to  relieve  the  oommon 
jarorsof  the  Oity  of  Oork.    The  special 

taroTS  to  whom  Uie  question  relates  have 
lad  oomparatiTely  rery  few  oases  to 
try. 

Ub.  lane  :  May  I  ask  if  the  Qo- 
vemmettt  have  received  a  Hemoiialfrom 
the  Qrand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Cork 

Srotesting  against  the  exclusion  of 
ioman  Catholios  from  the  jury  ;  and 
what  action  is  intended  to  be  taken? 

*Mjt.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Uember  must  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  The 
Solicitor  General  did  not  answer  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question  of  my 
hon.  Fnend — namely,  who  is  responsible 
for  the  proceedingsoondemned  by  Baron 
Dowse? 

Ma.  MADDEN:  The  Attorney Oeneral 
is  responsible  for  having  the  oase  tried 
by  a  Special  Jnry. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HBALT  (Loc^ord,  N.)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  in  f^oklow  the 
Grand  Jury  passed  a  similar  resolution  P 

M&.  MADDEN :  As  long  as  the  Order 
in  Council  is  in  foroe  it  is  imperative  that 
it  should  be  obeyed. 

Hk.  lane  :  Now,  if  300  jurors  were 
summoned  in  the  ordinary  oonrse,  can 
the  Solicitor  General  account  for  the 
teamed  Judge  having  spoken  of  the 
proceeding  as  a  monstrous  one  ? 

Mk.  madden  :  The  remark  of  the 
learned  Judge  had  no  reference  to  the 
number  of  juror*.  If  it  did,  he  must 
havejpoken  in  ignorance  of  the  circam- 
•tancee. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Was  the  statement 
of  Baron  Dowse  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  Privy  Council? 

%  Mr.  HADOSN  :  I  cannot  answer  that 
question. 

SHAJfyON  DHAINAOB  BILL. 

Mr.  O'XEBFFE  (Limerick)  asked  tlie 

Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


posed  to  borrow  a  sum  of  £65,000  on 
the  security  of  the  tolls  and  eel  fisheriea 
of  said  river ;  if  be  is  aware  that  the 
Government  title  to  those  eel  weirs  is  at 

§  resent  a  matter  of  contention  before  the 
uperior  Gourta  of  Law  in  Ireland  ;  if 
complaints  have  been  made  to  the  Irish 
Government  of  serious  destruction  of  fry 
and  trout  by  eel  weirs  between  Killaloe 
and  Limerick  ;  and  if  any  steps  will  be 
taken  to  prevent  such  injuries T 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  Shannon 
Drainage  Bill  propoaes  to  raise  £65,000, 
on  the  security  of  navigation  toils  and 
rents  of  mills,  lands,  and  eel  fisheries. 
The  question  of  title  to  the  eel  weirs 
does  not  form  part  of  the  suit  alluded 
to,  thoagh  damages  are  sought  on  the 
grounds  of  enlargementa  or  enhance- 
ment of  ths  eel  weirs.  Complaints,  as 
stated  in  the  question,  were  made,  but 
are  considered  wholly  groundless,  as  the 
eel  fishing  is  only  carried  on  at  periods 
when  the  fish  are  not  migrating  towards 
the  sea. 

VALUES  TO  THE  IRISH  LAND 
COMUISSION. 
Mb.  BYENE  (Wiofclow  W.)  aaked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  chief  valuer  attached  to  the 
Irish  Land  Oommission  was  in  receipt  of 
£1,000  a-year  for  said  office;  whether 
he  is  a  peneioaer  of  Greenwich  Hospital; 
whether  he  is  in  receipt  of  £300  a-year 
pension  from  that  institution;  and, 
what  are  hie  qualifications  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  important  duties  of  chief 
valuer  to  the  Irish  Land  Commission  ? 
•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  facts 
are  as  statedin  thefirst three  paragrapha. 
The  gentleman  in  question  was  for 
many  years  general  estate  manager  for 
Greenwich  Hospital  at  a  salary  of 
£1,400  a-year,  and  has  many  years'  ex- 
perience in  valuing  land. 

Ma.  BBTNE :  Has  this  officer  any 
qnalifioation  whatever  ?  Does  he  know 
soytbing  about  the  valuation  of  land  ? 

Mb.  a  J.  BALFOUB :  I  cannot  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  that  point. 

FAIB  EENTS. 
Me.  BBYNE  aaked  the  Chief  Secre* 


of  Ireland,  assuming  it  to  be  his  inten- 1  tat;  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
tion  to  re-introdnoe  the  Shannon  whether  it  ia  true  that  a  large  number 
Drunage  Bill  thia  Seeaion,  if  he  pro- 1  of  leaseholders  in  the  Eathdrum  Union, 
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county  Wicklow,  served  originating 
notices  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  prior  to 
the  29th  September,  1887;  whether 
these  cases  are  yet  unheard;  whether 
decrees  for  the  old  rents  are  got  against 
the  tenants  one  month  after  each  gale 
becomes  due ;  whether  the  coming  gale, 
due  25th  March  instant,  will  be  two 
years'  rent  since  some  of  the  notices  were 
duly  served ;  whether  he  will  urge  the 
Land  Commission  to  hold  sittings  more 
frequently,  and  avoid  the  grievous 
losses,  delays,  and  inconvenience  to 
which  tenants  are  subjected ;  and,  if  he 
can  say  when  the  next  Court  will  sit  in 
that  Union  ? 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  there 
are  now  136  cases  remaining  unheard 
in  the  Union  of  Rathdrum  in  respect  of 
which  originating  notices  were  received 
prior  to  the  29th  of  September,  1887. 
At  the  last  sitting  in  that  union  184 
oases  were  disposed  of.  Assuming  that 
in  some  of  the  first- mentioned  cases  no 
rent  had  been  paid  since  the  originating 
notices  were  served,  two  years'  rent  will 
apparently  have  since  accrued  at  the 
25th  inst.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
whether  proceedings  have  been  taken 
for  the  ola  rent  in  the  cases  in  question, 
but  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  the 
judicial  rent  when  fixed  will  be  retro- 
spective, and  an  account  had  between 
tne  parties  in  cases  where  the  actual 
payments  made  for  rent  since  accruing 
shall  exceed,  or  are  less  than,  such  judi- 
cial rents,  and  it  is  further  competent  for 
the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  a  stay  of  execution  and  for 
an  Order  from  him  should  he  see  fit  that 
the  arrears  shall  be  spread  over  a  given 
period  for  payment  by  instalments.  It 
IS  probable  there  will  be  another  sitting 
for  this  union  in  May  or  June  next. 

JAMAICA-GOVERNMENT    RAILWAYS. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any  further  decision  had  been 
come  to  in  regard  to  the  proposed  sale 
of  the  Jamaica  Government  Railways 
to  an  American  Syndicate,  payment  to 
be  in  shares  of  a  Company  to  be  incor- 
porated in  New  York;  whether  such 
shares  will  hold  a  prior  lien  on  the  Rail- 
wav  over  all  bonds  and  other  charges ; 
and  whether,  with  a  view  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Railway  system  in  Jamaica, 

Mr,  Bryn$ 


offers  for  the  purchase  of  the  existing: 
Rfidlwa^s,  and  their  extension,  will  be- 
entertamed  if  made  by  EnglislL 
capitalists  ? 

Ths  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth):  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  not  yet  decided 
whether  the  Government  of  Jamaica 
should  be  authorized  to  recommend  to 
the  Legislature  the  proposal  which  haa 
been  made.  If  it  is  carried  out  the 
Company  will  be  incorporated  not  in. 
New  York,  but  in  Jamaica,  under  a 
special  Act.  It  is  proposed  that  the 
payment  for  the  existing  railway  shall 
be  made  partly  in  cash  and  pairtly  ia 
second  mortgage  bonds;  and  that  the 
Government  shall  have  the  right  to 
resume  the  railways  if  they  are  not 
efficiently  worked,  though  its  bonds  will 
rank  after  the  first  mortgage  bonds.  It 
is  understood  that  the  capital  will  be 
principally  raised  in  England.  A  pro- 
visional agreement  was  made  in  the 
Colony  in  November  last,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
confirmation  by  the  Legislative  Council. 
Though  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
other  offers  being  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Jamaica,  they  could  hardly  be 
entertained  by  that  Government  until  a 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  upon  the 
agreement. 

THE  "  CARLO W  SENTINEL.** 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid  liea- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  proprietor  of  the  Carhw  NMondU^t 
and  Lsinstw  Timei  has  been  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  in  default  of 
entering  into  recognizances  to  be  of 
good  behaviour  for  publishing  a  hm^ 
fids  report  of  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League  at  Luggacurren,  the  Gorem* 
ment  will  direct  a  prosecution  of  tte^ 
Carhw  Sentinsl^  a  Tory  newspaper^  for 
publishing  in  February  1888  a  letter 
attacking  the  Leighlinbridge  Branch  of 
the  National  League  for  not  boycottiiii^ 
an  alleged  land  grabber  in  the  distrijQty 
and  in  particular  attacking  the  preaidentl. 
Rev.  J.  E.  Delaney,  C.C.  ? 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  ques- 
tion having  been  brought  before  the 
Attorney  Genercd  for  Ireland,  he  has 
called  for  a  copy  of  the  newspaper  men* 
tioned  and  for  a  Report  as  to  the  dxoum* 
stances. 
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LO  BENQULA. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  M'ABTHUB 
^Leioetter)  asked  tho  Under  Seoretary 
of  State  for  the  Ooloniee  if  he  can 
ftate  to  the  House  what  reply  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>Teminent  intend  to  give  the 
'Ohief  Lo  Bengola,  who  has  just  sent 
Envoys  to  this  country  to  ask  for  proteo- 
-tion  against  foreign  invasion  and  for 
advice  about  whito  men  who  come  to  his 
country  to  dig  for  gold;  and  is  it  in- 
tended to  send  the  reply  by  the  hand  of 
a  duly  accredited  representative  of  the 
Imperial  Oovemment? 

Babon  H.  ds  worms  :  It  would 
not  be  showing  due  consideration  to 
Ix>  Bengula  if  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
men!  were  to  publish  the  reply  about  to 
be  given  to  him  many  weejcs  before  it 
can  reach  him,  and  any  inaocurato  sum- 
mary of  it,  if  toleg^phed  out,  might 
cause  serious  misunderstandinff.  The 
reply,  however,  will  be  friendly,  and 
will  contain  the  recommendation  men- 
tioned in  the  answer  which  I  mve  to 
the  hon.  Qentleman  on  the  15Si  inst. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  send  the  reply  by 
the  hands  of  a  special  messenger  from 
home. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  notes  of  the  privato  inquiry  held  by 
the  present  Ck>unty  Oourt  Judffe  Ourran 
in  reference  to  Uie  Phoenix  Park  murders 
were  furnished  to  agents  of  the  Time* ; 
and,  if  so,  by  whom  r 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTB:  The  notes 
mentioned  were  neither  furnished  to, 
nor  in  any  way  seen  by,  the  agents  of 
the  Tims9. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY :    In  whose  hands 
are  these  documents  kept  f 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTB:  I  cannot 
answer  the  question  off-hand,  but  I  sup- 
pose they  are  in  the  Oastle. 

Mb.  OHANOE  :  Oan  neither  a  copy, 
nor  an  extract,  nor  a  prim  be  given  r 

«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTB :  That  is  the 
information  supplied  to  me. 

AFFAIBS   AX   TANGIER. 

SiB  B.  FO  WLEB  (London)  asked  the 
XTnder  Secretanr  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  to  state  the  nature  of  the  British 
daims  which  a  portion  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean Squadron  has  been  sent  to 
to  enforee;  whether  the  Sultan 


of   Morocco   has   ever  sanctioned  the 
toleg^phio  cable  between  Tangier  and 
Europe,  injury  to  which  is  alleged  to  be 
a  ground  of  complaint,  or  has  made  him- 
self  in   any  way  responsible   for   ite 
maintenance ;  whether  Oape  Tuby ,  where 
injuries  are  said  to  have  been  done  to 
certein   traders,    for  which  it  is  also 
alleged  that  reparation  is  now  sought, 
is  within  the  authority  of  the  Sulten  of 
Morocco';    and  whether  Her  Majestv's 
Government  is  aware  that  demands  for 
compensation,  on  account  of  misconduct 
by  tribes  over  which   the   Sulten   of 
Morocco  has  no  real  control,  are  likely 
to  lead  to  extortionate   demands    and 
violent  reprisals,   seriously  imperilling 
the  interesto  of  the  natives  ? 
♦The    XTNDEB     SECBETABY     op 
STATE    fob    FOBEIQN    AFFAIBS 
(Sir  J.  Febousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
There  are  obvious  reasons  why  I  cannot 
stete  particularly  the  claims  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  make  upon  the 
Government  of  Morocco.    The  sanction 
of  the  Sulten  to  the  telegraphic  cable 
was  communicated  by  the  Moorish  Oom- 
missionor  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  Her 
Majesty's  Minister.    It  is  true  that  he 
afterwards  attempted  to  withdraw  it; 
but  Her  Majesty ^s  Government  do  not 
admit  his  rignt  to  do  so.   Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  have   never  admitted  the 
sovereimty  of   the  Sultan   over  Oape 
Juby;  out  he,  on  the  contrary,  claims 
to    exercise    authority    there,    and    it 
was  by  an  armed  force  of  his  soldiers 
that    the     European    servanto    of   an 
English  company  were  treacherously  set 
upon,  and  one  of  them  killed  and  two 
wounded.    Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
will  not  make  demands  which  are  liable 
to  lead  to  extortion  or  injustice. 

BRITISH  AGENCY  AT  ZANZIBAR. 

Mb.  BUOHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  XTnder  Secretary  of  Steto  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true  that 
Oolonel  Euan  Smith,  theOonsul  Oeneral 
at  Zanzibar,  is  coming  home  on  leave  ; 
whether  it  is  at  the  instence  of  the 
Government  tiiat  he  is  coming  to  Eng- 
land ;  and,  who  is  to  look  after  the  in- 
tereste  of  British  subjecte  at  Zanzibar 
during  his  absence  P 
«SiB  TAMES  FEBOUSSON :  Oolonel 
Euan  Smith  has  been  directed  to  come 
home  in  order  to  confer  with  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  Government.  Mr.  Portal,  a 
diplomatio  officer  of  proved  ability,  will 
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woceed  to  Zanzibar  to  take  c^iar^  of 
the  Agvnoy  during  his  absence. 

SUGAR  BOONTIES  CONVENTION. 
Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any  of  the  following 
oonntries — numely,  the  United  States, 
^anoe,  Brazil,  Austria,  and  Belgium — 
have,  sinoQ  the  signing  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties  Convention,  signified  their  in- 
tuition of  abandoning  their  several  atti- 
tndee  of  indifference  or  reserve,  or  of 
ftdharing  to  the  Convention  unoondi- 
tionally ;  and,  if  he  can  state  how  manj, 
and  which  countries  have  given  their 
final  adhesion  to  the  ConTeution  so  as 
to  be  now  conuultted  to  it  unreservedly, 
■abject  only  to  formal  ratiGcation  ? 
*SiE  JAMES  FEKGU8S0N :  Anatria 
and  Belgium  have  announced  their  in- 
tention to  take  part  in  the  Commission 
to  consider  the  laws  in  connection  with 
the  Convention  of  Angust  30,  1668, 
which,  in  pursuance  of  the  declaration 
of  that  date,  will  meet  on  the  let  of 
May  next.  The  Powers  signatory  to 
the  Convention  are  proceeding  with  the 
measures  necessary  lo  give  effect  to  it. 
Information  with  respect  to  the  final 
attitude  of  Fowere  which  did  not  sign 
the  Convention  on  the  SOth  of  Angust 
cannot  yet  be  given. 

MB.  ANDERSON  AND  THE  SPECIAL 

C0MUIR8I0N. 
Hn.  LABOUCHESE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Ur.  B. 
Anderson  submitted  the  letter  signed  by 
him,  and  published  in  the  Tinui  on  the 
21st  instant,  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  obtained  his  permission  to  publish 
it ;  what  position  Mr.  Anderson  occnpied 
in  the  Civil  Service  when  he  joined  it, 
and  what  washis  official  salaiy;  whether 
he  fulfilled  the  duties  of  this  office  whilst 
eiiM>loyed  as  a  detective  of  the  Home 
Office ;  whether  there  are  any  other  in- 
atanees  of  Civil  servanta  receiving  a 
public  salary  for  specific  services  in  a 
pablio  department  and  being  employed 
aa  detectives  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  head  of  the  department,  and  re- 
ceiving a  secret  salary;  whether  Mr. 
Anderson  was  handed  over  by  the 
Secxetary  of  State  for  the  Home  D^ 
partment  the  moneys  which  were  paid 
to  Beaob  for  his  oommnnioationa ;  and 
Sir  Jamtt  Ftrytut&n 


whether  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  Mr> 
Anderson,  in  his  letter  of  Qlst  March, 
that  communications  paid  for  by  the  tas- 
pajer,  and  received  by  a  person  receiving 
a  Mlary  on  account  of  their  receipt,  are 
the  property  of  the  writer  or  of  the 
person  to  whom  they  are  addressed  if 
they  are  kept  at  the  private  residence  of 
the  latter  and  not  "  filed"  in  a  Qovem- 
ment  Office? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 
Mr.  Anderson  joined  the  Civil  Service 
as  Secretary  to  the  Prisons  CommiS' 
sion,  at  a  salary  of  £600  a-year,  and 
fulfilled  the  duties  of  that  office  oontinu- 
ouslj  until  be  was  appointed  Assistant 
Commiasioner  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
in  September  last.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs  of  the  hon^ 
Member's  question,  it  would  be  contrary 
to  my  duty  to  give  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  House  of  Commons  any  information 
as  to  the  manner  in  which,  or  the  persons 
to  whom,  secret  service  money  has  been, 
dispensed  by  my  predecessors  or  bv* 
myself  beyond  this — that  the  rules  laid 
downbythe  Treasury  Minutes  (April  19 
1886,  and  April  12  18S8)  on  that  sub- 
ject have  been  and  will  be  observed  by 
me.  As  to  the  last  paragraph,  the 
doctrine  stated  in  that  paragraph  doea 
not  appear  to  me  to  represent  aoourately 
the  ellect  of  Mr.  Anderson's  letter  of  the 
tilst  of  March,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  lay 
down  any  general  rule  applicable  to  all 
secret  service  documents. 

Ma.  LABOXJCHKEIE :  Allow  me  to- 
ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  be  blamed  Sir 
C.  Warren,  the  late  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Fohce,  for  publishing  in  the  news- 
papers bis  views  upon  matters  in  general 
connected  with  his  office,  he  will  inSiot 
some  sort  of  blame  npon  this  gentleman 
for  publishing  this  lettw? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  I  shaU  deal  with 
the  matter  with  a  due  sense  of  my  own 
responsibility  in  relation  to  the  great 
office  which  I  hold ;  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared at  present  to  state  what  oourse  I 
shall  take. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Oentlamsn  whether  it  was  by 
his  sanction  that  Mr.  Anderson,  a» 
stated  in  his  letter  yesterday,  furnished 
Mr.  Macdonald,  of  the  TimM,  with  the- 
name  of  a  oonfldential  person  to  support 
the  TVmm  in  what  is  eaUed  the  Amonoan 
branch  of  the  oaae;   and,    if  not,   oa 
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wlioee  authority  did  Mr.  Anderson  pro- 
eeed  f  I  wish  also  to  ask  whether  In- 
spector Andrews,  whom  he  admits  to 
have  been  sent  out  to  America  since  the 
Act  forming  the  Commission  was  passed, 
was  the  confidential  person  who  nelped 
the  T\mei  with  the  American  part  of  the 
ease  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Anderson  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  question 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Andrews  does  not  in 
any  way  arise  out  of  the  question  on 
the  Paper.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  put  it  down.  With  regard  to 
the  first  part  of  the  question,  my 
answer  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  it  was  regular  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Anderson  to  give  a  private  indi- 
vidual—Mr. Macdonald,  of  the  TimM 
— secret  assistance  with  i^g&rd  to  the 
American  branch  of  the  Tim$i  case, 
which  knowledge  must  have  come  con- 
fidentially to  Mr.  Anderson  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS .  When  the  hon. 
Oentleman  asks  me  whether  it  was 
regular,  I  presume  he  means  to  ask  me 
whether  it  was  contrary  to  any  rule  of 
the  Civil  Service.  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  rule  has  been  broken. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  at  the  option  of  the  Civil 
Servants  to  supply  private  litigants  with 
such  secret  or  confidential  information 
as  may  be  in  their  hands,  and  which  has 
come  to  them  as  Government  officials 
from  persons  who  were  in  receipt  of 
State  pay  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  to  understand  that. 

Mb.  BHADLAUGH  :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  of  the  evidence  of  Le 
Caroni  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the 
Secret  Service  Vote  I  shall  draw  attention 
to  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Vote. 

Mb.  GILL  riiouth,  S.):  Will  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  say  at  what  date 
Mr.  Anderson  joined  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  That  is  not  in 
the  question. 

NAVAL  EXPENDITUBE. 

LoBD  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.j)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
wnether  it  was  the  fact  that  the  money 
expended  upon  armaments  and  new  con- 
struction in  the  year  1888-89,  as  set 
forth  on  pages  102  and  159  of  the  Navy 
Estimates,    1 889  90,    if    continued    for 


five  years,  would  have  amounted  to 
£22,748,250,  or,  in  other  words,  would 
have  exceeded  the  estimated  expenditure 
under  the  new  programme  by  about  one- 
million  and  aquarter f 

Mb.    R.   W;    duff    (Banff)  asked 
whether  the  Return  moved  for  by  th^ 
noble  Lord  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  before  the  Navy  Votes  were^ 
proceeded  with  f 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY    (Mr.    Fobwood,    Lancashire^ 
Ormskirk) :  In  answer  to  the  last  ques- 
tion, I  may  say  that  I  hope  the  Return 
will  be  in  the  hands  oi  Members  oit 
Monday,  or,  at  the  latest,  on  Tuesdays 
next.     My  noble  Friend  has  in  his  ques* 
tion  fallen  into  an  error  similar  to  the 
one  where  he  assumed  that  the  whole  ot 
the  Shipbuilding  Vote  was  available  for 
new  construction  alone.    He  asks  me  if 
the  amounts  provided  under  the  Ord- 
nance    Vote      of      1888-89  —  namely, 
£1,863,500    (which,    I    think,    is    the- 
highest  fieure  ever  reached)  would,  if 
added  to  the  expenditure  of  that  year  oik. 
new  construction — namely,  £2,686,150^ 
produce    in    five    years    the    sum    of^ 
£22,748,250,    or    one    million    and    a^ 
quarter  in  excess  of  the  total  estimated 
cost  of  the  new  programme.      As    an» 
arithmetical  calculation  his  fig^ures  are- 
correct,  but  his  deductions  are  erroneous. 
The    new   programme  of  shipbuilding* 
and  its  armament  only  absorbs  a  portion^ 
of  the  provision  that  has  to  be  made 
under  the  Shipbuilding  and  Ordnanoo^ 
Votes  during  the  next  five  years.    The 
ships  now  building  and  completing  have^ 
also  to  be  finished  at  an  estimated  cost 
of      £1,500,000,     excluding     cost      of 
armament.      This    is    quite    indepen- 
dent   of   the    new  programme.      The^ 
new    programme  wiU    gradually  come^ 
to    a    conclusion    during    the     yeara 
1893-94,  and  provision  is  proposed  to  be^ 
made  of  a  sum  of  £3,000,000  available^ 
for  new  ships  to  be  then  commenced.. 
Adding  the  sums  together,  we  have  a 
sum  of  £4,500,000  over  and  above  tho 
cost  of  the  construction  of  the  ships  in 
the  new  programme.      The    Ordnanoe 
Vote  stands  at  £1,468,000,  and,  multi*^ 
plying  this  by  five,  we  have  a  figure  of 
£7,317,500  available   during  the  next 
five  years.    Of  this  sum  only  £2,850,000* 
is  required  for  the  armament  of  ships- 
the     new    programme,    leaving    a 
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balance  of  £4,467,500  which  is  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  armament  of  thes» 
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-ahipa  dov  building,  to  pTOvide  tb«  ordi- 
nary requireme&td  of  the  Fleet,  and  b 
meet  the  tai^  arrears  of  peat  yean  in 
■tores  and  gune.  Adding  to  tha 
£21,500,000,  which  is  the  cost  of  the 
new  proKramme,  the  sams  I  have  named 
—Til.,  £4,S00,000  and  £4,467,500,  we 
have  to  provide  for  a  total  approximate 
ODtlaj  of  30  millioDB  and  a-Iuuf  in  sew 
•onstrnction  and  under  the  Ordnance 
Vote  dnring  the  next  fire  jears. 

Loas  0.  B£RESFOBD  (Marble- 
bone,  £.) ;  May  I  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
wbetiier  I  am  oorreot  in  stating  that  the 
Mtual  net  inorease  of  the  Shipbuilding 
Tot«,  over  and  above  what  ia  called  the 
waste,  which  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiral^  put  down  as  £1,800,000  ' 
the  itatement  of  1877,  the  actual  i 
crease  proposed  at  this  moment,  taking 
the  armaments  oat  of  it,  is  £9,635,000 
for  die  next  five  yearsF 

Ua.  FORWOOD :  I  must  ask  for 
Dotioe  of  the  (question.  I  think  the 
information  is  mcluded  in  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Faddington, 

Lord  B.  OHUHOHILL:  When  I 
have  thoroughly  mastered  the  answer 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
has  given  I  shall  put  a  further  ques- 
tion. I  beg  now  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  explain 
the  difference  between  the  figures  of 
expenditure  on  new  pro^amme  and 
■hips  in  progress  shown  in  his  Memoran- 
dum of  Btb  March,  and  the  figures  of 
expenditure  on  new  programme  and 
ehips  in  pr^resi  shown  on  page  159  of 
tlie  Navj  Estimates  of  this  year,  and 
which  of  the  documents  is  authentic  and 
aooorate  f 

Mn.  FOBWOOD:  Both  statements 
are  oorreot.  The  one  in  the  Uemoran- 
.  dum  refers  to  money  to  be  voted,  and 
the  other  to  the  value  of  stores  and 
Ubonr  to  be  expended.  The  difference 
between  the  amounts  estimated  as 
required  to  oompleto  ships  in  progress 
as  shown  in  the  Estimates  (page  159) 
and  that  g^ven  in  the  Memorandnm  of 
8th  March,  arises  &om  payments  being 
inoladed  en  aooount  of  gun  monntinga 
and  fittings,  &c.,  which  will  not  be  com- 
pleted in  1689-90,  and  therefore  cannot 
appear  in  the  expense  acoonnts  to  the 
debit  of  the  ships  aa  expenditure  in  that 
year,  provision  for  which  has,  however, 
to  be  made  under  Vote  B  in  18S9-90. 
The  amount  shown  on  the  Memorandum 
Jtr.JFitrvMi 
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for  new  construction  in  the  Dockyards — 
viz.,  £2,650,000,  is  the  maximum  amount 
of  expenditure  propoeed  to  he  allowed 
inTthe  Bill  which  my  noble  Friend  hopes 
to  be  allowed  to  introduce  in  the  oourse 
of  a  tsw  days. 

THE  fiOTAL  HABINE8. 

LoBO  B.  OHUBOHILL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltv  whether  he 
would  lay  upon  the  Table  copies  <ri 
OolonelOrease's  scheme  for  re-organizing 
the  Boyal  Marines,  and  of  all  Beports 
and  Papers  on  the  snbieat  ? 

LoBD  QEOBGE  HAMILTON :  The 
scheme  in  question  is  one  suggested 
by  an  officer,  when  in  a  subordinate 
position,  upon  the  re-o^anization  of 
nis  own  cor^.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  advisable  to  make  documents 
of  this  character  Farliamentary  Papers. 
If  the  OommiseioQ  specially  appomted 
to  inquire  into  the  organization  and  ad- 
ministratioD  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  ie  a  Member, 
desire  this  schema  and  the  papers  at- 
tached to  it,  I  will  at  once  produce  it. 

THE  PRISON  TREATMENT  OF  UR.  W 
O'BRIBN. 
Ma.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary for  Ireland  whether  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  was  to  be  held  by  a  member  of 
the  Prisons  Board  or  an  inspector; 
whether  Mr.  O'Brien  might  be  repre- 
sented by  counsel ;  whether  he  would 
be  present  during  the  examination  of 
witnesses,  and  whether  the  wit- 
aesees  might  be  examined  b^  him  or 
his  oonnsu ;  whether  persons  mterested 
might  be  present  at  the  inquiry ;  whether 
the  visiting  justioes  and  obapl^ns  who 
oould  g^ve  evidenoe  would  be  summoned ; 
whether  every  witness  would  be  sworn ; 
whether  the  evidenoe  would  be  taken 
down  by  a  sworn  shorthand  writer; 
and  how  eoon  he  expected  to  lay  a  copy 
of  the  evidenoe  npon  the  Table  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALF0T7B:  In  aooord- 
ance  with  the  usual  praotioe,  the 
inquiry  ia  being  held  by  an  in- 
spector, and  without  the  presence  of 
ODunsel.  The  inquiry  is  not  into  any 
aoousations  made  agunst  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  he  has,  therefore,  no  right  to  be 
present  during  the  examination  of  other 
witnesses  or  to  aroee-examine  them. 
Mr.  O'Brien  will  be  aflbrded  full  oppoi^ 
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tanity  for  giying  bis  own  testimonT. 
All  persons,  who  it  is  believed  can  give 
material  evidence,  will  be  called,  and  all 
witnesses  will  be  sworn.  In  accordance 
with  the  inyariable  practice  the  evidence 
is  taken  down  in  longhand,  and  each 
witness's  deposition  is  signed  by  him 
after  he  has  heard  it  read.  The  result 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  close  of  the  inquiry. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  Who  will 
cross-examine  the  witnesses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  in- 
mpector  who  carries  out  the  investiga- 
tion. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oenileman  aware  that  in  Dundalk 
Oaol,  in  1881,  when  suspects  were  im- 
prisoned under  Mr.  Forster's  Act,  an 
inquiry  was  held  respecting  the  officials ; 
that  then  prisoners  were  allowed  to  be 
present  during  the  examination  of  the 
officials  and  to  cross-examine  the  offi- 
cials, although  no  accusation  was  made 
against  the  prisoners — they  were  the 
accusers ;  whether  that  precedent  would 
be  followed  on  the  present  occasion,  and, 
if  not,  why  not;  also,  whether  Mr. 
O'Brien  has  agreed  to  be  examined;  and 
whether  the  Mayor  of  Glonmel  and 
others  who  may  tender  themselves  to  be 
examined  will  be  examined  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  any  person 
can  show  that  he  is  able  to  give  material 
evidence,  I  should  say  that  he  wilh  be 
examined.  But  I  understand  that  the 
Mayor  of  Clonmel  derived  his  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  therefore  it 
might  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  be 
examined  in  addition  to  Mr.  O'Brien. 
With  regard  to  the  precedent,  I  never 
heard  of  it ;  but  it  is  obvious  that  it  is 
not  on  all  fours  with  this  case,  for  it 
would  appear  that  the  prisoners  then 
made  accusations  against  the  prison 
officials,  and  no  accusation  has  been 
made  by  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman forgets  that  Mr.  O'Brien  has 
made  charges  against  the  prison  doctor 
who  met  him  on  his  entrance  into  prison, 
and  against  the  warders  who  assaulted 
him. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  investi- 
gation was  not  instituted  on  the  request 
and  complaint  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  With 
regard  to  the  precedent  quoted,  I  will 
inquire,  but  I  am  told  there  is  no  mich. 

Mb.  OOX  (Glare,  B.) :  I  was  one  of 
the  prisoners  in  1881,  and  I  was  ex- 
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amined  and  was  present  at  the  examina- 
tion of  the  officials,  and  cross-examined 

thfi  wArdfirs 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  this  is  not  a 
case  of   complaint  against  the  prison 
officials,  what  is  it  ? 
*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

MILITARY  PENSIONS  AND  PROMOTION. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
Major  General,  who  was  selected  for  the 
command  of  a  district  early  in   1887, 
went  to  the  expense  of  fitting  out  for 
the  command,  and    actually  held  the 
appointment  for  one  year,  but  was  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  General 
before  he  had  held  the  command  for  the 
full  qualifying  period  of  two  years,  will 
be  allowed  to  count  in  any  way   the 
period  of  such  employment,  or  whether 
he  will  be  held  to  haye  been  unem- 
ployed for  the  whole  period  of  five  years 
ending  3 1st  March,  1889,  and  will  there- 
upon be  compulsorily  retired ;  whether 
the  officer  in  question  ran  through  the 
gmde  of  Major  General  in  about  three 
and  a-half  years,  the  usual  period  being 
nine  and  a-half  years,  and  it  was  con- 
sequently almost  impossible  for  him  ta 
be  employed  for    the    full  qualifying 
period  in  a  Major  General's  appoint- 
ment ;  whether,  besides  the  addition  of 
another  General  in  the  prime  of  life  to 
the  Pension  list  at  an  annual  future 
extra  cost  of  £810,  his  retirement  will 
also  tend  to  the  longer  retention  by  ita 
present  holder,  at  its  present  salary,  of 
an  office  for  which  his  successor  is  to 
receive  £500  a- year  less  than   is  now 
paid;    and,   whether,   in    riew  of    an 
annual  saving  of  over  £1,300,  and  the 
fact  that  the  officer  in  question  waa 
actually  employed  as  described,  and  ha» 
been  further  recommended  for  employ- 
ment, he  will  exercise  any  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  by  Paragraph  95  of 
the  Royal  Warrant,  and  in  so  special  a 
case  help  io  keep  down  the  overgrown 
Pension  List  of  Officers  f 

«Mb.  STANHOPE:  I  presume  that 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  the  case 
of  Lieutenant  General  Tupper.  If  spy 
I  can  only  say  that  tnat  officer 
accepted  the  command  at  Woolwich 
with  the  full  knowledge  that  he  would 

Srobably  be  promoted  to  lieutonant 
eneral  in  a  few  months,  and 
that  on  such  promotion  he  would 
have     to     vacate     the    appointment.. 
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The  limit  of  two  jean  as  a  bar  to  the  manT  vaterlogged  dietriote  in  Irdand 
non-employment  rule  far  retirement  vas  needing  saeh  drainage  operatione,  and 
deliberately  adopted ;  and  I  am  not  pre-  amongst  others  the  Carlingford,  Johns- 
pared  to  recommend  a  departure  fkom '  tovn.  Collohillr  and  Dorrow  Valley,  in 
it ;  nor  do  I  think  this  is  a  case  in  which ,  Xorth  Kilkenny,  wherein  the  occupiers, 
I  could  interfere  under  Article  95.  As  being  statutory  termors,  bave  at  their 
regards  the  non  eifectire  list,  if  this  own  proper  expenses  fulfilled  the  neces- 
omcer  did  not  now  retire,  his  retire-  sary  pretiminariee  and  procured  from 
ment  could  only  be  postponed  for  a  com-  the  Local  Qoremment  Board  approval 
paratiyely  short  time,  and  would  then    and  sanction  for  the  required  expendi- 


be  probably  on  a  higher  annual  rate  of 
pay  ;  and  oiYx^t  retirements  would  take 
place  as  a  reHult,  which  would  go  far 
towards  neutralizing  any  saring.  With 
reference  to  the  Royal  Military  Academy 
and  the  pnmpective  saving  suggested  in 
the  question,  I  hope  to  make  arrange- 
ments whivh  will  give  immediate  effect 
%o  the  rttductiou  of  expense. 


rrillilC  \Vt)RKS  IN  IRELAXD. 

Mr.  MAUUM  Kilkenoy,  N.)  asked 
the  C^hiof  ^H^Ttttary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  IreUud  when  Her  Majesty's 
Uorerument  pi-opose  to  introduce  a 
measure  embuiiyiug  th«  recommenda- 
tiouH  uf  thtf  K>>yal  Commission  on 
IVblic  Work^  «,lrt»Iaud),  appointed 
i>vtuboi'  l^tiit),  ill  refereuce  to  railway 
extension  KeiK»rtilly«  and  also  for  the 
couHolidntiitu  of  the  earlier  Tramway 
Aots  aud  tho  Act  of  US3,  and  the 
ashiiuilatioii  of  their  provinious  to  those 
iu  ^^euerul  Uui^wAv  Aotsi,  especially  in 
relation  ti>  (ho  "  Loiuster  Ooal  Field*' 
iu  tho  County  of  Kilkouuy,  referred  to 
iu  (ho  .tStli  {»ara;;r««ph  of  the  Keport  of 
the  ^VniiniMhioiuirM,  «uid  couoeruing 
whioh  (%  dopu'atiou  waited  upon  him 
la<tt  8i»«(U\»n  ? 

Mk.  a  J  liAIbVCK:  The  hon. 
Moaihor  in  :iWH  o  that,  as  indicated  in 
tho  Uuoou'm  ^|u»tKh,  the  Oovemment 
h\»^iod  u»  :i.Hk  (Ikii  lliuirtf)  to  pass  certain 
ui04iMuit*<«  t\>r  tli>\rU»piiig  the  material 
i-ii:>ouu  ivt  i»i  lioliiiiil.  It  is  not  custom- 
iii>  to  |k;i\i«  iliifails  of  measures  so 
f4ii-it.shaiU>\\otl  irifil  (ho  nu^asures  them- 
aulvi's  .ui»  )»»iMi/,li(  hot\^ro  the  House  on 
u  jj^uM  iiii  \loti.»ii  <iuil  I  itMir  I  must  ask 
iLo  Uttii  \l«Miili,>i  (o  bo  kind  enough  to 
oiLi  u>o  mi-  il  I  lUi  not  do^Mut  from  the 

Usiutil  [ti. It  till*  ill  thtfi  ronp^Kit. 

Mu  M  MM'  \t  u^kod  iho  Chief  Secre- 
lui>  to  Ihf  l.oil  I'ioiitouuut  of  Ireland 
whoihci  Uiii  iitiiiutioii  bus  b(HU)  directed 


ture  of  £32,000;  that  the  present 
inartificial  and  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  the  Drainage  Acts  relating  to  Lreland 
impede  and  deter  parties  interested 
from  carrying  out  drainage  operations ; 
and,  whedier,  in  view  of  the  foregoing. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  prepared 
forthwith  to  introduce  a  general  con- 
solidation measure  embodying  the 
recommendations  of  the  Hoyal  Com- 
mission, so  as  to  constitute  a  general 
workable  Drainage  Code,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  passing  of  the  projected  local 
Drainage  Bills,  which  may  possibly  be 
rejected  from  local  causes  or  local 
inapplicability  ?  

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  am  aware 
of  the  recommendations  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  am  fully  alive 
to  the  benefits  that  might  be  anticipated 
from  a  consolidation  measure ;  bat  im- 
portant as  this  subject  is,  I  am,  as  I 
have  more  than  once  stated  in  the 
House,  of  opinion  that  the  Drainage 
and  Railway  Bills  which  I  hope  to 
introduce  are  of  greater  importance. 

Ma.  CONYBEARE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
boroe"^ :  When  does  the  ri^^  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  IntrMooe  the 
Draiuage  Bills  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  say 
now — it  depends  entirely  on  the  state  (rf 
public  business. 


tu  tliu  Fu:il  lii'poil  ot  (Uo  Koynl  Com- 
luibsitiu  ou  I't-btui  \Vo(ks  ^ltvland\  in 
lufoinui'ii  to  .utt'iiul  uud  iivov  drainage* 
mLuIIioi    Uo  i.i    i(\K;ue    (hat    thure    are 


TITHE  DISTRAINTS  IN  WALES. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merionedi- 
shiriO  ankfHl  the  Secretary  of  State  fbr 
the  liome  Department  whether  he  had 
rooeirod  any  Report  of  the  serious  con- 
fiiots  which  took  place  on  Tuesday  laaft 
between  the  police  and  the  people  at 
Penybryn,  Cardiganshire,  in  connection 
with  the  collection  of  tithes  ? 
♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  hare 
received  a  Report  Arom  the  Chief  Con- 
stable. He  informs  me  that  on  the  19th 
inst.,  accompanied  by  40  constables  and 
two  Superintendents  of  his  own  andof  the 
Carmarthenshire  force,  he  proceeded  to 
the  parish  of  Penybryn,  for  the  puxpoeo 
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tanity  for  giving  his  own  testimonj. 
All  persons,  who  it  is  believed  can  give 
material  evidenoe,  will  be  called,  and  all 
witnesses  will  be  sworn.  In  accordance 
with  the  invariable  practice  the  evidence 
is  taken  down  in  longhand,  and  each 
witness's  deposition  is  signed  by  him 
after  he  has  heard  it  read.  The  result 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  close  of  the  inquiry. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT :  Who  will 
cross-examine  the  witnesses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  in- 
spector  who  carries  out  the  investiga- 
tion. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  Dundalk 
Oaol,  in  1881,  when  suspects  were  im- 
prisoned under  Mr.  Forster's  Act,  an 
inquiry  was  held  respecting  the  officials ; 
that  then  prisoners  were  allowed  to  be 
present  during  the  examination  of  the 
officials  and  to  cross-examine  the  offi- 
cials, although  no  accusation  was  made 
against  the  prisoners — they  were  the 
accusers ;  whether  that  precedent  would 
be  followed  on  the  present  occasion,  and, 
if  not,  why  not;  also,  whether  Mr. 
O'Brien  has  agreed  to  be  examined;  and 
whether  the  Mayor  of  Olonmel  and 
others  who  may  tender  themselves  to  be 
examined  will  be  examined  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  any  person 
can  show  that  he  is  able  to  give  material 
evidence,  I  should  say  that  he  wiU^  be 
examined.  But  I  understand  that  the 
Mayor  of  Glonmel  derived  his  informa- 
tion from  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  ther^ore  it 
might  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  be 
examined  in  addition  to  Mr.  O'Brien. 
With  regard  to  the  precedent,  I  never 
heard  of  it ;  but  it  is  obvious  that  it  is 
not  on  all  fours  with  this  case,  for  it 
would  appear  that  the  prisoners  then 
made  accusations  against  the  prison 
officials,  and  no  accusation  has  been 
made  by  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman forgets  that  Mr.  O'Brien  has 
made  charges  against  the  prison  doctor 
who  met  him  on  his  entrance  into  prison, 
and  against  the  warders  who  assaulted 
him. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  investi- 
gation was  not  instituted  on  the  request 
and  complaint  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  With 
regard  to  the  precedent  quoted,  I  will 
inquire,  but  I  am  told  there  is  no  mich. 

Mm.  OOX  (Clare,  B.) :  I  was  one  of 
the  prisoners  in  1881,  and  I  was  ex- 
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amined  and  was  present  at  the  examina- 
tion of  the  officials,  and  cross-examined 
the  warders. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  this  is  not  a 
case  of   complaint  ag^nst  the  prison 
officials,  what  is  it  ? 
*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

MILITARY  PENSIONS  AND  PROMOTION. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  a 
Major  General,  who  was  selected  for  the 
command  of  a  district  early  in   1887, 
went  to  the  expense  of  fitting  out  for 
the  command,  and    actually  held  the 
appointment  for  one  year,  but  was  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  Oeneral 
before  he  had  held  the  command  for  the 
full  qualifying  period  of  two  years,  will 
be  allowed  to  count  in  any  way   the 
period  of  such  employment,  or  whether 
he  will  be  held  to  haye  been  unem- 
ployed for  the  whole  period  of  five  years 
ending  3 1st  March,  1889,  and  will  there- 
upon be  compulsorily  retired ;  whether 
the  officer  in  question  ran  through  the 
gmde  of  Major  Oeneral  in  about  three 
and  a-half  years,  the  usual  period  being^ 
nine  and  a-half  years,  and  it  was  con- 
sequently almost  impossible  for  him  ta 
be  employed  for    the   full  qualifying 
period  in  a  Major  Oeneral's  appoint- 
ment ;  whether,  besides  the  addition  of 
another  Oeneral  in  the  prime  of  life  to 
the  Pension  list  at  an  annual  future 
extra  cost  of  £810,  his  retirement  will 
also  tend  to  the  longer  retention  by  ita 
present  holder,  at  its  present  salary,  of 
an  office  for  which  his  successor  is  ta 
receiye  £500  a-year  less  than   is  now 
paid;    and,   whether,    in    yiew  of    an 
annual  saving  of  over  £1,300,  and  the 
fact  that  the  officer  in  question  waa 
actually  employed  as  described,  and  ha^ 
been  further  recommended  for  employ- 
ment, he  will  exerdse  any  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  by  Paragraph  95  of 
the  Royal  Warrant,  and  in  so  special  a 
case  help  to  keep  down  the  overgrown 
Pension  list  of  Officers  f 

«Mb.  STANHOPE:  I  presume  that 
my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  the  case 
of  Lieutenant  Oeneral  Tupper.  If  so, 
I  can  only  say  that  tnat  officer 
accepted  the  command  at  Woolwich 
with  the  full  knowledge  that  he  would 
probably  be  promoted  to  Lieutenant 
General  in  a  few  months,  and 
that  on  such  promotion  he  would 
have     to     vacate     the    appointment* 


531       Ruident  MagUtratei 


{COMMONS} 


in  Ireland. 


53^ 


Member.  In  any  case,  if  the  Gk)yemor 
used  any  means  for  indaciog  Tracy  to 
giye  false  evidence,  either  for  the  Timei 
or  other  parties,  he  would  be  guilty  of  a 
criminal  offence  and  could  be  proceeded 
against. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Apart 
altogether  from  the  question  whether 
the  Governor  is  guilty  or  not,  is  not  the 
Prison  Board  going  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Governor  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  should 
think  the  Commissioners  are  perfectly 
ready  to  take  action  in  case  any  specific 
accusation  is  brought  to  their  notice. 

Ma.  J.  F.  O'BRIEN:  Are  the 
Gt>vemment  content  to  let  public  judg- 
ment on  these  charges  go  against  them  by 
default  ? 

RESIDENT  MAGISTRATES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ( 1 )  whether  a  sen- 
tence of  six  months'  imprisonment  in 
default  of  bail  (which  was  given),  was  in- 
flicted on  Mr.  Moore  Stack  by  Captain 
Welch,  B.M.,  atTralee  on  February  12, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  trial  of  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Cecil  Koche,  B.M.,  who 
presided  at  Mr.  O'Brien's  trial ;  (2)  whe- 
ther the  following  was  a  correct  tran- 
script of  the  evidence  against  Mr.  Stack 
given  by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche: — 

**  I  am  aware  that  this  town  is  proclaimed, 
forbidding  all  meetings.  I  hand  in  a  copy  of 
it  {sie),  signed  by  Mr.  Brown,  R.M.,  whose  sig- 
nature I  am  acquainted  with.  I  arrived  from 
Petty  Sessions  at  Killamey  at  a  little  past  4, 
and  proceeded  with  a  body  of  police  and  mili- 
tary, under  the  command  of  Colonel  Turner, 
from  the  station  to  the  gaol  at  Tralee.  They 
were  escorting  a  prisoner  named  William 
O'Brien  to  the  gaol.  There  was  a  large  and 
most  disorderly  crowd,  cheering  and  booing, 
on  the  street.  They  booed  for  mi.  Balfour  and 
myself.  When  a  little  past  Benner*s  Hotel,  I 
defendant,  Mr.  Stack,  standing  at  the  door 


of  a  house  among  a  group  of  persons.  When 
the  car  conveying  William  O'Brien,  the  pri- 
soner, passed  by,  X  saw  the  defendant  take  off 
his  hat  and  wave  it  over  his  head,  and  at  that 
time  there  was  mingled  cheering  and  booing 
from  the  people  in  the  street.  From  my  know- 
Mge  of  the  town  of  Tralee  asa  Keddent  Magi- 
strate, I  think  such  conduct  is  extremely 
likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  ^Signed), 
Cecil  K.  Boche  '* ; 

(3)  whether  Mr.  Stack  was  tried  in  the 
police  barrack  for  that  alleged  offence; 
^4)  was  there  any  other  evidence  save 
that  above  given ;  (6)  whether  tb<^' 
sition  purported    to  have  b< 

Mr.  A.  J  Balfimr 


under  the  Petty  Sessions  Act^ 
(6)  was  it  legal  to  try  such  cases 
out  of  Petty  Sessions;  (7)  was  the 
result  of  summarily  trjing  Mr.. 
Stack  that  the  local  unpaid  Justices^ 
such  as  Mr.  Latchford  and  Mr.  Donovan, 
J.P.'s  were  deprived  of  all  opportunity 
of  adjudicating  in  a  case  where  they 
had  equal  jurisdiction  with  the  Besident 
Magistrates ;  TS)  were  there  other  pri- 
soners similarly  dealt  with  on  sinular 
evidence;  (8)  had  the  Queen's  Bench 
decided  that  there  was  no  appeal  from  a 
sentence  of  that  kind ;  (10)  and  did  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  notice 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates'  conduct  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  (1)  The  sen- 
tence mentioned  in  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  given  by  Oaptaiik 
Welch,  B.M.,  on  the  occasion  mentioned.. 
(2)  I  have  not  seen  a  copy  of  the  evi* 
dence  of  Mr.  Boche,  but  I  am  informed 
that  the  transcript  of  it  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  correct.  (3)  The  case 
was  heard  in  the  police  banack,  Mr. 
Stack  and  his  solicitor  having  applied 
that  it  should  be  disposed  of  at  once.. 
(4)  Other  evidence  was  given  as  to  the 
general  state  of  the  town  on  the  occasion, 
and  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Stack.  (5,  6,  and 
7)  I  am  not  aware  whether  the  deposi- 
tion purports  to  have  been  taken  under 
.the  !Petty  Sessions  Apt,  but  I  am  ad- 
vised that  such  cases  may  be  disposed  ot 
out  of  Petty  Sessions  and  by  a  single 
magistrate,  and  in  this  case  the  matter 
was  so  disposed  of  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Stack  himself.  (8)  Other  prisoners 
were  dealt  with  at  the  same  time,  but  I 
have  no  information  as  to  their  sentences 
or  the  evidence  given   in  their  cases. 

(9)  The  Queen's  Bench  Division,  I  aoL 
informed,  have  not  decided  to  the  effect 
mentioned  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  but  have  stated  that  they  would 
not  interfere  by  certiorari  with  an  Oiider 
of  the  kind,  except  in  a  strong  and  dear 
case  of  misuse  of  magisterial  authority.. 

(10)  In  the  caseof  Mr.  Stack  theaetion. 
of  the  Besident  Magistrate  appean  to 
have  been  quite  regular,  and  theTakrrem- 
ment  have  no  intention  of  interfering . 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  the  x^ht 

hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Wjnd- 

ham,  his  private  secretary,  has  stated 

that  no  persons  have  been  punished  f  oir 

ch(      nff  for  Mr.  O'Brien  or  booing^  for- 

.  i^uleur?     Is  it  to  be  undentood 

t  Mr.  Wyndham  excluded  the  taking 

I  hat  to  salute  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 
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Mb.  A.  J.  B ALFOTTB :  I  am  perfectly 
Bware  of  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Wyndham,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  himself  called  my  atten- 
tion to  it.  I  do  not  see  that  the  state- 
ment is  in  any  way  invalidated  by  what 
tias  taken  place  under  the  circum- 
stances referred  to. 

Mb.  J.  REDMOND  (Wexford.  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Oentlemau  has  said 
the  Queen's  Bench  have  not  decided 
there  is  an  appeal.  Perhaps  the  Soli- 
•citor  Qeneral  will  say  if  it  is  within  his 
knowledge  that,  in  respect  to  another 
case  under  similar  circumstances,  an 
appeal  did  lie  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  believe  my  right 
ihon.  Friend  is  quite  correct  in  his  state- 
ment. To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
the  principle  laid  down  was  that  the 
<}ourt  would  not  interfere  unless  there 
^as  want  of  jurisdiction  or  misuse  of 
magisterial  authority.  But  I  will  inquire. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby) :  Will 

the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  kindly 

tell  us  what  in  his  judgment  was  the 

iOflfence    for    which  a  sentence   of    six 

months'  imprisonment  was  inflicted  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  So  far  as  I  can  see 
from  the  facts  stated,  the  offence  was 
<x>nduct  likely  to  cause  a  breach  of  the 
j>eace. 

Mb.  J.  REDMOND :  To  elucidate  the 
matter,  I  will  give  notice  of  a  ques- 
tion in  reference  to  the  decision  I  refer 
to. 

THE  DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  PROBATE 
DUTIES  IN    SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Kollox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whe- 
ther  the  Qovernment  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  distribution  of  the 
fi^rant  in  aid  paid  under  the  Probate 
Duties  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Act  of 
last   Session,   showing  the   amount   of 

£*ant  in  aid  paid  to  each  parish  in  Scot- 
nd,  with  a  statement  of  the  population, 
4Msessable  rental,  and  detailea  and  gross 
amounts  of  the  local  assessments,  and 
rate  per  £  1  rental,  of  each  such  parish  ? 
The   lord    ADVOCATE    (Mr.  J. 
P.   B.  Bobbbtson,   Bute) :    The  state- 
ment   desired    involves    the    collection 
of  a  large  amount  of  details,  and  they 
are  asked  for  in  relation  to  an  arrange- 
ment which    expiree    on    the    diet  of 
4hi8    month.    The   Gk>vemment  would 
MiQl  be  justified  in  making  for  this  pur- 


pose any  large  demand  on  the  time  and 
labour  of  officials,  and  unless  it  is  found 
that  the  information  asked  for  is  more 
easily  obtainable  than  at  present  ap- 
pears, I  cannot  undertake  to  give  the 
statemeot.  If,  contrary  to  my  expecta- 
tion, the  statement  can  be  given»  I 
shall  let  the  hon.  Gentleman  know. 

THE  PROSECUTION  OP  MR.  J.  D. 
ELLIOT. 

Mb.  CHANGE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Ohiet  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  there 
was  current  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of 
J.  D.  Elliot,  lately  a  collector  for  the 
Blackrock  Township  Oommissioners,  on 
a  criminal  charge ;  whether  the  police 
authorities  had  lately  received  in- 
formation as  to  J.  D.  Elliot's  resi- 
dence in  Canada;  whether  they  had 
stated  that  proceedings  for  J.  D.  Elliot's 
arrest  and  conveyance  to  Ireland  would 
not  be  instituted  unless  the  expenses 
thereof  be  guaranteed ;  and  whether  the 
Criminal  Law  in  such  cases  is  to  remain 
inoperative  unless  private  persons  or 
local  bodies  defray  or  guarantee,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  cost  of  executing 
it? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  reply  to 
the  inquiries  in  the  first  three  para- 
graphs is  in  the  affirmative.  As  regards 
the  inquiry  in  the  fourth  paragraph, 
the  Government  is  advised  that  the  ex- 
pense of  arresting  and  conveying  the  ac- 
cused to  Ireland  should  be  borne  by  the 
Township  Commissioners. 

A  NEW  IRISH  MAGISTRATE. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land on  whose  recommendation  and  upon 
what  qualification  Mr.  Francis  McusGilli- 
cuddy  Eager,  ex- governor  of  the  County 
Limerick  Gaol,  had  recently  been  ap- 
pointed a  Magistrate  of  the  County  of 
Clare? 

Mb.  BALFOUR:  Mr.  Eager  is  a 
resident  in  the  Kilkee  district  of  the 
County  Clare,  and  has  been  appointed 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  being 
recommended  by  the  Lieutenant  of  the 
County  as  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  oe  a 
Magistrate. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAL  Y  :  May  I  ask  is  the 
Lord  Chancellor  aware  that  there  were 
constant  debates  in  the  House  during 
Mr.  Forster's  time  regarding  the  conduct 
of  the  Oovemor  of  Limerick  Qaol,  and 
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it  was  shown  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 
cruelty  towards  the  prisoners  there? 
This  man  is  now  made  a  Magistrate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOtJR  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  question. 

IRISH  ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.  (for 
Dr.  Kbnxy)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  out  of  a  total  of 
894  Army  Medical  Officers,  429  are  from 
the  Irish  Medical  Schools,  he  will  con- 
sider the  question  of  putting  on  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  Status, 
Pay,  and  Conditions  of  Service  of  Medi- 
cal Officers  in  the  Army  and  Navv  at 
least  one  representative  of  the  Irish 
Medical  Schools  ? 

♦Mb.  STANHOPE :  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer  I  gave 
on  this  subject  yesterday. 

MOONLIGHTERS  AND  THE  KENMARE 

ESTATE. 

Mb.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Bomford)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
of  the  Moonlighters  have  been  arrested 
who  are  reported  to  have  visited,  armed 
and  undisguised,  the  farms  of  several 
tenants  on  the  Kenmare  estate  who 
had  refused  to  sell  stock,  or  to  join 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  tired  shots  into 
the  houses,  and  warned  the  inmates  that 
if  they  oliended  any  further  they  would 
receive  other  aod  more  serious  visits; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  one 
houbo  the  Moonlighters  shot  a  horse 
▼alued  at  £45,  and  also,  on  Mrs.  Moyni- 
hans  (the  wife  of  one  of  the  tenants) 
looking  through  the  window,  one  of  the 
Moonlighters  shouted,  *' Shoot  the  old 
hag"? 

^&.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  Seven  men 
have  been  arrested  on  suspicion  of 
haviog  been  concerned  in  these  out- 
rages. It  is  a  fact  that  in  one  of  the 
houses  a  horse  valued  at  £45  was  shot, 
and  the  owner  intends  to  seek  for  com- 
pensation. It  is  also  a  fact  that  threats 
were  uttered.  I  am  not  informed 
whether  the  precise  words  mentioned  in 
the  question  were  used. 

Mb.  SEXTOM  (BeUast,  W.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  aware  that  the 
sensational  news  in  the  question  was 
supplied  by  a  Central  News  oorrespon- 
dent  who  is  a  clerk  on  Lord  Kenmare's 
estate  y 

Mr.  T.  M.  Bnify 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  informa-^ 
tion  does  not  come  from  that  source. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  there  any  reasom 
for  alleging  that  this  matter  is  connected 
with  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  or  any 
political  proceeding,  and  how  is  it  that 
m  Kerry,  which  has  been  under  the^ 
Crimes  Act  for  two  years,  these  raids- 
cannot  be  prevented  by  the  Gk>vemment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  difficult 
to  prevent  them,  owing  to  the  action 
taken  by  the  friends  of  the  right  hon.. 
Gentleman  in  endeavouring  to  establish 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  Kenmaro- 
estate. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Are  not  these  raid» 
really  ordinary  raids  for  liquor  and 
money  ;  and  what  is  the  evidence  that 
they  are  connected  with  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  the^ 
belief  of  those  who  have  mada  investi- 
gation. 

WICKLOW  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET :  I  wish  to^ 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attentioik 
has  been  drawn  to  the  protest  of  the- 
Orand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Wioklow,. 
at  the  Assizes  just  concluded,  against 
the  Crown  summoning  so  large  a  num- 
ber of  special  jurors,  275,  when  the 
business  consisted  of  only  one  special 
case ;  and  whether  any  steps  will  bo^ 
taken  to  put  a  stop  to  such  prooeedinga 
in  future? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  attention^ 
has  been  called  to  the  protest  of  the- 
Grand  Jury  of  the  County  of  Wicklow 
by  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member.    1 
am  informed,  however,  that  whenthis  pro- 
test was  handed  in  to  the  learned  Judge, 
be  said  that  as  there  were  appendedl 
to  the  protest  the  signatures  of  100  per- 
sons who  did  not  appear  when  sum- 
moned, it  was  hard  to  entertain  their 
complaint.    The  case  at  Wicklow  was* 
one  of  g^ave  importance — being  an  at* 
tack  on  a  house  and  its  surrounding  by- 
a  riotous  mob.     The  Attorney  Ganenui 
can  give  no  undertaking  that  cases  of 
such  importance  wUl  not  be  tried  bye- 
special   juries.      The   Sheriff  had  no- 
option    but  to    summon    the    namber* 
of    special   jurors    mentioned   in    the* 
question. 

Mb.  CORBET :  Is  it  the  faot  that  in. 
oonsequeuce  of  the  large  namber  o£ 
specials  jurors  summoned,   the  Orowik 
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ware  enabled  to  pack  the  jar;  by  ex- 
olading  all  Cathohce  from  it ;  and  is  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  aware  that  over 
30  jnrora  were  ordered  to  stand  aside  ? 
Hb.  a..  J.  BALFOUR:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  kindly  gire  notioe  of  the 
qneetion  ? 

PLEUBO  PNEDMONIA  IN  CUMBER- 
LAND. 

Ma.  CHANC£  (Kilkeony,  6.):  I 
desire  to  ask  whether  the  recent  out- 
break of  Fleuro  Pneumonia  ia  Cumber- 
land was  traced  to  oatUe  imported  from 
county  Tyrone,  as  stated  in  the  Mart 
Lmu  £*friu  f 

Thk  vice  chamberlain  (ViB- 
OountLBwisHAii)IjewiBham:  An  inquiry 
has  been  made  by  an  inspector  of  the 
Priry  Council  oato  theorigin  of  the  recent 
outbreak  of  Fleuro  Pneumonia  at  Bur- 
gou  Bonds,  near  Oarliale,  and  be  has 
been  informed  that  the  animal  whiob 
introduced  the  disease  was  one  of  a  lot  ol 
14  brought  from  the  north  of  Ir^and 
into  Cumberland  on  the  Ist  of  February. 
The  animals  had  been  purchased  at 
various  fiurs,  but  the  dealer  is  unable  to 
say  where  he  purchased  the  diseased 
animal,  or  to  give  the  name  of  the 
seller, 

msDLTINQ  THE  POLICE. 

Db.  TANNEB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whetber  it  is  true  that  three 
young  girls  were  summoned,  on  Mon- 
day, ttke  11th  instant,  by  Sergeant 
Dolon,  of  Fermoy,  for  booing  at  the 
sergeant  and  his  man  while  leaving 
Couloguwu  ohapel,  and  making  uncom- 
plimentary allusiouB  to  Mr.  Halfour; 
whether  Uie  onlj  exclamaLion  towards 
the  sergeant  complained  of  was  one  of 
the  giriB  colling  bim  "Smiler,"  his 
Fermoy  iMm  4»  plum*:  whether  the 
ohairman,  Colonel  Deone,  and  the  other 
magistrates  present,  disiuisswd  the  oasee, 
stating  that  no  hoped  no  further  attempts 
would  be  mode  by  the  female  popula- 
tion uf  li'eriaoy  to  iwandalize  the  Uovern- 
ment ;  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  ouuilar  proeeoutiona  in 
future? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  Con- 
■tabular/  oathotities  report  that  the 
three  women  sammoaed  on  the  ooosoion 
in  question  were  not  young  girte.  Une 
was  an  elderly  woman,  and  the  others 
aged   about  U  and   18  years  reepeo- 


tively,  nor  were  they  summoned  on  the 
innocent  ground  alleged  in  the  seoond 
paragraph.  Sunday  after  Sunday  the 
police  upon  leaving  the  chapel  after 
Divine  Servioe  had  been  mobbed  by  a 
number  of  women  and  boys  who 
followed  them  along  the  rood,  hooting 
them,  calling  them  bloodhouudB, 
murderers,  and  using  towards  them 
obscene  expressions.  For  this  disgrace- 
ful conduct,  which  has  become  intoler- 
able, Seigeant  Power  summoned  the 
three  women,  as  the  ringleaders,  to  givo 
bail  for  future  good  behaviour.  At 
Petty  SessionB,  these  defendants  having 
expressed  regret,  were  let  olf  with  ft- 
caution,  the  Chairman,  Colonel  Deane, 
warning  them  that  if  there  was  a  repe- 
tition of  the  oonduot,  tbey  would  be 
severely  dealt  with. 

THE  PLAN  OF  CAMPAIGN. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RDSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
I  beg  to  oek  the  Chief  Seoretory  for 
Ireland  upon  bow  many  estates  the  Plaa 
of  Campaign  is  in  operation  in  Ireland, 
giving  the  number  by  proviDoes? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOtJB  :  The  Plan  of 
Campaign  isin  operation  on  estates  in  Ire- 
land as  follows  :— Dlater,  three  estates; 
Leinster,  seven  estates;  Conn  aught,  four 
estates;  Munster,  ten  estates.    Total  24. 

Ma.  8EXT0N  (Belfast,  W.) :  le  th» 
Plan  not  now  in  operation  on  38  estates, 
and  are  there  not  59  other  estates  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  hoe  come  to  ou 
end  by  the  oonoession  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords  of  the  terms  asked  for  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  am  afraid, 
the  boo.  Member  la  not  correct  in  that 
statement. 

CATTLE  IN  TEAN8IT. 
Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.) :  I  wisb. 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  any  steps  hove  been, 
taken  to  ensure  the  more  humane  treat- 
ment of  Irish  sheep  and  oottle  carried, 
from  Irish  porta  to  English  and  Scotch 
markets ;  whether  any  competent 
judges  estimate  the  loss  cau'^ed  by  the- 
present  treatment  of  sheep  and  oatue  on. 
the  journey  from  Ireland  to  the  British 
markets  at  15b.  per  head  of  fat  cattle 
and  at  lOs.  per  head  of  store  stock;  and 
whether,  if  no  local  power  exists  to 
hnprore  the  method  of  transit,  the 
OoTammant  oontemplate  any  fresh, 
legislation  on  the  aubjeot? 


6»  Polite  CmOmet  tOOlOfOlIfi} 

TiaoonrTl£'Vri6HA.M:Theqiwtfon  ium>BDiiniiaMiiBad 

hM  frognentlj  been  imder  fiw  nofioe  of  ing  miqnaBtianKUf 

tbe  A^cuhural  Deputment,  and  aonw  *Mx..  6PEAX3X: 

ytmn  aeo  s  Committee  wm  afpuiuied  to  hem.  Member  wiU  potde  goBtfan  dova 

inqnire  isto  the  matter,  amd  am  Order  of  mllie  nanal  'w^. 
Cottneil  irae  paaaed  lelctiiig  to  tiie  tnm- 

«t  hj  water.    It  is  nnderatood  Halt  a  ALLEGED  ABBAXTLT  BT  TBS  TOUCB. 

wnferenee  is  ahortly  to  be  beld  of  re-  ^g^  jqhN  O'OONSOB  (Zispeniy, 

preaentetiree  of  aome  of Jiie  leading  B.^:  I  beg  to  bA  flie  Ohief  Smter 

agnoaltural  aooebee  of  Great  Britain  Aether  hie  attention  im  Iwan  ealM 

and  Ireland  with  Ae  object  of  fonmi-  to  the  Jaut  flutt  flie  fomum  pnnter  of 

]a.tmg  a^e  practical  aii«:geafcianB   for  the    r^Mrwy     XatmmJuf,   -wbo    vai 

amehoratong^  praaent  atato  of  tiunga,  Be^arrfr  blndgeonefl  by  fte  pitfiga,  aal 

after  wbwh  they  wOl  aabmittiieirTiein  ^^  j,n^  i,  ,ffli  iMaflaeea  Bnfl  im- 

to  tbe  Pnvy  Oounca.  jj^^d,  ma  anmmoned  on  ^edaaadBy. 

w        ^^  ^t^^"^!^  of  State  for  j^    Qlonmel    a  ^caman  w4  rfined  a 

^?L  T  *f'*'»  i"*w*^'"  ^'^  ^  P^«*  Jw  «»iiKag  laie  printer  oi  4a 

<*Jl*d  V.the  fact  that  a  court  maiHal  l^  oocaaion:  anrwhefi^T^aertha 

wae h«ld  woentlj in  (^barracks  on  a  oireamBtaMeB.  he irill  Snot  the 


pnratea  of  the  4th  Htuaan  irho  were       jg^  ^  J.^JLLPOTm:  Aa  «««- 

^»arg»d  with  particpatong  m  »  procee-  ^^  omimrtaiioeB  of  the  not  aad  ^w- 

vZ  *t7j"'^^  *"  celebr.ti<m  of  ^aihar  ,j  awemWy  out  of  wUcb  the  dia»aa 

K«Dnedy'«  «Jea«,  when  cheera  woe  j^  qaertion  aioae,  I  iraiild  be«  to  x^r 

SZ^JT  ^i^  -?^®"*^  "^  V^  ^^^^-  Member  to  Ite  xe^grvn  ta 

ITfKTiT^'  ^*  "^»*T^  ^v^*  ■  1^««tion  put  on  Bth  Ka>^^lie  h<n. 

m«n^andtheHa«.««toWmanfl»'  ji^^er    fW^  ISjpermry    b2^     ««- 

zmpnaonment ;  aad  under  what  militaiT  _i,.„«  .™.:„rf  ♦vV™;-*-. -m  v. 

Uw  waathe  act  of  the  wldier.  aiSlo^  ^^^J^lt^J^fZ^^ 


_i 1.   j'j-'-'i." — <■ aeni,  not  oe  neara  unsu  aiser  me  heariag 

»u?^  BT4  w^^   ^u      ,^.  of  tiie  appeal  lodged  by  the  ecmatable 

t^^  8TAN&0PE:  The  aoldiere  re-  .g^^  ^VlLig^M.'  decimim. 

Serredtowereconnctedonthellliiiiiet,  ^^ 

S^'JSLTl!^!^  *^  T*-?f  ***  ^IJCE  COSDirCT  AT  CASTLE- 

tne  prejudioe  of  good  order  and  mxlituy  rMrD-iMfVT^ 

diaciplina,  under  section  40  of  Hie  Artny  DKEMOXT. 

Act,  1881,  in  hanng  taken  part  in  n  Djl  TANNER  (lUd-OoKk):  I  te«  to 

demonstration  and  prooeaaion  of  a  po-  aak  the  Chi^  SeerBtarj  to  l3ie  Lovi 

YoxlAmL  and  in  hav-  lieutenant    of    Ireland  i 


^ngiud, 

ine  behared  in   a  diaorderlj  manner,  thoritr  and  bj  whoae  direotioBB  dii  a 

Soldiers  are  distinctlj  forbidden  bj  the  constable  named  Mosoal  demaad  adnia- 

Queen's  regulations  from  taking  part  in  sion.  and,  on  being  refnaed,  flndeavoand 

any  political  demonstraticms.  hx  force  to  enter  the  honaa  in  Oaalia- 

Ma.    W.   BEDMOND    [Fermanagh,  dennott  where    the  local  memban  of 

N.}:  Arising  out  of  that  answer.  I  should  ^e  Gaelic  Athletic  Qnb  were  hTiidiBg 

like  to  ask,  as  these  men  were  oonTieted  their  St.    Patrick^s  Daj  meeting  lart 

for  baring  taken  part  in  a  demonstra-  Sondar ;    whether   Oonatobla  Ltway, 

lion,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  eertain  with  Moseal,  followed  the  mamban  of 

officers  and  soldiers  reoentlr  took  part  the  dub  to  their  prantising  gwwd  €■ 

in  an  Orange  demonstration  at  Eimis-  that  day.  and  if  it  is  a  fact  that  tfcaaa 

killen  and  were  not  conricted  ?  constables  made  nse  of  remaika  om  that 

«Mm.    £.    STANHOPE:    I  have  no  occasion  irritating  in  their  eharaetar to 

knowledge  on  the  subject.    It  might  be  the  Gaels  and  calculated  to  pramka  a 

tliat  therp  was  no  eridenoe  upon  which  breach  of  the  peace ;  wksther   ha  la 

ther  could  be  omiTietod.  aware  that  the  Seeretaiy  of  tiia  dab  in 

)ikiL  W.KKDIIOND:  Iwouldxraiind  qnertion  was  aabaeqaently  ohligad  to 

the  n^rbt  h<L\ii.  ifeatleman  of  the  quea-  go  to  the  pcJice-atation  wad  oom^aiaof 

ti%\a  I  put  on  the  ptper  as  to  offiosn,  the  drunken  and  diaorderij  oondiMt  of 
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Ooiutables  Smith,  Looney,  and  Moslca  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  is  aoxious 
on  the  night  in  qneation ;  and  whether  to  know   accurately  what    took  place 
he  stated  at  the  police  barrack  that  he  between  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 
made  the  report    fearing   a    collision  Bailway  Company,  and  if  there  is  any 
might  take  place  between  tiie  intoxi-  way  in  which  I  can  help  to  settle  it  I 
catod  policemen  and  the  Ghtels,  whom  shall  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
he  alleged  were  insulted ;  and  whether  speak  to  me  on  the  subject, 
an  inquiry  will  be  made  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  as  to  the  alleged  BELIEVINa  OFFICER,  DEBEHAH. 
police  offepders  f              ™    -,    ^  ,  Mb.  OONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 

.  ***;V?i^^^5\?^®5?"'!^\!?'  borne):  I  beg  to  ask  tke  President  of 

lary  Authonties  report  that  Constable  ^^^  j^  Government  Board  whether 

Moeoal  did  not  attempt  to  force  his  way  ^^  jg  ,^„g  ^y^^^  t^e  relieving  officer  of 

into  the  room;  he  left  at  onoe  when  told  ^^^  ^^  ^  Dereham,  in  the  Mitford 

he  could  not  enter.  As  regards  the  second  ^mon    of    Norfolk,  resides    at   Eey- 

aUegahon,  ttie  pohoemen    were    mere  n^erston,  a  distance  of  seven  miles  from 

speototorsof  the  game,  and  were  not  m-  pereham,  and  that  when  a  poor  person 

terfered  with ;  they  made  ordinary  com-  ^qui^g  ^  coffin  the  relatives  have  to  go 

mento  between  themwlves,  but  not  m  ^^^l  ^^ole  of  that  distance  and  back  in 

tiie  hearing  of  the  players.    After  the  ^,jg,  ^^  ^^tain  the  necessary  order ;  and 

BcOTetarycaUed  at  the  barrack  and  com-  whether,  as  the  delay  then  arising  fre- 

plamed  that   the  policemen  were  du-  quently  causes  the  retention  of  the  un- 

orderly  (not  drunk),   the  sergeant  at  Affined  corpse  for  several  days  in  the 

once  paraded  the  men  and  found  them  ^^^      ^^^  sleeping  rooms  of  the  family, 

quite  sober  and  correct.    No  other  com-  ^^  ^  ^^^  ^      ^  ^^^  that  the 

plaints  were  made  by  any  one  that  the  relieving  officer,   or  his  deputy,  shall 

OaeU  bad  been  insulted.  ,ggi^g  ejther  in  or  within  a  short  dis- 

icnvwR  prpR  tance  of  the  town  r 

w    wTTDoW/n  M-    «♦  T>  .  •  v.  %  *Thi!  president    of    the  LOCAL 

Ma.MUBPffr (Dubhn, St-Patnok's):  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RtrcHiB, 

I  wishto  ask  the  Pinancml  Secretary  to  ^^^^^  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  learn 

the  Treasury  whether  the  barge  and  ^^^^  j^  j^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  %^'  relieving 

landmg  stage  at  the  Poynes  Pier,  which  ^f^^^  ^^^^^  ^^t^ot  includes  Dereham 

were  removed  some  time  ago  by  order  ^^^  ^^  Reymerston,   a  distance  of 

of  the  Boajd  of  Works,  had  been  in  the  between  six  and  seven  miles  from  Dere- 

eame  position  for  many  years  without  ^^^     ^he  relieving  officer  attends  at 

any  questaon  having  been  raised  about  De„ham  on  Fridays  to  distribute  relief, 

them ;  what  were  the  particuLw  oroum-  ^^^  ^  receive  fresh  applications  for  relief, 

stances  which  "pee  last  year  that  caused  j^  ^^^  ^^  ^^  ^  deattrand  a  coffin  being 

the  Board  of  Works  to  consider  that  it  ^^^  ^t  the  cost  of  the  Union  it 

was  neoessary  for  the  Waterford  and  ^^^  ^  necessary  to  communicate  with 

Limenck   Radway  Company  to  enter  ^j^^  ^lieving  officer.    I  shall  be  glad  if 

into  some    agreement  with  regard  to  ^^^  j^^^  jj*^^^,  ^jU    j^^  ^^  informa- 

^oee  landing  apphanoee;  whether  the  ^^^.^^  ^  ^^  ^^^  fa„te%f  any  cases  in 

Railway  Company  pointed  out  that  as  ^j^^^  ^^^^  ^  been  undue  delay  in  the 

the  barge  in  qaeabon  wasnot  their  proyigion  of  coffins,  and  I  will  direct  the 

oroperty  at  aU,  Itxt  the  property  of  the  fe^,  ector  of  the  District  to  confer  with 

Steamship  Company,  tfiey  we^  not  in  the  Guardians  on  the  subject, 

a  position  to  carry  out  any  agreement  ''. 
with  resDeot  to  it :  whether  he  is  aware 

ISL  SSgh   the'  landing    appUances  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

were   an    adrantage    to    the   Bailway  Mb.     BUXTON    (Tower     Hamlets, 

Company,  they  were  ftlso  a  great  public  Poplar) :  I  desire  to  know  whether  if 

4xmTeaienoe  ;   whether  the  pubhc  are  the  Vote  on  Account  is  taken  to-night  it 

now    deprived    of    t^'i    convenience  ;  will  be  necessary  to  take  Tuesday  from 

and  what  is  the  reason  for  the  whole  private  Members? 

prooeedinfff  *Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  wifl  be  neces- 

Ma.  JACKSON:  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  sary  to  take  the  formal  stages  of  the 

decide  the  matters  contained   in  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  before  private 

qoestioii  aoioss  the  floor  of  the  House.  Members'  Motions.    On  Monday  I  hop^ 
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we  shall  broach  the  subjeot  of  Nayal 
Defence. 

Mb.  duff  (Banffshire):  Does  the 
Ooyemment  propose  to  proceed  with  the 
Naval  programme  before  the  House  has 
the  Beturns  moved  for  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  shall  pro- 
oeed  by  Resolution,  and  the  stages  of  the 
Bill  will  afford  opportunities  for  dis- 
cussion. 

MOTIOI^. 

0 

POOB  LAW  (iBELAND)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  De  Cobain,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Poor  Laws  of  Ireland  in  relation  to  Rating, 
ordered  to  be  broueht  in  by  Mr.  De  Cobain, 
Mr.  Lea,  Colonel  Waring,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  169.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL    SERVICES    AND 
REVENUE   DEPARTMENT. 

VOTE   ON  ACCOUNT. 

Supply — considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

[See  Page  256.] 

Sib  W.  HAROOUET  (Derby)  :  In 
rising  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  item  in  the  law  charges 
affecting  the  salary  of  the  Attorney 
General,  I  think  that,  whoever  else  com- 
plains of  my  taking  that  course,  the 
Attorney  General  will  not  complain  of 
it.  He  cannot  but  be  aware  that  there 
have  been  abroad — ^if  I  may  use  a  term 
familiar  to  himself— certaiu  charges  and 
allegations  against  the  course  which  he 
has  pursued,  and  against  others  who  sit 
on  that  Bench  and  some  who  sit  on  this. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  there  is  nothing 
which  the  Attorney  General  would  more 
desire  that  to  meet  those  allegations  and 
charges  face  to  face,  and  give  his  own 
explanation  of  them.  Now,  Sir,  I  can 
assure  the  Attorney  General  that  in  what 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say  he  will  hear  not 
one  word  iiiuouMintout  with  that  estima- 
tion for  his  great  ability  and  his  high 
character  which  is  fult  by  his  opponents 
no  less  than  hin  frivudn.  Hut  tiiut  is  all 
the  grimior  rimmiii  wliy,  In  my  opinion, 
a  jimtiiloatioii  and  oNiilaimtiou  nhuuld  be 
ontirnd  (»f  iturlalii  KlntUMiMUiiouN  to  which 
I  now  dimlrii  to  i>mII  aMiuitUui.  I  wish  to 
ask  Ihmvh   to   adiliMM  imrUlii  (|uu«tluu8 

4/r.  II'    II   MM«tM 


to    the   Attorney    General    to 
I     know — ^for    I    haye     the     honour 
of  the  acquaintance  of  the    hon.   and 
learned    Gentleman — ^he    will    answer 
ex  animo,    I  can  assure  him  that  the 
answers  he  gives  us  upon  matters  of  ttuslt 
within  his  knowledge  will  be  received  by 
all  in  this  House  with  implicit  credence. 
It  seems  strange  that  it  should  be  neoes* 
sary  to  assure  any  Member  of  this  House 
that,  upon  a  matter  affecting  his  charac- 
ter, his  word  will  be  accepted  by  the  House 
Commons.    But  in  these  recent  days  it 
is  necessary  to  make  that  assurance, 
because  the  whole  origin  of  that  with 
which  I  have  to  deal — the  whole  origin 
of  this  Special  Commission — and  all  the 
shameful  scandals  connected  with  it,  is 
due  to  the  departure  in  this  House  fronk 
the  noble  traditions  of  accepting  the 
word  of  a  Member  of  it    If,  when  the 
foul    and   false    charge   was  brought 
against  the  hon.  Meml^  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  the  House  of  Commons  and  its 
Leaders,   mindful  of  its  ancient  tradi- 
tions, had  said,  '^  A  Member  of  the  House 
has  risen  in  his  place,  and  stated  that 
the  charge  is  false,  and  we  are  bound 
to  believe  him,"  we  should  not  have 
had     all   the    bitterness     which     has 
arisen  in  this  case.      When  the  hon. 
Member    for    Cork    rose  in  his    plaoe 
and    said    that    the    letter    published 
in   the    Timei   of   the    iSth    of  April 
was  not  his  letter,  but  was  forged,  hon* 
Members  opposite  did  not  believe  him  ^ 
and  they  told  him  that  they  did  not 
belieTe  him.     I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  a  man  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who- 
does  not  regret  that  course.   They  know 
now  that  the    hon.    Member  for  Cork 
spoke  the  truth,  and  that,  according  to* 
the  traditions  of  the   House,  his  word 
ought  to  have  been  believed.     I  confess- 
that  in  all  that  has  happened  nothing  ie 
more  miserable,   nothing  more  melan* 
choly  than  this,  that  the  example  should 
have  been  set  in  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  set  of  rejecting  the  word  of  the  hcnu 
Member  for  Cork — and  the  word  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  as  good  as  that 
of  any  Member  of  this  House.     There 
are   two  persons  who,  in  my  opinion^ 
must  be  held  specially  responsible  for 
what  has  occurred  in  that  respect    One 
is  the   Leader  of  the   House,  charged 
with  the  conduct  of  Government  busi* 
ness,  and  the  other  is    a    person  who 
exercises  a  great  and  deserved  authority 
in  this  House,  who  might,  I  think,  have 
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led  the  House  through  a  different  course, 
and  that  person  is  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartinffton).  Well,  now,  unfor- 
tunately, tiiat  course  was  taken,  the 
House  of  Oommons  refused  to  believe 
the  word  of  its  Member,  and  told  him  he 
ought  to  have  gone  to  a  jury.  A  jury. 
Sir?  What  jury?  A  jury  with  such 
a  foreman  as  the  Prime  Minister  ? 
What  chance  would  he  have  had  before 
such  a  jury  ?  To  what  purpose  would 
it  hare  been  that  the  charge  was  with- 
drawn ;  to  what  purpose  would  it  have 
been  that  the  forcrery  of  the  Ttmes'  let- 
ters was  confessed ;  to  what  purpose 
would  it  have  been  that  the  Court  de- 
clared that  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  ooncemed  the  case  was 
closed?  He  would  as  certainly  have 
been  found  g^lty  as  if  no  evidence  had 
been  brought  before  the  Court.  There- 
fore, it  is  plain  that  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  has  spoken  the  truth  in 
his  place,  so  he  was  right  in  refusing  to 
go  to  a  jury.  Then  the  Oovemment 
appointed  a  Special  Commission.  I 
have  to  ask  what  was  the  position  which 
the  Attorney  General  occupied  before 
that  Commission ;  indeed,  I  would  ask 
what  position  he  occupied  before 
that  Commission  sat.  Now.  it  is  said, 
that  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
General  is  that  of  a  private  counsel  in 
a  private  suit.  Assuming,  for  a 
moment,  that  that  is  so,  I  would  ask 
how  that  bears  upon  the  position  of  the 
Attorney  General  ?  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  observe  that  if  the  Attorney 
General  was  a  private  counsel  in  a  pri- 
vate suit  he  was  there — in  a  sense 
which  I  will  explain  directly— as  a 
volunteer.  He  need  not  have  been 
counsel  for  the  Times  in  that  suit,  and 
I  will  illustrate  that  to  the  House. 
There  was  another  Member  of 
this  House  who  held  a  general  re- 
tainer for  the  Time* — I  mean  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  Bussellj.  There  were  days  when 
holding  a  general  retainer  for  the  Ttmee 
was  an  honour  to  any  man  in  the  pro- 
fession ;  those  days  are  gone  bv.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  declined  to  hold  that  retainer. 
I  think  I  can  judge  of  the  circumstances 
which  actuated  him  in  returning  his 
general  retainer.  He  is  proud  of  the 
nationality  to  which  he  belongs.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  never  been 


ashamed  to  confess  that  he  belonged  ta 
what  I  am  afraid,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, I  must  call  a  despised  and  hated 
race.  He,  at  least,  was  not  eager  and 
anxious  to  appear  as  the  public  accuser 
of  his  countrymen  and  their  representa- 
tives. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  is 
not  only  an  Irishman,  but  a  distinguished- 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
is  one  of  the  foremost  men  in  what  we 
are  pleased  to  call  the  Parliament  of  a 
united  Empire,  where  all  men  are 
treated  alike.  To  him,  at  least,  it  was 
not  a  congenial  task  to  be  called  upon 
to  endeavour  to  fix  the  stifl;ma  of  infamy 
upon  some  85  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  constituting  about  one- eighth- 
of  their  whole  body.  To  him,  at  least, 
a  work  of  that  description  would  not 
have  been  a  labour  of  love.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  rejected  the' 
retainer  of  the  Times,  but  the 
office  which  he  refused  was^  em- 
braced eon  amore  by  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General.  What  is  the  position 
of  the  Attorney  General?  I  am  sure 
that  no  man  can  say  that  the  office  he 
has  thus  willingly  undertaken  he  did 
not  perform  with  the  zeal  and  ability  of 
a  man  who  has  his  heart  in  the  case;  and 
if  85  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  Representatives  of  the  Irishi 
nation,  are  not  to  be  marked  and  branded, 
with  infamy,  so  that  they  may  deserve 
to  be  expelled  from  this  House,  whose 
soever  fault  it  may  be,  it  will  not  be  the 
fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General. 
Now,  I  have  spoken  of  the  theory  of 
private  employment  suggested  in  this- 
case  and  its  bearing  upon  the  office  of 
the  Attorney  General.  I  will  now  ask 
to  be  allowed  to  inquire  what  is  the 
office  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  what 
are  his  duties.  The  office  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  is  an  ancient  office  and  an 
office  of  dignity.  It  is  distinguished  hj 
the  highest  salary  and  emolumeuts  of 
any  office  under  the  Crown.  According^ 
to  the  lastBetum  the  emoluments  amount 
to  about  £  12,000  a  year,  including  salary 
and  fees ;  and,  of  course,  in  Commit tee- 
of  Supply  it  may  be  asked,  «  What  are 
the  services,  and  to  whom  have  those 
services  to  be  performed,  for  which  this- 
salary  is  gpranted  ? "  That  is  surely  & 
fit  subject  of  inquiry.  What  are  the 
duties  of  the  otlicei  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  which  this  great  dignity  and 
this  great  salary  are  granted  ?  I  think 
he  will  agree  with  me  that  I  define 
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them  rightly  when  I  say  that  his  first 
duty  is  to  adrise  the  Grown  and  the 
MiDisters  of  the  Grown  in  all  affairs, 
foreign  and  domestic — a  ffreat  and  an 
important  duty.  During  the  very  short 
time  that  I  had  experience  of  the  ^office 
of  Law  Officer  of  me  Grown  I  came  to 
know  the  amount  and  the  importance  of 
the  work  attached  to  that  office.  Then 
the  Attorney  General  has  another  duty 
— viz.,  to  advise  this  House  in  all  mat- 
ters which  affect  the  interests  and  the 
honour  of  its  Members.  That  is  the 
second  duty  of  the  Attorney  General ; 
and  he  has  another  duty,  perhaps  the 
highest  of  all.  He  is  the  Leader  and  the 
example  of  the  English  Bar,  and  the 
highest  guardian  of  its  traditions.  These 
are  high  and  honourable  duties,  especially 
the  last  duty,  because  upon  the  manner 
of  its  exercise  depends  in  no  small  degree 
the  spirit  and  temper  of  the  criminal 
administration  of  this  country ;  and  it 
is  from  the  examples  of  men  who  have 
held  that  office,  and  the  exercise  of  pub- 
lic opinion  upon  that  office,  that  the 
Public  Prosecutors  of  to  day  differ  from 
the  Public  Prosecutors  of  the  time  of 
•Sir  Edward  Ooke  when  he  prosecuted 
Sir  Walter  Raleigh.  The  Attorney 
General  will  not  deny  that  these  are 
functions  which  oueht  to  be  jealously 

fuarded  and  carefully  watched  by  the 
[ouse  of  Gommons.  The  first  question 
I  have  to  ask  is,  *'  How  came  the  Attor- 
ney General,  holding  that  office  to  which 
these  duties  are  attached,  to  be  private 
counsel  in  this  matter?" — supposing  that 
he  was  private  counsel  in  this  matter  of 
the  Commission.  How  far  was  that 
position  consistent  with  the  duties  which 
he  had  to  perform  ?  His  first  duty  was 
to  advise  the  Government  and  this 
House  in  matters  of  great  public  in- 
terest. Is  this  not  a  matter  involving  the 
f  rofoundest  political  consequences  both 
m  and  out  of  this  House?  I  would 
only  state  in  the  language  of  the  Home 
Secretary — in  which  I  freely  concur — 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, and  is  of  the  character  of  a 
**  State  inquiry."  What  can  be  graver 
than  the  inipoaohmeut  of  85  Nfembers 
of  the  House  of  Commons  before  a  tri- 
bunal which  is.  to  say  the  least,  a  sole- 
cism in  the  (Wstitutum  ?  What  can  be 
gravor  than  a  quoatiou  which  so  de«»ply 
aiftu^ts  tho  rtiUtious  botween  England 
and  IrttUiid?  If  ov«»r  there  were 
in«tt«kni  upon   whioh  %\\^   Governmeut 


and  the  Hoose  ought  to  have  been 
advised  by  the  Attorney  Ghenarali 
ihej  were  these  questions  which  are 
brought  before  the  Special  Oommission. 
The  Attorney  General  began  by  being 
counsel  in  the  case  of  "O'DonneU  y. 
Walter.'*  I  will  say  nothing  upon  that 
at  this  moment,  but  rather  upon  the 
consequences  that  followed  from  it.  I 
cannot  dissever  it  altogether,  because  it 
was  the  speech  of  the  Attoniey  General 
in  that  case  which  was  the  foundation  of 
the  present  Commission.  The  question 
of  the  private  practice  of  the  Attorney 
General  is,  of  course,  very  germane  to  the 
question  involved  in  this  Vote.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  is  not  a  universal 
rule  of  the  Civil  Service,  or  one  which 
you  have  recently  made,  that  the  public 
shall  have  the  full  time  of  those  to  whom 
it  pays  adequate  emolument.  I  am  not 
raising  the  question  now ;  but  this  I  ven- 
ture to  affirm,  that  that  private -practice 
must  be  subject  to  these  limitations :  it 
must  not  be  of  a  chiracter  to  disable  him 
from  advising  the  Crown  and  the  House 
of  Commons.  Let  us  apply  these  conside- 
rations to  the  plea  that  this  was  private 
business  of  the  Attorney  General  in 
which  the  public  had  no  concern  :  I  will 
give  this  illustration.  Supposing  that 
the  Foreign  Secretary  were  to  be  largely 
concerned  in  foreign  loans  on  his  own 
account  and  were  to  say  that  that  was 
private  business,  would  it  not  be  at  once 
said  that  that  was  a  kind  of  business 
which  was  inconsistent  with  the  basineefl 
which  he  was  doing  for  the  State?  In 
the  same  way,  if  the  Chanceller  of 
the  Exchequer  were  engaged  in  priyate 
operations  of  a  financial  character — ^I 
beg  his  pardon  for  making  the 
hypothesis — but  supposing  any  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  engaged 
in  private  financial  operations,  eyery- 
body  would  say  that  such  busineas  wat 
inconsistent  with  the  position  of  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Well, 
but  is  it  not  equally  true,  in  the  oate  of 
the  Attorney  General,  that  his  private 
business  is  inconsistent  with  the  duties 
of  his  office,  and  does  not  come  within 
the  limits  of  the  private  business  which 
the  Attorney  General  ought  to  take? 
Consider  what  is  the  character  of  this 
business.  The  GK>vemment  declared 
from  the  first  that  they  desired  to  stand 
perfectly  clear  and  impartial  in  this 
matter.  Did  it  tend  to  that  positioa 
in  the  estimation  of  the  public  that  this 
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priTate  business  should  be  undertaken 
hr  the  Attorney  (General  ?  Was  it  not, 
of  all  others,  that  which  was  likely  to 
destroy  that  feeling  and  impression? 
Did  it,  in  fact,  produce  that  impression ; 
and  was  it  intended  to  convey  that  im- 
pression to  the  public?  In  July,  1888, 
at  the  time  of  •<  O'Donnell  y.  Walter," 
fliis  is  what  the  private  client  of  the 
Attorney  General,  tne  Times  newspaper, 
says— 

^'^lese  chttwes  against  Mr.  Pamell  have 
bden  fofmnlatea  in  open  Court  by  the  Head  of 
^e  RngKih  Bar,  a  man  whose  eminence,  per- 
sonal, parolessional,  and  official,  oflfers  an  absolute 
goarantee  that  in  his  learned  judgment  he  has 
Uie  means  of  proving  what  he  says." 

That  is  the  way  in  which  the  position  of 
the  Attorney  General  was  presented  by 
his  private  dient  to  the  English  nation. 
And  that  was  the  position  that  was 
aooepted  by  the  Enslish  nation.  These 
forged  bills  accepted  by  the  Times  were 
endorsed  without  knowledge  by  the 
Attorney  General.  Who  was  not  deluded 
by  that  ?  It  was  not  the  letters  alone, 
but  the  whole  of  the  charges  which  were 
so  accredited.  My  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rossendaie  hfivine  repeated 
certain  char^^es  in  ''PameUism  and 
Grime  "  in  this  House,  was  asked  upon 
what  ground  he  made  them,  and  he 
said — 

"  I  submit  to  the  House  that,  having  stated 
what  was  the  souree  of  my  information,  and 
what  was  the  authority  upon  which  those  state- 
ments were  made,  1  was  not  bound,  nor  was  it 
in  any  way  necessary  for  me,  to  attempt  to 
nrove  or  substantiate  the  statement  that  had 
been  made.  Had  I  made  the  charge  on  my 
own  reaponsibiUty,  the  case,  it  seems  to  me, 
would  have  been  entirely  di£ferent ;  but,  having 
repeatedly  pointed  out  that  I  was  only  referring 
to  the  statements  made  in  the  Timet,  it  appeared, 
and  it  still  appears,  to  me  that  there  was  no 
responsibiHty  resting  upon  me  to  prove  or 
suMtaatiate  those  statements." 

That  was  the  position  taken  by  my  noble 
Friend,  and  by  tens  of  thousands  of  other 
persons.  It  was  taken  on  the  authority 
of  the  Timeif  and  was  absolutely  guaran- 
teed by  the  official  authority  of  Her 
Majes^a  Attorney  General.  Was  this  a 
priTate  question?  I  am  not  arguing  here, 
or  objecting  that  the  Attorney  (^neral 
should  not  appear  in  a  horse  case  or 
a  running  down  case.  But  this  was 
not  a  horse  case  or  a  running- down 
case.  You  do  not  take  three  Judges 
from  the  Bench,  you  do  not  have  the 
paraphernalia  of  a  State  trial,  for  such 
Thia  has  nothing  of  the  character 


of  private  business.  iJet  us  look  what 
was  the  indictment  in  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General.  And  this  is  the  first 
question  I  will  ask  him.  Did  he,  or  did 
he  not,  advise  the  Government  at  any 
time  with  reference  to  this  matter  ?  He 
will  know  that  I  do  not  speak  strictly 
by  the  card.  Did  he  at  any  time  give 
advice  to  the  Government  with  reference 
to  this  matter  before  or  after  the  Com- 
mission sat  ?  That  is  my  first  question 
to  the  Attorney  General.  It  seems  to 
me  that,  whether  he  answers  it  in  the 
negative  or  the  affirmative,  it  is  equally 
difficult  to  reconcile  his  position  in  this 
case.  If  he  did  not,  why  did  he  not?' 
If  there  was  a  question  of  this  gravity 
affecting  the  State,  affecting  the  enemies 
of  the  Queen  in  America,  affecting  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  honour  of 
its  Members,  why  did  he  not  advise  the 
Government,  and  why  did  he  not  advise 
the  House  of  Commons?  Now, 
let  me  point  out  another  thing — 
the  proceeding  was  one  of  a  character 
in  which  the  official  position  of  the 
Attorney  General  might  be,  and  pro- 
bably would  be,  undoubtedly  would  be, 
involved.  If  it  happened  that  it  was 
proved  that  the  documents  were  forged, 
who  was  the  person  who  ought  to 
prosecute  the  author  of  the  forged' 
aocuments?  Her  Majesty's  Attorney 
General,  the  Obief  Public  Prosecutor.. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  were  proved 
that  there  were  85  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  associates  of 
criminals  and  assassins,  who  is  the- 
person  to  direct  the  proceedings  aeainst- 
them,  either  out  of  this  House  or  m  it  ? ' 
Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General.  By 
what  right  did  he  voluntarily  disable 
himself  from  performing  those  duties  ? ' 
We  are  asked  to  vote  him  a  salary  of 
£12,000  a-year.  When  the  Judgment 
of  the  Commission  comes  up  for  review, 
as  it  must  come  up  for  review,  who 
should  advise  this  House  as  to  the 
course  it  should  take  ?  Why,  theprin- 
cipal  Law  Adviser  of  the  Crown.  There- 
fore, I  ask  the  Attorney  General,  did  he, 
or  did  he  not,  publicly  or  privately, 
directly  or  indirectly,  advise  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or  any  Members 
of  it,  in  respect  to  this  transaction?' 
Well,  if  he  says  he  did  not,  by 
what  right  are  we,  the  guardians  of 
the  taxpayers,  to  vote  his  salary  for 
services  not  performed?  Of  course,  if 
services  of  this  kind  are  abandoned  io^ 
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favour  of  private  practice,  the  remanera- 
tion  shoiud  be  granted  by  the  private 
employers.  I  have  another  question 
-which  I  will  ask  the  Attorney  General. 
IHd  he  ask  the  assent  of  the  Govem- 
anent  to  his  employment  in  this  par- 
ticular case  ?  Did  he  do  it  with  their 
knowledge  and  upon  consultation  with 
them,  and  did  they  approve  of  his  taking 
that  course  ?  I  cannot  but  think  that 
'he  asked  their  assent.  I  cannot  imagine 
-that  a  man  in  his  position  would  under- 
take so  fearful  a  responsibility  without 
consulting  his  colleagues.  I  must  say, 
if  he  did  not,  he  used  tbem  very  badly, 
and  if  he  did,  then  they  used  the  country 
badly.  I  come  now  to  the  time  g^ven 
up  to  this  business.  I  venture  to  think 
that,  in  exercising  this  privilege  of  taking 
private  practice,  it  should  be  exercised 
with  scrupulous  regard  to  the  demands 
of  the  Public  Service.  I  know  how 
scrupulous  in  this  regard  was  my  able 
and  distinguished  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury.  I  know  he  almost  declined  pri- 
vate business.  If  you  are  to  have 
private  business  occupying  nine  months, 
and  which  may  occupy  three  months 
more,  what  becomes  of  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State?  If  that  is  to  go 
on,  you  will  have  to  pay  your  Attorney 
General  by  piece  work.  No,  Sir ;  if  we 
are  to  vote  him  £12,000  a-year,  we 
cannot  accept  the  leaviugs  of  the  time 
of  the  Attorney  General.  And  I  am 
sure  the  Leader  of  the  House,  after 
all  that  has  happened,  would  not,  if  he 
were  asked,  say  that  it  was  a  wise,  or  a 
prudent,  or  a  proper  thing  to  have  the 
Attorney  General  conducting  these  pro- 
ceedings. But  I  do  not  believe  this 
will  be  the  line  taken  by  the  Attorney 
General.  He  will  not  say,  '' This  was 
my  private  business,  and  I  disabled 
myself  from  the  service  of  the  Grown." 
That  certainly  is  not  the  view  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  who  said  that  this  was 
a  State  inquiry.  What  is  the  tribunal  ? 
It  was  specially  created  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  inquire  into  an  indictment 
framed  by  the  Government.  The  Gt)- 
vemment  determined  the  whole  business 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  it  is  per- 
fectly idle  t«)  say  this  was  private  busi- 
ness. If  the  Govemmont  gave  their 
cons<^nt,  then  all  1  have  said  does 
not  Apply,  and  tho  Attorney  General 
wan  «|uit«  ill  his  t\^\\X  pUi>e,  doing  the 
iMmiufMMi  \\(  his  lUNsters ;  and  though 
W0  lui^y  uUiumtoly  havo  to  oaU  the  Go- 


vemment  to  aeooont  if  there  were  any« 
thing  wrong,  there  is  not  a  word  to  be 
said  against  the  Attomej  General  on 
account  of  his  appearance  before  that 
Court.  If  it  was,  as  the  Home  Secre- 
tary said,  a  State  inquiry,  if  it  was  a 
State  Court  constituted  by  the  (Jovem- 
ment  on  an  indictment  framed  by  the 
Government  against  parties  summoned 
by  the  GK)vemment,  di  course  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  quite  right  to  be  there. 
That  being  so,  all  that  we  are  entitled 
to  inquire  is  whether,  in  that  public 
capacity,  the  Attorney  General  properly 
performed  the  duties  of  that  public  ca- 
pacity. In  that  part  of  the  argument 
there  is  one  consideration  which,  I  think, 
will  satisfy  the  Committee  that  this  is 
a  State  inquiry,  and  not  one  between 
private  parties,  and  that  is  the  mode 
in  which  the  official  evidence  was  dealt 
with.  When  a  client  retains  the  Attor- 
ney General  in  a  private  suit  he  retains 
a  lawyer  of  ability  and  experience ;  but 
he  does  not  purchase  with  him  the 
whole  influence  and  authority  of  the 
Government.  Therefore,  in  a  private 
suit,  the  Attorney  General  never  oould 
have  occupied  the  position  and  taken  the 
course  he  did.  In  a  private  suit  a  client 
has  a  right  to  issue  subposnas,  but  he 
could  not  get  official  witnesses  to  stay 
months  in  London  who  were  required 
elsewhere.  The  Attorney  Generalt  at 
least,  could  not  be  deceived  by  the  extra- 
ordinary theory  in  regard  to  subpoenas 
propounded  by  the  Chief  Secretai^.  If 
a  private  client  subpoenas  my  servant, 
he  does  not  keep  him  at  the  Courts  for 
one  or  two  months,  but  the  aoliid- 
tor,  one,  two,  or  three  days  be- 
fore he  is  to  give  his  eridence, 
^ves  him  notice  when  he  will  be  wanted. 
That  is  not  the  way  these  men  were 
dealt  with,  and  that  fact  alone  shows  that 
it  was  not  a  private  suit.  But,  far  more 
important  than  that,  the  clerks  of  pri- 
vate solicitors  do  not  go  into  Her 
Majesty's  gaols  at  their  will  and  plea- 
sure  and  swear  the  conricts  there.  Who 
ever  heard  of  such  a  thing  in  a  private 
suit  ?  I  should  like  to  know  what  pro- 
vision in  our  Criminal  Law  gives  a 
private  suitor  the  right  to  enter  a  prison 
and  swear  a  prisoner  at  his  pleasure. 
I  am  not,  of  course,  going  into  detail  in 
this  matter,  which  we  have  discussed 
before ;  but  I  can  see  nothing  of  the 
character  of  a  private  solicitor  in  a  pri- 
vate suit.    It  has  all  the  character  of  a 
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transaotion  m  which  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral was  the  Puhlio  Prosecutor,  and  had 
the  authority  of  the  Government  behind 
him,  but  he  had  not  the  guarantee  that 
the  evidence  would  be  properly  dealt 
with — that  when  a  solicitor  went  into  a 
gaol  to  get  evidence   he  would  be  a 
proper  man  under  proper  restraint  and 
proper  re»ponRibility.  If  this  is  a  public 
prosecution,  as  in  my  opinion  indeed  it 
18,  then,  inntead  of  Soamesee  and  Shan- 
nons and  Houstons,  and  people  of  that 
description  it  would  have  been  in  the 
responsible    hands  of    the  Solicitor  to 
the  TreaRunr,  whom  everybody  could 
have     reliea     upon    to     have     dealt 
fairly  with  the  defendants,   and  done 
nothing  that   anybody  could    censure. 
Whether  or  not  this  was  a  private  suit, 
it  certainly  was  not  an  ordinary  tribunal. 
The  question  is,  what  was  the  character 
of  it?    I  take  the  reasonable  words, 
because  I  believe  them  to  be  true,  6f  the 
Home  Secretary.  It  was  a  State  inquiry, 
^and  the  position  of  the  Attorney  General 
was  what,  in  military  language,  may  be 
•described  as  that  of  an  officer  in  full 
pay    detached    for    particular    service. 
That  I  believe  was  the  true  position  of 
^he  Attorney  General  before  this  tribu- 
nal.     But  if    he  was  a    ftiMt^Publio 
Prosecutor  he  was  not,  in  fact,  the  Pub- 
'lio  Prosecutor.     I  use  the  phrase  qtMsi- 
Public  Prosecutor.     What  was  his  duty 
in   that  position?     There    is    nothing 
better  known  in  the  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law  of  this  country  than  the 
-condition    by    which    a    Public  Prose- 
cutor is  bound.     I  say  in  this  country, 
and    I    mean    by    that,    in     England 
1  remember  a  remarkable  speech  which 
was  made  in  this  House  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned    Friend   the    Member    for 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James).     It  was  made,  I 
think,  on  the  Bill  to  enable  a  prisoner  to 
be    examined.       My  right    hon.    and 
learned  Friend  said  he  would  vote  for  it 
in  England,  but  not  in  Ireland,  and  he 
g^ve  as  his  reason  that  the  administra- 
non  of  the  Oriminal  Law  in  England  is 
governed  by  a  moderation  and  justice  in 
the  conduct  of  a  prosecution  which  are, 
unhappily,  unknown  in  Ireland.     The 
position  of  a  Public  Prosecutor  in  this 
country  is  that  of  a  man  who  exercises 
an  almost  judicial  function.    The  At- 
torney General,  I   am  sure,   will  not 
deny   that    the    Public    Prosecutor   is 
not  a  counsel  fighting  for  a  verdict. 
He    is    bound    to    j&oe    before    the 


Oourt  the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth, 
whether  it  tends  to  further  the  case  for 
the    prosecution  or    to    exculpate    the 
accused.     Those  are  the  sacred  princi- 
ples by  law  happily  established  m  the 
criminal  jurisprudence  of  this  country. 
The  prosecuting  counsel  has,  above  all 
things,   to  take  care  that  the  accused 
should  not  be  taken  by  surprise ;  that  he 
should  have  every  opportunity  of  know- 
ing what  in  the  way  of  evidence  or  argu- 
ment is  going  to  brought  against  him. 
And,  above  all,  he  is  bound  to  satisfy 
himself  that  the  evidence  he  is  about  to 
adduce  is  good,  solid,  truthful,  bond  fide 
evidence ;  and  the  man  who,  engaged  in 
a  criminal  prosecution,  places  before  the 
Oourt  or  the  jury  evidence  in  which  he 
does  not  believe,  which  he  has  not  taken 
care  to  ascertain  to  be  solid  and  truthM 
evidence,  violates  the  traditions  of  the 
English  Bar  in  respect  of  criminal  prose- 
cutions.    Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
refer,  without  being  accused  of  egotism, 
to  certain  circumstances  which  occurred 
within  my  own  experience  when  I  was 
at  the  Home  Office.   A  case  was  brought 
before  me  of  a  man  who  had  been  tried 
and  convicted,  and  there  was  a  petition 
for  his  pardon.     One  circumstance  that 
was  brought  to  my  knowledge  was  that 
there  was  a  witness    whose    evidence 
might  have  induced  the  Judge  and  jury 
to  take  a  different  view  of  the  case ; 
that  that  fact  was  within  the  knowledge 
of  the   prosecution,    and   yet  the  pro- 
secution   did    not    call    thcit    witness. 
I  sent  for  the  person  who  had  the  con- 
duct of  the  prosecution,  and  I  told  him 
that  in  my  opinion  he  had  violated  the 
first  principles  of  justice  in   not  calling 
the  witness  whose  evidence  might  have 
induced  the  Judge  and  jury  to  take  a 
different  view  of  the  case,  and  in  his 
presence  I  drew  up  a  pa^on  for  the 
prisoner.     Those  are  the  principles  that 
ought  to  govern  prosecutors,  and  the 
otSj  question  that  we  have  to  ask  is, 
whether    those    principles    have    been 
strictly  observed  in  this  case  ?  Was  there 
fair  and  complete  notice  ?    And  here  I 
wish  to  guara  myself — I  will  speak  of 
nothing  in  regard  to  the  matters  before 
the  tribunal  which   I   consider  to  be 
now    euh  judiee  —  \_LafMhter  from    the 
Ministerial  benches']  —  I    will    explain 
what    I    mean.      I    do    not    regard 
the    question    of    that    which    retates 
exclusively  to  the  forged  letters  as  sui 
judiee.     That  charge  has  been  strmok 
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— in  this  Assembly  of  Q^ntlemen— of 
making  to  his  fellow-Member  the  repre- 
sentative for  Cork  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Irish  people  a  reparation  more 
adequate  than  that — a  reparation  worthy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General  and 

of  himself.  

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webstsb,  Islo  of  Wight) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  Committee  have 
listened  for  upwards  of  an  hour  and  a 
half  to  that  which  must  be  regarded 
as  a  g^ave  indictment  against  my  con- 
duct, and  against  the  conduct  of  those 
associated  with  me  ;  and  yet,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  duty  I  owe  to  those  who 
have  trusted  me  through  good  report 
and  throuffh  ill  report,  I  think  I  should 
be  disposed  to  leave  the  charges  brought 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  almost 
without  a  single  word  in  reply. 
[*'  Oh !  "1  Hon.  Gentiemen  below  the 
Gangway  need  not  be  afraid ;  I  do  not 
expect  even  courteous  treatment  from 
them.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly: — Nor 
have  you  any  right  to  it.] 
(Another  Irish  Member:  You  do 
not  deserve  it.]  They  will,  how- 
ever, hear  from  me  a  most  distinct 
reply  upon  every  single  point  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  has  mentioned. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  by 
stating  that  I  should  be  glad  and  thank- 
ful to  him  for  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  statement  to  the  House.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  ventured  to  repeat 
in  the  House  the  charges  he  has  made 
outside  the  House,  I  should  have  been 
glad  of  the  opportunity  of  replying  to 
him.  I  will  admit,  that  though  couched  in 
courteous  language,  and  I  believe  with, 
every  consideration  for  my  feelings  in 
the  matter,  he  has  brought  across  this 
Table  very  grave  and  serious  charges 
against  me  in  the  latter  part  of  his  speech. 
But  I  must  say  this — that  when  a  right 
hon.  Gentieman  in  the  position  of  Um 
who  has  just  sat  down  thinks  fit  to  make 
charges  in  the  most  public  manner,  im- 
puting to  me  conduct  even  worse  than 
that  which  he  has  imputed  to  me  to- 
night, I  should,  at  least,  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, and  I  propose  to  avail  myself  of 
the  opportunity,  of  denying  and  repu* 
gating  those  charges,  and  of  telling  the 
exact  facts  with  r^erence  to  the  ch^ges 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
thought  fit  to  make  both  inside  and  out- 
side the  House.  I  can  accept  none  of 
the  compliments  which  the  right  hon. 

Sir  W.  JSbreourt 


Gentleman  has  thoueht  fit  to  pay  me. 
If  I  were  capable  of  the  conduct  he  has- 
last  imputea  to  me,  all  I  can  say  is  that 
I  should  be  a  disgrace  to  the  Bar  ot 
England,   and  I  absolutely  decline  to- 
conduct  this  discussion  upon  the  basia 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman, 
who  tried  to  cover  me  with  compliments 
in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech,  andr 
then  made  insinuations  against  my  con- 
duct at  the  close  of  it.    I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  wishes  me  to  deal 
with  the  substance  of  the  charges,  and 
not  to  consider  for  a  moment  the  ex- 
pressions of  friendship  he  has  used  to- 
wards me,   or  whether    there    is  any 
motive  for  having  made  them.    I  must 
occupy  some  considerable  time,  and  L 
believe  there  are  many  in  this  House- 
who    think    I    ought    to    do    so.     I 
shall  not  spare  myself   from  making 
my  explanation  perfectiy  full  and  dis- 
tinct ;  but  I  repudiate  absolutely  and  en- 
tirely the  position  which  has  been  thrust 
upon  me,  which  has  been    made  the 
basis  of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroourt) 
when  he  says  I  have  appeared  in  this 
Conmiission    as  the    representative  of 
Her    Majesty's  Government.     I  have- 
appeared    in    this    Commission,    as  I 
appeared  in  the  case  of  *'  O'Donnell  v. 
Waiter,"  as  the  private  counsel  for  the- 
Times.    Whether  I  was  right  or  wrong^ 
in  assuming  that  position  is  a  question 
which,  for  the  present  purpose,  is  im- 
material. I  am  free  to  admit—  and  I  sav 
it  with  perfect  candour — that  I  can  weu. 
imagine  that   after     the   considerable 
len^    of  time    this    case  has   taken^ 
there  may  be  a  question  as  to  whether 
or  not,  from  a  personal  point  of  view,  it 
was  a  prudent  thing  to   do ;   but  my 
conduct  is  to  be  judged  in  the  position, 
which  I  will  prove  I  have  assumed,  and. 
which  I  occupied  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end— namely,  that  of  private  counsel 
for    the    Tunes.    1    appeared,    as   the- 
Attorney  General  is  entitied  to  appear^ 
upon  instructions  given  him  in  any  case^ 
in    which  he   thinks  fit    to    accept   a 
retainer.    It  was  necessary  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  to  assume  that  the  only 
matter    to   be    discussed,     either     in. 
'*0'Donnell  V.Walter"  or  in  the  case^ 
before  the  Commission,  was  the  question, 
of  the    genuineness    of  the    faosimilfr 
letters.    It  was  essential  to  his  ASp»U' 
ment  that  he  should  assume  that.    For^ 
as  I  will  point  out,  when  I  oome  to  the 
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^;ravamen  of  the  charge,  it  is  only  by 
assuming  that  that  was  the  only  faiot  to 
%e  investigated  that  he  could  possibly 
support  some  of  the  very  serious  allega- 
tions he  has  thought  fit  to  make  against 
one.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
4ts  well  as  anybody  that  to  a  great  extent 
my  mouth  upon  every  other  part  of  this 
<case  is  dosed.  He  knows  perfectly  well 
that  these  charges,    whether  they  are 

frave  or  slight,  have  to  be  examined, 
ttiink  it  was  a  little  unfair — ^but  of  that 
I  leave  the  House  to  judge — of  the  right 
iion.  Gentleman  to  inake  such  insinua- 
tions against  me  across  the  floor  of  this 
House ;  and  I  hope  the  House  will  par- 
don me  if  in  repelling  them,  I  do  so  with 
some  warmth.  Probably  my  speech 
•last  July,  though  it  did  put  an  end  for  the 
time  to  the  charges  brought  against  me, 
may  have  been  delivered  wiw  such  an 
•effort  to  avoid  any  appearance  of  feeling 
that  many  thought  I  did  not  care  about 
these  charges ;  but  I  do  not  think  any- 
body can  expect  me  to  deal  with  this 
matter  without  showing  that  I  do  feel 
them.  Across  the  floor  of  this  House 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that, 
knowing  I  could  not  support  the  foreed 
letter,  knowing  I  could  not  make  that 
^od.     I  spent  weeks  andmonths 

Mb.  BIQGAE  (Cavan) :  Hear,  hear  ! 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Cavan  cannot  restrain  himself, 
I  shall  have  to  invite  him  to  retire. 

*SiB  E.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  knowing 
the  letter  could  not  be  supported,  I 
•occupied  weeks  and  months  in  piling  up 
•every  item  of  prejudice  in  order  that  the 
character  of  the  hoa.  Member  for  Cork 
might  be  discredited. 

SiE  W.  HAROOURT :  I  only  said 
that  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  At- 
torney General  knew  the  character  of 
Pigott. 

*SiE  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  make  no  mis- 
take, and  I  state  it  now  in  order  that 
the  House  may  have  the  exact  facts.  I 
Iknew  of  the  letter  of  the  1  Ith  of  Novem- 
ber, which  contains  the  most  damaging 
statement  of  Pigott,  about  the  middle  of 
the  month  of  December,  and  I  will  argue 
what  was  my  position.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  was  cheered  by  hon.  Gentie- 
men  below  the  Gapgway,  and  their 
cheers  showed  that  they  understood  tbas 
he  charged  me  with  having  availed  my- 
self of  my  position  to  pile  up  every  item 


of  prejudice — not  to  deal  with  the 
merits  of  the  case,  or  to  inouire  into  the 
issues  which  had  to  be  tried — but  to  pile 
up  prejudice  in  the  hope  of  supporting  a 
letter  which  I  knew  to  be  forged.  That 
is  the  indictment  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Member  for  Derby  has 
levelled  against  me — one  whom  he  savs 
he  regards  as  his  friend,  one  whom  he 
has  known  for  a  long  time,  and  one  who 
has  at  present  the  advantage  of  repre- 
senting a  profession  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  once  a  member. 
Let  the  House  remember  not  by  listening 
to  my  language,  but  to  the  language 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  England,  what 
are  the  charges  which  are  still  9uljudiee^ 
as  to  which  my  mouth  is  closed,  as  to 
which  I  cannot  express  a  shadow  of  an 
opinion,  because  I  am  only  counsel  in 
the  case.  But  when  it  is  said  I  was 
piling  up  prejudice  in  order  to  support 
a  forged  letter,  are  there  some  on  that 
Bench  who  will  hold  that  opinion  when 
they  hear  the  words  of  the  (^ief  Justice 
in  regard  to  the  charges  which  are  iuh 
judice  f    The  Chief  Justice  said — 

"  They  are  accused  frankly  and  plainly  ol 
abominable  crime,  not  so  much,  perhaps,  of 
having  been  guilty  by  their  own  hands,  but  of 
having  lent  themselves  to  a  system  which  must 
necesnrily  be  accompanied  with  crime,  and  of 
having  personal  knowledge  of  many  of  the 
crimes  wtiich^  accompany  it.  This  is  in  sab- 
stance  what  is  charged  against  a  number  of 
persons  whose  names  appear  in  these  artidef ." 

There  is  no  one  listening  to  me  who  does 
not  know  that,  grave  as  was  the  accusation 
in  connection  with  the  alleged  facsimile 
letter  of  the  1 5th  of  May,  1882,  equally 

Save,  in  so  far  as  the  bulk  of  the  hon. 
embers  below  the  Gangway  are  oon- 
cemed,  were  some  of  the  other  charges 
which  were  brought ;  and  yet,  forsoothi 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  who  is  so 
desirous  of  disarming  me  by  soft  words 
and  compliments,  who  apologizes  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  for  venturing  to 
put  a  question  to  me,  although  he  knew 
perfectly  well  what  the  answer  would  be 
to  that  question,  thinks  fit  to  accuse  me 
across  the  floor  of  this  House  of  piling 
up  items  of  prejudice  without  adducing 
facts  with  reference  to  a  case  which  is 
still  Bub  judice,  in  order  to  eke  out  a  case 
which  I  knew  to  be  false.  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  leave  to  the  judgment — not  of  hon* 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  to 
any  honourable  man  in  this  House—* 
["  Order ! "  and  "  Witiidraw  ! "  fnm  ih$ 
Mom$  Bule  BencKei.'] 
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^payameii  of  the  charge,  it  is  only  by 
aaeaming  that  that  was  the  only  faiot  to 
%e  inTestigated  that  he  could  possibly 
•apport  some  of  the  veiy  serious  allega- 
tions  he  has  thought  fit  to  make  against 
coe.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
4W  well  as  anybody  that  to  a  great  extent 
my  mouth  upon  every  other  part  of  this 
HMse  is  closea.  He  knows  perfectly  well 
that  these  charges,    whether  they  are 

frave  or  slight,  have  to  be  examined, 
think  it  was  a  little  unfair — but  of  that 
I  leave  the  House  to  judge — of  the  right 
iion.  Qentleman  to  make  such  insinua- 
tions against  me  across  the  floor  of  this 
House ;  and  I  hope  the  House  will  par- 
don me  if  in  repelling  them,  I  do  so  with 
some  warmth.  Probably  my  speech 
•last  July,  though  it  did  put  an  end  for  the 
-time  to  tiie  charges  broueht  against  me, 
may  have  been  delivered  wiw  such  an 
•effort  to  avoid  any  appearance  of  feeling 
that  many  thought  I  did  not  care  about 
these  charges ;  but  I  do  not  think  any- 
body can  expect  me  to  deal  with  this 
matter  without  showing  that  I  do  feel 
them.  Across  the  floor  of  this  House 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that, 
knowing  I  could  not  support  the  foreed 
letter,  knowing  I  could  not  make  that 
^od.    I  spent  weeks  andmonths 

Mb.  BiaaAE(Cavan) :  Hear,  hear  ! 

TheGHAIBMAN:  Ifthe  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Gavan  cannot  restrain  himself, 
I  shall  have  to  invite  him  to  retire. 

*8iB  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  knowing 
the  letter  could  not  be  supported,  I 
•occupied  weeks  and  months  in  piling  up 
•every  item  of  prejudice  in  order  that  the 
character  of  the  hoa.  Member  for  Cork 
might  be  discredited. 

SiB  W.  HAROOURT :  I  only  said 
that  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  At- 
torney General  knew  the  character  of 
^ott. 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  must  make  no  mis- 
take, and  I  state  it  now  in  order  that 
the  House  may  have  the  exact  facts.  I 
Iknew  of  the  letter  of  the  1 1th  of  Novem- 
ber, which  contains  the  most  damaging 
etatement  of  Pigott,  about  the  middle  of 
the  month  of  December,  and  I  will  argue 
what  was  my  position.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  was  cheered  by  hon.  Gentie- 
men  below  the  Gapgway,  and  their 
cheers  showed  that  they  understood  tbas 
he  charged  me  with  having  availed  my- 
self of  my  position  to  pile  up  every  item 


of  prejudice — not  to  deal  with  the 
merits  of  the  case,  or  to  inouire  into  the 
issues  which  had  to  be  tried — but  to  pile 
up  prejudice  in  the  hope  of  supporting  a 
letter  which  I  knew  to  be  forged.  That 
is  the  indictment  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Member  for  Derby  has 
levelled  against  me — one  whom  he  says 
he  regards  as  his  friend,  one  whom  he 
has  known  for  a  long  time,  and  one  who 
has  at  present  the  advantage  of  repre- 
senting a  profession  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  once  a  member. 
Let  the  House  remember  not  by  listening 
to  my  language,  but  to  the  language 
of  the  Ohief  Justice  of  England,  what 
are  the  charges  which  are  still  iuhjuHeet 
as  to  which  my  mouth  is  closed,  as  to 
which  I  cannot  express  a  shadow  of  an 
opinion,  because  I  am  only  counsel  in 
the  case.  But  when  it  is  said  I  was 
piling  up  prejudice  in  order  to  support 
a  forged  letter,  are  there  some  on  that 
Bench  who  will  hold  that  opinion  when 
they  hear  the  words  of  the  Chief  Justice 
in  regard  to  the  charges  which  are  iub 
judice  f    The  Chief  Justice  said — 

*'  They  are  accused  frankly  and  plainly  of 
abominable  crime,  not  so  much,  perhaps,  of 
having  been  guilty  by  their  own  hands,  but  of 
having  lent  themselves  to  a  system  which  most 
necessarily  be  accompanied  with  crime,  and  of 
having  personal  knowledge  of  many  of  the 
crimes  wiiich  accompany  it.  This  is  in  sub- 
stance what  is  charged  against  a  number  of 
persons  whose  names  appear  in  these  articles.'* 

There  is  no  one  listening  to  me  who  does 
not  know  that,  grave  as  was  the  accusation 
in  connection  with  the  alleged  facsimile 
letter  of  the  1 5th  of  May,  1882,  equally 

Save,  in  so  far  as  the  bulk  of  the  hon. 
embers  below  the  Gangway  are  con- 
cerned, were  some  of  the  other  charges 
which  were  brought ;  and  yet,  forsooth, 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  who  is  so 
desirous  of  disarming  me  by  soft  words 
and  compliments,  who  apologizes  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  for  venturing  to 
put  a  question  to  me,  although  he  knew 
perfectly  well  what  the  answer  would  be 
to  that  question,  thinks  fit  to  accuse  me 
across  the  floor  of  this  House  of  piling 
up  items  of  prejudice  without  adducing 
facts  with  reference  to  a  case  which  is 
still  suhjudice,  in  order  to  eke  out  aoase 
which  I  knew  to  be  false.  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  leave  to  the  judgment — not  of  hon« 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  to 
any  honourable  man  in  this  House — 
["  Order ! "  and  "  WiUidraw  ! "  /rum  ihi 
Mome  Rule  BeneketJ] 
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^MiMt  fail  ?  He  asks  me  whether  or  not 
"I'ttdviaed  the  OoTemment  at  luv  stage 
"d^ee  the  trial  of  **0*I>ODnellT.  Walter." 
^n  he  aska  a  g^ieral  question,  whether 
^I  have  given  advice  to  the  Goyernment 
iifon  any  point,  I  absolutely  decline  to 
aaawer,  and  no  one  knows  better  than 
ike  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  could 
Bot  answer  that  question.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means  to  repeat 
in  this  House  the  charge  which  he  made 
upon  the  platfcnrm,  and  whieh  I  under- 
stand to  be  the  gravamen  of  the  attack 
which  he  makes  upon  me,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  answering  him.  He  stated 
at  Derby,  on  the  27th  February,  that  I 
had  vouched  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters  to  the  Government,  and  that  if  I 
had  not  vouched  the  authenticity  of 
these  letters  there  would  have  been  no 
Commission  at  all.  I  suppose  that  is 
the  charge  which  the  right  hon.  Qefr- 
tieman  means  to  make  to-night.  For 
that  charge  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation. 

Sn  W.  HABGOURT:  What  I  meant 
by  that  was  this.  I  read  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  passage  in 
his  speech  in  ''O'Donnell  v.  Walter" 
which  is  actually  part  of  the  indictment, 
and  I  explained  that  this  was  what  was 
offered,  and  what  I  understood  to  be  a 
voucher  for  the  truth  of  the  evidence. 
♦Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  memory  mis- 
leads him.  He  gave  no  explanation  of 
any  sort  or  kind.  I  have  the  note  of 
the  speech  before.  He  me  asserted  that 
I  had  vouched  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters  to  the  Government,  and  that  if  I 
had  not  vouched  it  there  would  have 
been  no  Commission.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  so  now. 

Sib  W.  HAROOURT:  Hear,  hear! 
I  do  say  so  now. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  Now, 
for  that  accusation  or  charge  there  is  not 
a  shadow  of  foundation.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gtotleman  had  not  forgotten  every 
one  of  those  traditions  of  which  he  said 
so  much,  and  with  respect  to  which  he 
has  suggested  that  I  have  disgraced  my 
position  as  Attorney  General,  all  I  can 
say  is  that  he  knows  as  well  as  anybody 
that  no  counsel,  whether  he  represents 
the  Government  or  a  private  client,  has 
any  right  to  vouch  his  private  opinion 
with  regard  to  what  he  is  going 
to  prove  in  evidenoe.    If  he  did  so,  he 


would  be  a  disgrace  to  the  profession. 
And  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks 
again,  I  challenge  him  to  deny  that  if  I 
had  vouched  the  truth  of  the  evidence 
in  the  sense  which  he  meant  his  hearers 
at  Derby  to  understand  I  should  have^ 
been  guilty  of  grave  misconduct,  which 
would  have  justified  the  profession  in 
expressing  an  opinion  of  me  very  differ- 
ent from  what,  I  believe,  most  of  them 
hold  at  present.  Anybody  with  the 
most  elementary  knowledge  of  the  posi- 
tion of  English  counsel  would  know  that 
what  I  meant  was  that  I  meant  to 
bring  evidence  in  support  of  my  state- 
ments. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  repeat  across  the  floor  of  this 
House  the  cnarge  that  I  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  pass  the  Bill 
for  the  Special  Commission  By  vouching 
for  the  authenticity  of  the  letters  and 
that  I  pledged  my  own  personal  belief,, 
then  ail  I  have  to  say  is  that  there  is 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  the 
statement.  He  says  that  he  will  accept 
my  repudiation,  but  I  wish  distinctly  to 
put  the  matter  right.  Since  the  time 
that  I  have  been  counsel  in  the  case  of 
•*  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  "  no  single  word 
has  escaped  my  lips  as  expressing  my 
own  personal  opinion  or  belief  on  any' 
single  issue  arising  in  the  case.  Let 
us  deal  with  the  next  matter.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  whether 
I  asked  the  assent  of  the  Government 
to  my  being  employed.  Does  he  forget 
what  actually  happened  in  this  House  ? 
I  was  employed  in  the  case  of 
**0'Donnell  v.  Walter,"  and  when  it 
was  announced  that  I  was  employed, 
Mr.  O'Donnell  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
First  Lord  of  ihe  Treasury  to  ask 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  con* 
sidered  it  right  that  I  should  be  retained^ 
A  similar  question  was  asked  in  the 
House,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury-replied  that  the  Government 
had  no  right  to  interfere.  Let  us- 
see  what  is  the  next  allegation.  It 
is  put  in  the  shape  of  a  question,  whether, 
in  whatever  capacity  I  acted,  I  ought 
not  personally  to  satisfy  myself  to  my 
own  belief  of  the  accuracy  of  the  state-^ 
ments  which  were  going  to  be  produced 
in  evidence  by  witnesses  ?  A  more 
monstrous  proposition  has  never  been, 
suggested  by  anybody  who  knows  th» 
position  of  oeunsel  in  England.  I  say 
that  that  is  a  monstrous  proposition,  and. 
would  never  be  suggeo^  by  anybody 
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who  knows  anything  of  the  position  of 
counsel  at  the  English  Bar.  There  is  not 
a  barrister  who  has  practised  at  Quarter 
Sessions  six  months  or  a  magistrate  in 
this  House  who  does  not  know  perfectly 
well  that  not  only  does  counsel  not  so 
satisfy  himself,  but  if  he  were  to  endea- 
vour to  satisfy  himself  of  the  credibility 
of  the  witnesses  except  by  the  papers 
before  him,  he  would  be  guilty  of  gross 
irregularity.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, at  the  time  he  practised  with  great 
success  in  the  Golden  Gallery  upstairs, 
had  been  charged  by  any  counsel  with 
haying  failed  to  satisfy  himself  of  the 
truth  of  the  story  which  a  witness  was 

foing  to  tell  him  he  would  haye  repu- 
iated  the  obligation  with  the  greatest 
indignation. . 

Sir  W.  H ARCOUET  :  I  took  great 
care  to  draw  a  very  broad  distinction 
between  the  conduct  of  ciyil  cases  and 
criminal  prosecutions. 

Sib  B.  WEBSTER:  There  is  no 
Buch  distinction.  We  are  not  talking 
of  matters  which  we  do  not  under- 
stand; we  are  not  talking  of  matters 
which  are  not  well  understood  by  many 
Members  of  this  House.  I  say  there 
is  no  distinction  between  the  duties  of 
counsel,  except  this — that  counsel  ought 
to  make  a  perfectly  full  disclosure  to 
the  CfOurt  of  everything  which  has  been 
communicated  to  him.  But  that  is  not 
the  charee  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  brought  against  me.  Has  he 
forgotten  what  he  said  in  the  debate 
two  nights  ago,  and  what  he  also  said  at 
Derby  ?  Let  me  digress  for  a  moment 
to  remind  the  House  of  the  mode  of  war- 
fare of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On 
public  platforms— carried  away,  I  hope, 
by  the  excitement  of  the  moment — he 
makes  charges  of  a  more  direct  and 
much  graver  character  than  those  he 
makes  in  this  House,  when  he  wants  to 
make  a  charge  and  when  he  hopes  it 
will  go  into  a  certain  section  of  the  Press, 
which  is  only  too  glad  to  turn  suggestions 
into  charges.  Those  who  haye  studied  the 
Press  during  the  last  two  or  three  weeks 
know  perfectly  well  what  has  happened. 
What  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
do?  He  gets  up  in  this  House  and 
makes  his  charge  in  the  form  of  a  ques- 
tion. I  think  I  should  like,  if  I  were 
-entitled  to  cross-examine  the  right  hon. 
•Gentleman,  to  ask  him  where  he  got  the 
Authority  for  some  of  the  suggestions 
which,  in  the  form  of  qu*      ons,  were 

8irR.  Webiter 


thrown  across  the  floor  of  the  Hoossf 
Let  me  giy e  the  Ckmimitteo  one  inntiiss^ 
and  I  will  ask  the  Oommittee  to  eoa- 
sider  what  just  right  I  have  to  oom^aia 
of  the  innnuations?  The  right  hta. 
Gentleman  referred  the  night  befine 
last  to  communications  made  bj  oAdab 
in  order  to  obtain  information  of  eertni 
facts,  and  he  quoted,  I  hope  and  beliefi 
by  inadyertenoe,  an  answer  of  mine,  ni 
stated  that  eyery  communication  by  Mr. 
Soames  to  officials  was  made  at  mj  re- 
quest. I  corrected  him  at  the  time. 
What  did  he  go  on  to  ask?  "Did 
Pigott  see  Daly  on  the  eaggeetion  d 
the  Attorney  General  ?  Now  we  know 
the  character  of  the  man  Pigott** 
[^hom$  Rule  eheert.']  The  more  yon 
cheer  that  reference  to  the  charaoter  of 
Pigott,  the  more  grossly  unjnet  is  tlie 
insinuation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  What  did  he  mean  when, 
two  nights  ap;o,  he  put  this  question  to 
me,  **  Did  Pigott  see  Daly  at  the  eng- 

festion    of    the    Attorney    G^eneralf** 
[as  he  any  warrant  for  that  suggestioa  f 
Has  any  libeller  or  anonTmous  ootre- 
spondenty  by  letter  or  by  telegram,  given 
him  any  justification  for  the  auggesliott 
that  I  had  said  a  single  word  aboot 
Pigott  seeing  Daly  ?    I  cannot  imagine 
a  much    grayer   charge  can  be  made 
against  me  than  that  1  haye  gone  ont 
of  my  way  as  counsel  to  endeayonr  to 
obtain  eyidence  from  Daly»  and  that  I 
haye  employed  an  agent  who,  aooorl- 
ing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
my  knowledge  was  infamous,  in  order 
to  pay  a  yisit  to  this  man  in  prison. 
I  say  this — that  no  gentleman,  be  he 
right  honourable  or  honourable,  hat  the 
right  to  make  a  charge  in  the  shape  of 
a  question,  and  to  insinuate  an  aooasa- 
tion  in  the  shape  of  a  queetion,  and  not 
be  able  to  say  he  had  no  warrant  for  eo 
doing.    Why,  what  did  he  say  in  the 
next  breath  ?    He  turned  round  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  always 
ready  to  cheer  him,  and  asked— 

"Why  did  Pigott  ^  to  Dslyf  Hewesfe 
for  the  parpose  of  getting  Daly  to  twaar  away 
the  character  of  Uie  hon.  Member  lor  OoriE*** 

If  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
cheer  that  suggestion,  how  disgnoefhl 
is  the  insinuation  made  against  me  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  em« 
ployed  Pigott  to  see  I>Edy  for  tiie  pur* 
pose  of  inducing  him  to  be  goiltr^  of 
such  infamous  conduct  I  wUl  repeat 
fully  the  denial  I  haye  already  made  in 
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the  Hoote  with  referenoe  to  this  mat- 
tMT ;  I  never  heard  of  Pigott's  Tint  to 
Daly,  or  anjrthing  oonoected  with  it,  till 
I  heard  it  mentioned  aoroes  the  floor  of 
'this  HooMy  to  my  surpriee.  I  apologize 
-to  the  Committee  lor  the  length  of  my 
remarks,   hut  it  shall   not  be   said  I 
have  wittingly  passed  by  one  of  the 
aoousations    made  by  the  right    hon. 
'Gentleman.    He  has  now  stated  that 
I  have  been  guilty  of  misoonduot  of  a 
eomewhat  gross   character,   or  that  I 
took   the  accused  by  surprise  and  so 
conducted  this  case   as  to  have   been 
,-gnilty  of  such  conduct  as  no  barrister, 
no  Attorney  General,  ought  to  be  guilty 
of  without  meeting  with  the  censure 
of  this  House.     Has  he  read  the  mro- 
•ceedings  before  the  Commission  ?    Has 
he  followed  them  ?    And,  if  so,  does  he 
not  know  that  what  he  says  is  as  direct 
.-an  attack  upon  the  Court  as  can  be 
made?     What  has  happened  in  this 
Ksase?    The  persons  charged  have  been 
represented  by  counsel  as  able  as  any 
practising  at  the  Bar.    Very  early  in 
-the  case  the  question    of    giving  the 
names  of  witnesses  arose,  and  I  stated 
— for   reasons  that  I  am   prepared  to 
iustify — that,    having   regard    to    my 
instructions     as     to      the    intioodda- 
<tion      practised      upon      witnesses,     I 
should    decline    to    give    the    names. 
The    Committee    will    scarcely  believe 
from  what  has  happened  that  that  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  me  in  the  ordinary  way 
:as  counsel  was  accepted  by  the  Court  as 
being  a  perfectly  proper  proceeding,  and 
in  order  to  prevent  any  injustice  being 
done  ihe  Court  told  the  counsel  for  the 
^accused  that  if  on  any  occasion  they  de- 
sired it,  the  witnesses  should  be  detained, 
and  that  the  cross-examination  should 
be  postponed.     In  several  instances  that 
was  done ;    and  in  more  cases  than  one 
time  has  been  given  for  inquiries  to  be 
made.      This  charge  however,  is  not 
made  against  me  really  ;  I  am  afraid  it 
is  made  in  order  to  discredit  the  cha- 
iracter  of  the  tribunal ;  at  any  rate  I  can 
rsoaroely  conceive  of  any  other  motive.  I 
assert  that  what  I  have  done  in  this 
onatter  has  been  done  in  the  light  of 
•day,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Commis- 
rsion,  and  subject  to  any  complaint  which 
the    learned  counsel  for    the    accused 
might  make  against  me.      The  House 
will  judge  whether  I  have  given  a  suffi* 
«ient  answer  to  the  charge  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  against  me. 


The  next  matter  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  insinuated  rather  than  stated 
was  that  I  had  something  to  do  with  the 
solicitors'  clerks  going  into  gaols  and 
swearing  prisoners.  I  pass  no  censure 
on  persons  who  had  to  do  with  getting 
up  the  case.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  every  one  of  these  matters  can  be 
investigated.  The  question  of  swearing 
witnesses  came  up  in  connection  with 
that  wretched  man  Pigott,  and  the 
President  of  the  Commission  said  he 
could  understand  that  additional 
solemnity  would  attach  to  a  state- 
ment by  the  witness  if  it  were  vouched 
by  an  oath.  The  charge  made  against 
me  is  that  I  had  something  to  do  with 
it ;  but  I  had  no  more  to  do  with  it  than 
the  right  hon.  GFenfleman  himself .  ^  The 
statements  were  produced  in  writing, 
and  were  subject  to  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  witnesses,  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  been  obtained.  If 
this  charge  is  thought  to  require  any 
denial  from  me,  I  give  it  an  absolute 
denial,  and  I  shall  be  much  surprised  if 
any  hon.  Member  again  suggests 
that  in  this  respect  there  was  anything 
reprehensible  m  my  conduct.  I  have 
dealt  with  the  general  charges  brought 
against  me,  except  the  very  grave  one — 
that  I  have  been  guilty  of  conduct 
which,  as  stated  in  another  place,  has 
disgraced  the  Bar  of  England,  such  as 
was  never  witnessed  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
before,  when  he  said  that,  although  I 
knew  Pigott  was  a  witness  not  entitled 
to  credit,  I  subsequently  called  him  as  a 

witness.  

Sni  W.  HAECOURT :  As  a  witness 

of  truth.    

*8iK  R  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  is  meant  by  a  witness 
of  truth ;  every  witness  is  primd  faeie 
witness    of    truth.       I   understand 


a 


making  an  absolute  and  full  disclosure 
of  the  evidence  in  the  possession  of 
counsel.  This  may  be  a  matter  on  which 
the  House  may  expect  to  hear  from  me 
an  explanation  of  great  fulness ;  and,  as 
I  take  a  view  absolutely  different  from 
that  of  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
should  like  the  House  to  understend  the 
poeition  in  which  I  stond.  If  I  had  not 
put  Piffott  into  the  box  after  the  state- 
ment I  had  made  on  behalf  of  my  clients, 
I  should  have  been  guilty  of  contemp- 
tible conduct.  No  counsel  stending  inmy 
position — and  here  I  speak  not  only  for 
mys^  but  also  for  these  five  gentlemen 
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aatoeiated  with  ma,  two  of  them  distin- 
goithed  Kemben  of  the  Irish  Bar — no 
ootmsel  in  my  pontion  or  in  theirs  would 
be  worthy  to  take  a  brief  in  a  case  if, 
htmng  stated  he  would  make  a  full  dis- 
closure, he  hesitated  to  put  a  witness 
into  the  box  simply  because  that  witness, 
when  he  was  cross*examined,  miffht 
possibly  not  prove  to  be  as  respectable 
a  man  as  was  at  first  supposed.  Let  us 
have  no  beating  about  the  bush  in  this 
matter.  This  laoguage  was  used  at 
Ealing — *'  The  Attorney  General  knew 
that  that  infamous  charge  was  one  which 
could  not  be  supported.''  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  accurately  re- 
ported  

Sib  W.  HAROOURT  :  I  never  said 
so.  The  report  of  my  speech  at  Ealing, 
as  the  Attorney  General  knows,  was  a 
very  short  one,  and,  I  have  no  doubt, 
incorrect.  I  have  never  said,  publicly 
or  privately,  of  the  Attorney  General 
that  I  blamed  him  in  this  matter,  ex- 
cept on  the  hypothesis  that  he  knew  and 
believed  Pigott  not  to  be  a  witness  of 
truth  when  he  put  him  in  the  witness- 
box. 
♦Sir  K.  WEBSTER:  I  accept,  of 
course,  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  iooorrectly 
reported ;  but  it  is  a  little  uufortuDate 
for  the  individual  who  is  now  address- 
ing the  Committee  that  this  disclaimer 
of  a  most  distinct  charge  should  not 
have  come  before  to-night.  What  is 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  ?  His  only  charge  is  that, 
if  I  knew  and  believed  Pigott  was  a 
man  of  infamous  character,  I  should 
not  have  put  him  in  the  box.  And  then 
he  goes  on,  in  his  speech,  to  say  that  he 
hopes  I  did  not  know  of  the  letter  of 
the  15th  of  November,  because,  if  I 
did  know  of  that  letter,  I  must  have 
known  that  Pigott  was  a  man  of 
infamous  character  ;  and,  if  I  knew 
Pigott  to  have  been  a  man  of 
infamous  character  from  that  letter, 
then  my  conduct  was  a  discredit 
and  a  disgrace  because  I  did  put  him  in 
the  box.  I  do  not  believe  the  Com- 
mittee will  think  I  have  stated  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  accusations  unfairly 
now.  1  told  the  Committee  a  few 
minutes  ago  that  I  knew  of  that  letter 
about  the  middle  of  December,  not 
having  had  it  furnished  to  me  before 
because  the  pressure  of  other  work  was 
such  that  I  had  not  devoted  my  par- 
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ticnlar  attention  to  that  pari  of  the 
until  afterthemiddleofDoeeodMr.  Iiet  Aar 
Committee  just  understand  ezastly  what 
was  the  real  state  of  fSMta  with  reepset 
to  the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gkatle- 
man  has  thought  fit  to  aasnme  that 
before  Pigott  was  put  into  the  box  h» 
had  admitted  that  the  allegation  that  tii9 
letters  were  genuine  was  <me  wMdi 
could  not  be  supported— that  he  had 
admitted  that  he  was  a  man  of  iBfamooA 
character,  and  that  for  that  reason  I 
knew  from  the  information  conveyed  to 
me  that  the  charge  was  unfounded* 
Mr.  Courtnev,  there  is  not  one  shadow 
of  a  foundation  for  any  one  of  thoea 
statements.  The  Committee  will  under* 
stand — and  I  ask  them  to  follow  each. 
date — that  when  I  opened  the  ease 
before  the  Commission  I  stated  that  I 
would  undertake  to  put  into  the  box 
every  witness,  so  far  as  I  could,  who  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  production  of  the- 
letters,  and  if  I  had  retreated  from  that 
statemeut  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
hoD.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
could  have  brought  a  most  serious  charge 
against  me.  On  the  19th  of  October — 
the  Commission  beginniug,  I  think,  on 
the  22nd — Pigott  made  a  statement  which 
will  be  found  set  out  verbatim  in  the  pro- 
ceedings, page  3,252,  that  all  the  letters- 
were  genuine.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  to- 
the  details,  but  he  stated  distinctly  that 
all  the  letters  were  genuine.  I  never 
heard  Pigott's  name  or  Houston's  name 
in  connection  with  those  letters  until 
that  statement  was  shown  to  me  by  Mr. 
Soames  on  the  Monday  following  the- 
19th  of  October.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  please  remember  this  haa> 
been  already  proved  an  oath — I  am  not 
making  any  fresh  statement  at  all — ^thia 
was  sworn  in  the  box  by  Mr.  Soames,  who* 
said  that  he  remembered  the  statement 
being  brought  to  me,  because  oertaiik 
blue  pencil- marks  on  the  statement  wara 
mine,  and  those  were  placed  thtve  when. 
he  took  the  statement  across  to  me  oik 
the  Monday  after  Pigott  had  made  \%^ 
On  the  7th  of  November  Pigott  made  a- 
statutory  declaration  upon  oath,  in  which. 
he  repei^ted  that  all  the  letters  were 
genuine.  Then  he  made  the  statemcDt 
— I  must  read  the  exact  language— in  a> 
letter  which  it  is  supposed  ought  to- 
have  justified  me  in  keeping  Pigott  oat- 
of  the  box.  I  will  ask  the  Committea- 
just  to  follow  me,  because  this  is  the 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  G«ntla* 


577 


Suppfy-^ 


{UavlchU,  1889 1 


Civil  Services, 


579 


man  says  is  an  admission  by  Pigott  that 
he  was  an  infamous  witness,  and  ought 
not  to  be  put  in  the  box.  Pigott  said 
in  his  letter — 

*'  In  such  dzcamstances,  if  I  have  to  appear 
—  that  is,  the  Timet  compels  me  to  come  for- 
ward— I  can  only  repeat  that  I  trill  do  so 
nnwillinffly ,  and  with  the  feeling  strong  within 
me  that  1  have  been  unfairly  dealt  with." 

Mind,  the  TSmes  had  the  written  state- 
ment signed  by  him,  and  the  sworn 
statement  that  the  letters  were  genuine. 

**  And  I  would  also  again  warn  them  of  the 
grave  consequences  to  myself  which  I  have 
already  indicated  to  you  that  are  certain  to 
follow  mj  appearance  in  the  witness-box.  But, 
above  and  before  all,  I  would  impress  upon 
them  that  it  is  my  settled  conviction  that, 
should  I  have  to  appear,  the  cross-examination 
would  most  certainly  tend  to  discredit  my 
evidence  in  chief.** 

[  Cheers.'}  It  is  all  very  well  to  cheer ; 
but  is  there  any  barrister  in  this 
House  who  would  venture  to  say  that, 
having  pledged  the  word  of  his  client 
to  the  tribunal  that  he  would  produce 
the  witness,  he  would  be  justified  in 
saying  he  would  not  call  him,  because 
the  man  himself  had  said  his  evidence 
might  be  discredited?  But  will  the 
Committee  just  follow  me  as  to  what  the 
real  statement  was  ? 

"  It  must  of  necessity  do  so,  as  I  feel  utterly 
unable,  from  defect  of  memory  and  other 
causes,  to  refute  satisfactorily  the  many  allega- 
tions founded  on  remote  events  of  my  career 
as  a  National  journalist  that  are  now  certain  to 
be  brought  up  in  judgment  against  me.** 

What  has  Piffott's  career  as  a  National 
journalist  to  do  with  the  matter  ?  It  is 
all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  toss  his  head  in  disdain.  He 
says  he  knew  more  about  Pigott  than  I 
did.  I  think  it  is  very  likely  indeed. 
But  what  has  the  career  of  Pigott  as  a 
National  journalist  to  do  with  the  fact 
I  desired  to  call  him  for  ?  I  say  again 
— I  apologize  for  repeating  it— that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  sug- 
gesting that  that  is  an  admission  that 
Pigott  was  an  infamous  witness,  that 
statement  is  so  absurd  that  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  have  the  matter  clearly 
before  it.  If,  Pigott  having  sworn  to  a 
statement  that  these  letter  were  genuine, 
I  had  declined  to  put  him  in  the  box 
because  I  was  afraid  of  his  cross-exami- 
nation, I  should  be  utterly  undeserving 
of  ever  being  trusted  by  either  a  private 
or  public  client  with  a  brief. 


Sir  W.  HARCOTJRT  :  That  was  not 
the  point  I  took.  I  said  in  a  criminal 
prosecution,  when  a  prosecutor  producef^ 
a  witness  whom  he  has  reason  to  be- 
lieve to  be  a  tainted  witness,  he  ought 
to  Inform  the  Court  and  the  accused. 
I  stated  at  the  time  that  that  was  done  in^ 
the  case  of  an  informer. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  That  is  not  ther 
gravamen  of  the  charge  against  me,  but 
if  it  is,  it  will  recoil  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  a  few  moments.  The^ 
charge  made  on  public  platforms,  and  in 
this  House,  against  me  is  this.  It  was- 
said  to-night,  a  few  moments  ago,  in  my 
hearing,  that  Pigott  had  admitted 
that  he  was  an  infamous  witness,  and, 
knowing  that,  I  did  not  withdraw  the 
charge,  but  went  on  examining  him.  It 
is  alleged  that,  knowing  and  believing 
him  to  be  an  infamous  witness,  by  thi& 
letter,  I  still  vouched  for  his  truth.  That 
was  the  charge  laid  against  me.  It  ie 
not  a  question  of  misleading  the  Oourt.. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
throws  his  mud  about,  hoping  that  some 
of  it  willetick,  and  that  what  does  not 
stick  will  be  represented  in  certain  sec- 
tions of  the  National  Press  as  sticking, 
I  think  he  should  be  a  little  more  careful 
of  his  facts.  Now,  will  the  Committee 
listen  to  this  statement  of  simple  dates  ?" 
I  have  told  the  House  that  1  knew  of 
this  letter  in  the  middle  of  December. 
Before  Pigott  went  into  the  box — five 
days  before — I  put  that  letter  into  the^ 
hands  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney.  So  if 
it  was  desirable  that  the  other  side 
should  know — if  they  ought  to  have- 
known — that  that  man's  character  was 
discredited,  I  myself  had  given  them 
that  information.  [Cheers  and  eries  of 
**  Withdraw."]  Hon.  Members  who 
have  cheered  me  do  not  want  the  chargea 
withdrawn.  They  have  been  refuted  by 
evidence  which  cannot  be  disputed.  In<. 
the  course  of  Mr.  Soames's  evidence, 
which  was  given  some  days  before  the- 
20th  of  February,  the  letter  was  called 
for,  and  I  produced  it,  and  handed  it  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney,  before  Pigott  went  inta 
the  box,  on  February  20th.  It  appears 
on  page  8,044. 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT  :  Two  months 
after  w  ards. 

*8iR  R.  WEBSTER :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  two  months  afterwards*. 
The    accusation   made    against    me    a. 
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41  particular  yiew  of  the  case,  and  that 
"the  last  Member  who  would  complain  of 
'him  in  his  calmer  moments  would  be 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  But  be 
that  as  it  may — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  knew  perfectly  well  who  the  author 
"Was — do  not  let  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
'jnan  think  that  I  am  going  to  be  fright- 
ened by  the  very  elegant  terms  of  abuse 
with  which  he  has  thought  fit  to 
/bespatter  persons  who  had  to  faithfully 
discharge  a  difficult  and  painful  duty 
according  to  their  belief — according  to 
their  sense  of  honour,  and  of  what  was 
due  to  their  client's  position.  Do  not 
let  him  think  that  the  use  of  any  such 
-vulgar  abuse  would  make  me  shrink  for 
one  moment  from  acknowledging  in  this 
House,  or  anywhere  else,  the  part  I 
have  taken,  and  of  which  I  am  not 
ashamed.  No,  Sir;  that  is  not  the 
spirit  which  has  actuated  Members  of 
that  noble  profession  of  which  I  am  for 
the  moment  the  humble  representative. 
Whether  they  act  wisely  or  whether 
they  act  unwisely,  whether  they  do  their 
duty  to  their  clients  or  go  beyond  that 
duty,  they  are  notinthe  habit  of  shielding 
themselves  by  denying  their  responsi- 
bility, but  they  are  prepared  to  accept  it 
to  the  full,  conscious  that  they  are 
simply  performing  their  duty.  To  deny 
that  responsibility  would  be  conduct  of 
which  no  honest  man  would  be  guilty. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  with  any 
advantage  occupy  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee longer.  I  will  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  one  assurance.  He  said 
in  the  beginning  of  his  speech  that  I 
must  be  glad  of  this  opportunity, 
because  for  a  number  of  weeks  there 
had  been  paragpraphs  in  the  papers 
reflecting  most  gravely  upon  my  conduct 
and  my  position.  I  think  I  should 
like  to  have  asked  him,  if  I  was  allowed 
to  cross-examine  him,  who  was  the  prin- 
cipid  author  of  those  charges?  How 
many  of  them  are  merely  re-echoes,  in 
less  polished  but  scarcely  more  offensive 
language  than  that  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  Derby  and  else- 
where ?  But  I  agree  that  the  columns 
of  Untied  Ireland,  the  FreemanU  Journal 
-^-and  I  am  afraid  I  must  say  the  Star 
— availed  themselves  of  the  opportunity 
of  the  lead  given  bv  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  suggest  that  I  was  to  be  dis- 
barred, and  Uie  Benchers  ought  to  take 
me  into  consideration,  that  the  GK)vem- 
ment  ought  at  once  to  dismiss  me  to  the 
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ranks,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  hound  me  out  of  the  place  as 
a  pettifogging  and  cozening  knave.  I 
do  not  think  that  even  the  Star  arrived 
at  that  climax  of  expression.  I  think 
it  was  reserved  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  think  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  will  be 
almost  jealous  of  me  to-night,  beoanse 
some  expressions  have  been  used  oon- 
ceming  me  even  more  violent  than  kave 
appeared  in  those  papers  with  regard  to 
him.  I  will  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  opposite  this  assurance,  and  the 
hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  who 
has  something  to  do  with  one  of  these 
newspapers,  that  the  charges  have  not 
occasioned  me  one  single  moment's 
anxiety,  one  single  sleepless  moment, 
or  any  other  feeling  except  pity  for  the 
persons  who  are  so  capable  of  proBti- 
tuting  a  position  of  political  power  fbr 
the  purpose  of  bespattering  one  who 
offends  them,  but  who  was  endeavour- 
ing, under  somewhat  difficult  and  trying 
circumstances,  to  do  his  duty,  both  as  a 
member  of  the  Bar  and  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  But,  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  will  only  say  this  in  con- 
clusion— that  if  the  charges  that  ard 
going  to  be  brought  against  me  on  8<mie 
future  day  are  no  worse  than  the  charges 
which  have  been  brought  against  me 
even  on  the  public  platform,  and  in  {he 
House  of  Commons,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  this  evening,  I  believe  that 
what  I  have  gone  through  in  the  course 
of  the  last  four  or  five  months,  and  the 

gart  which  I  have  played,  will  not  be 
y  any  means  the  least  creditable  part 
of  my  career. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  think  I  can 
say  why  it  is  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  never  been  called  a 
pettyfogging  and  cozenine  knave,  and 
that  is  because  until  we  bad  his  own 
acknowledgment  to-day  no  one  thought 
him  responsible  for  the  apology  that  was 
offered  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork.  Whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  escape  from  that  title  in 
future  after  what  he  has  said  is  more 
than  I  can  answer  for.  I  must  say  I 
watched  the  Attorney  General  in  the 
course  of  the  trial  before  the  Commis- 
sioners for  many  days  and  never  appre- 
ciated his  histrionic  powers  as  I  did 
to-night.  I  ventured  to  ask  how  1^ 
look^   when  Pigott   was   giving   his 
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eridenoe,   and  one  of  bis  learned  ool- 
leagaee  said  he  looked  holier  than  ever. 
The  worse  the  case  the  more  sancti- 
monious   the    right    hon.    Qentleman 
looked,  and  the  gpraver  the  offence  the 
more  pious  his  appearance.    Of  all  the 
things  he  has  done  in  the  course  of  the 
<3ommi8sion  Inquiry  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing half  so  clever  or  half  so  dexterous 
:a8  giving  the  letter  of  Pigott  to  the  Mem- 
^r  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  0.  Bussell), 
gust  five  days  before  Pigott  was  called. 
The  right  hon.    (Gentleman  was    cog- 
nizant of  the  letter  for  two  months  and 
a  half  before,  and  during  the  whole  of 
this  period  he  never  gave  the  smallest 
hint  to  the  counsel  for  the  defence,  or 
to  the  public  or  the  Press,  of  the  exis- 
tence of  any  such  letter.     Five  days 
l>efore  Pigott  was  called  his  conscience 
ttwoke,  and  he  gave  the  letter  to  the 
counsel  for  the  defence.     I  will  tell  him 
and  the  Committee  why  he  gave  up  the 
letter.     He  gave  it  because  he   could 
not  avoid  it.     He  did  not  g^ve  it  from  a 
•sense  of  honour  or   fair  play,  but  he 
:gave  it  under  the  hardpressure  of  neces- 
•sity  and  exposure.     Why  had  not  the 
riffht  hon.  Qentleman  the  candour  to 
tell  the  Committee  that  the  existence  of 
the  letter  had  been  sworn  to  by  one  of 
liis  own  witnesses  when  he  gave  it  to 
the  Member  for  South   Hackney?      I 
will  sit  down  if  the  right  hon.  Q-entle- 
mau  can  controvert  my  statement  that 
the  letter  was  not  given  to  Sir  C.  Bussell 
until  after  its  existence  had  been  sworn 
to  in  open  court. 

♦Sir  K.  WEBSTER :  Mr.  Soames  had, 
long  before,  in  his  evidence  in  chief, 
offered  to  produce  every  single  scrap  of 
writing  that  had  passed  between  him 
and  Mr.  Pigott,  and  before  one  single 
•question  had  been  asked  him  by  Sir  0. 
fiussell. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  :  That  was  not 
my  point,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
ao  stupid  as  not  to  see  it  is  not.  My 
point  18  that  the  surrender  of  that  letter, 
*which  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  g^ves 
as  a  proof  of  his  sense  of  chivalry  and 
honour,  did  not  take  place  till  the  exist- 
•ence  of  the  letter  haa  been  proved  and 
revealed  in  open  court,  and  until  Sir 
<7.  Bussell  had  called  for  it.  And 
jet  when  I  have  thus  exposed  the  real 
reason  of  the  chivalry,  honour,  and 
fair  play  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, notwithstanding  the  exposure,  he 
is  looking   as  sanctimonious  as  ever. 


I  think  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  had  done  nothing 
but  elicit  from  the  lips  of  the  Attorney 
General  the  two  confessions — first,  as 
to  the  authorship  of  the  miserable 
apology,  and,  secondly,  as  to  his  know- 
ledge of  the  existence  of  Pigott's 
letter  in  December  —  the  debate 
would  be  fully  justified,  also  the  main 
charges  brought  against  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Geatleman  saw  in  the  middle 
of  December  this  letter  of  Pigott,  and 
yet  he  said  he  did  not  know  that  Pigott 
was  infamous,  and  he  had  the  face  to 
tell  us  that  the  letter  of  Pigott  did  not 
acknowledge  his  infamy.  Figott  wrote 
saying  that  he  feared  if  he  were  placed 
io  the  box  his  political  antecedents  were 
such  that  his  evidence  would  be  broken 
down  on  cross-examination.  There  is 
another  letter  in  which  Pigott  said — 

"  I  am  bound  to  again  warn  them  that  my 
taetlmony  will  be  so  sensibly  weakened  in  cross- 
examination  as  to  seriously  injure,  instead  of 
serving,  their  case.*' 

What  did  Pigott  do  ?  He  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  his  career  as  a 
Nationalist  journalist  might  be  raked 
up.  <<  What  had  I  to  do  with  that  ?  " 
says  the  Attorney  General,  '^  and  what 
had  that  to  do  with  the  facsimile 
letter  ?  "—for  he  still  calls  it  the  fac- 
simile letter,  and  refrains  from  using 
honourable  and  manly  words  when 
dealing  with  this  foul  and  false  charge. 
The  '*  alleged  facsimile  letter,"  is  his 
delicate  phraseology  for  a  thoroughly 
exposed,  wicked,  and  malignant  forgery. 
I  will  ask  the  Attorney  General  before 
this  debate  closes  to  have  the  manliness 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  and  declare, 
without  limitation  and  without  circum- 
locution, that  he  now  confesses  that 
each  and  every  one  of  the  letters  attri- 
buted to  my  hon.  Friend  by  the  TVmM, 
and  supplied  to  them  by  Pigott,  was  a 
forgery,  m  order  that  the  Prime  Minister 
may  be  prevented  from  taking  advan- 
tage of  the  lame  apology — the  inten- 
tionally lame  apology — of  the  Attorney 
General,  to  give  a  new  life  to 
these  wicked  and  horrible  charges. 
Whathad  Pigott's  career  as  aNationalist 

t'oumalist  to  do  with  the  letters?  It 
lad  this  to  do  with  them.  During  that 
career  he  had  been  convicted  in  the 
public  Press  of  Ireland  of  having  com- 
mitted  the  same  offenoe.  Take  the 
notorious  letter  to  Mr.  Egan.    Pigott 
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wwoU  to  E^^  mjimg  be  hmdm. 
dorsflWBtof»djuiiagisgclmmettr.  Hej 
did  Boi  qntle  Mietv  it  himawif,  ^«  | 
Mid,  but  be  wee  effered  £500  to  pab- 1 
liab  i^  end  be  wee  so  tempted  bj  tbie 
oflEir  tbet  be  wee  minad  be  would  beve 
to  pebliab  the  dnroiBWity  tboogb  be 
believed  it  to  be  lelae,  end  demiging  to 
the  Lead  Leeicee.  Tbie  eoneepood 
wee  pobliebed  in  tb/e  /V#>i— '# 
eod  It  ezpoead  Pigott  to  tbe  world 
bleiiiiiiiifw;  e  bagging  letter 
eod  e  forger.  Tbe  lorgeriee  of  tbe 
Timm  end  tbe  Ibrgeriee  with  wbidi 
Pigott  tbieefened  £^mii  were  preetieellj 
tbe  ■erne  kind  of  triek,  end  jet  tbe  bon. 
eadleemed  Gentleinen,  witb  hit  sencti- 
monione  eir,  eaked  tbe  House  wbet  bed 
tbe  entecsdents  of  en  Irisb  Nstionelist 
joomelisty  e  forger,  end  e  bleekmeiler 
to  do  with  tbe  esee  of  tbe  forged  letters 
in  tbe  Tims$  f  Tbe  rigbt  bon.  OenUe- 
men  the  Member  for  Derbj  would  re- 
pndiete  bering  cest  enj  doubt  on  tbe 
justice  of  tbe  Speciel  Gommission,  but 
the  Attorney  Gbnersl  bee  himssif  eest 
en  nndeserred  stigme  on  tbet  tribnneL 
Tbe  Attorney  Oensral  bee  sought  to 
meke  tbe  tribonel  responsible  lor  bis 
own  oondncty  but  wbidi  the  Commis- 
sion most  empbeticellj  oondenmed. 
I>oee  tbe  bon.  end  leerned  Oeotlemen 
denj  tbet  tbe  Court  bee  been  oonstently 
fretting  et  his  ccmdnct  of  the  cesef 
Does  he  den j  tbet  the  President  esked 
him  to  edvenee  with  his  esse,  that  be 
orer  end  orer  egnin  sinified  that  the 
bon.  end  leerned  GentJemen  was  rmj 
slow  in  coming  to  the  point  ?  He  bee 
sought  also  to  meke  the  President  re- 
sponsible for  the  withholding  of  the 
names  of  the  witneeses.  Can  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  saj  that  the 
F^resident  told  him  to  withhold  the  in* 
liMrmation  ?  The  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Heekney  protested  con- 
stently  against  the  manner  in  which  the 
Attorney  Gheneral  conducted  hit  case, 
but  the  Phwdent  said  he  could  not  in- 
terfere with  the  hon.  and  learned  GFmitf  e- 
the  matter.  Then  as  to  the 
giren  to  the  defence.  For 
two  months  the  Attorney  Oeneral  aJ- 
lowed  this  charge  to  hang  orer  the  head 
of  the  hon.  Member  lor  Cknrk.  Did  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  beliere  the 
letters  to  be  genuine;  did  he  know 
them  to  be  forseries?  Any  one  who 
took  the  troubM  to  inquire  into  the 
cheracter   of   tbe    blackmailer   Pigott 
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belbte.  end  eonld  slill  believe  tb»- 
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either  very 
cberge  tbks  Attorney 
poniegtbe  cei 
tbe  bon.  and 
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tbe  letteti  in  Comt 
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to  get  et  tbe  §rmmmfm  of  tbe  ease.     No 
one  eared    about    tbe  eacient  bistey 
wbieb  was  well  known  to  tbe  Tory  Go- 
vernment when  they  were  the  elEse  6t 
my  bon.  Friend  tbe  Member  lor  Oork» 
aad  wb«i,thro«gb  Lord  Carnarvon,  tbej 
were  rsedy  to  bend  over  en  Irisb  Far-- 
liaoMnt  to  him.    On  tboss  oecesions  tbe 
Attorney  General  usually  said  that  ^  be 
mig^  be  able  to  prodnee  the  Isttsie 
next  week,**  that  *' he  would  not  enter 
into  any  engagement,'*  buttfiat  ''if  be 
could   produce  them  be  would."    The 
foet  is  that  tbe  Attorney  General  ikiiked 
bringing  up  tbe  letters  ee  long  ee  be- 
rould;  be  did  not  bring  them  np  one- 
moment  sooner  than  be  wee  fbresd  todo. 
Why?    Becenss  be  did  not  believe  in 
them«    He  bee  been  convicted  by  bin 
own  conduct  of  treeting  my  bon.  Friend 
most  unleiriyy  by  allowing  to  bang  over 
his  heed  for  months  a  cbaige  of  sym- 
pethy  with  murder  long  after  it  wee> 
known  that  that  charge  was  a  foul,  vils^ 
and  discreditable  calumny.  What  would 
have  been  the  manly  courss  lor  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  have  adopted  T 
Why,  he  must  have  known  or  suipestod 
that  Pigott  was  a  peijurer  and  mrgsr,. 
and  he  should  have  got  up  in  Court,, 
and  said,  "  Since  we  have  brought  tfiie- 
charge  against  the  hon.  Member  fsele 
have  come  to  our  knowledge  that  mak» 
us  now  sospeet  that  it  is  a  vile  and 
wicked   invention."    If  tbe  bon.  end^ 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  engaged  iit 
a  private  case  in  which  his  vision  was> 
not  obscured  by  professional  eonsideni- 
tions  and  political  passion,  I  am  sue  he- 
would  have  been  the  first  to  aesept  tbe 
canon  hitherto  accepted  by  all  Thgiish 
gentlemen,  that  when  one  finds  be  bae* 
misrepresented  another  the  apology  be  . 
offers  is  in  proportion  to  the  offimce  be-, 
rave.    The  Attorney  General's    with*-, 
drawal  of  the  charge  should  have  come*. 
at  the  very  first  moment  he  was  doubt- 
ful of  its  justice.    This  would  have  besik 
the  course  taken  by  a  man  of  honour^ 
and  I  deny  that  there  is  one  code  oC 
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DTii^te  honour  and  another  code  of^ro- 
mdonal  honour,  tiow,  then,  i^oee  the 
Attorney  Qeiieral  explain  the  delaj  of 
months  whieh  took  place,  when  he 
moat  have  known  ike  ohargee  indicated 
hj  the  letters  were  false  ?  He  sajs 
he  was  bouisd  to  put  Pigott  in  the  box. 
Tee;  bat  he  was  also  bound  to  have 
done  so  with  a  statement  that  he  did 
not  believs4iis  eridenee.  But  tiie-hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  did  not  giro  the 
Court  the  smallest  intimation  that  he 
did  not  aecept  every  word  of  his  testi- 
mony as  gospel  truth.  He  speaks  of 
the  fire  days'  notioe  he  gave,  but  at  the 
same  time  he  has  not  even  alluded  to 
the  fact  thai  he  tried  to  put  the  experts 
into  the  box  before  Pigott  was  called  ; 
and  not  onW  did  he  try  to  put  the  ex- 
peits  into  the  box,  but  he  actually  did 
get  one  of  them  into  the  box,  and  it  was 
only  owing  to  an  untoward  cireum- 
stance  in  connection  with  one  of  his 
witnesses,  and  that  in  obedience  to  the 
pressure  of  the  Oonrt,  which  he  resisted 
as  long  as  he  oould,  ^at  he  was  compelled . 
to  go  to  the  case  of  Pigott,  and  made 
to  desist  from  still  further  bolstoring 
this  fabric  of  liee;  and  this  is  the  chhral- 
rous  and  generous  Oentleman  who  abso- 
lutely went  out  of  his  way  in  the  almost 
feferah  eagerness  of  his  desire  to  be 
ftur  to  the  defendanto — this  is  the 
chivalrous  and  gensxousQentleman  who 
had  to  be  almost  kicked  into  Roing  into 
the  case  about  the  letters.  I  wul  say 
nothing  about  Mr.  Soames.  I  do  not 
care  a  pin  about  Mr.  Soames.  If  the 
Tims9  newspaper  retains  his  services  as 
ito  solicitor  it  will  never  see  another 
centenary,  even  if  he  lives  to  be  as  old 
as  Methuselah.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gbntleman  skipped  very  Hghtly  over 
what  I  think  the  most  serious  nart  of 
tho  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby's  sase— nam^y,  his  relation 
as  Aittomsy  Oeneral  and  also  as  a  Mem* 
ber  of  the  €kyvetfnment  to  the  whcle 
business.  The  Attorney  Oenend  ^^ 
minds  me  of  a  chavaeter  in  Ths  Mik^io^ 
and  OQ|pht  to  be  called  <*Pooh-bah.^' 
Pooh-bah  ocSupied  sev^nd  positions,  for 
he  was  not  only  First  Lord  c^  the  Trsa- 
suy,  but  also  Ohanceilor  of  ^e  Bx- 
<^equer,  Lord  H%h  Ohamberlam,  «ad 
I  am  not  snre  whStber  he  was  n/M  Uke- 
wiae  Seetetary  for  tlie  Ookruies,  and 
thus  he  eouldtnak^ap^cation-asPoeil- 
bsb  io  the  Oha&eeHor'of  the  Jhxihequillr 
9M  Lord  High  Okambeitein,  wUIe  as 
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LE>rd  jHigh  Chamberlain  he  could  make 
application  as  Pooh-bah  to  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  In  the  same 
way  we  never  seem  to  know  when  the 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  is 
connsel  for  the  TVsim,  or  when  he  re- 
sumes hischaracter  as  Attorney  Oeneral. 
Now,  I  am  about  to  put  a  very  plain 
question  to  the  hon.  and  learned  lientle^- 
man.  I  will  ask  him,  did  he  frame  the 
reference  to  the  tribunal  which  was  to 
try  the  case  in  which  he  acted  as  coun- 
sel ?  Had  he  any  part  in  framing  the 
torms  of  the  reference  to  the  triSuasl 
l^  which  his  own  dient  was  to  be 
tried? 

*SiB  B.  WEBSTER:  None  what- 
ever. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  None  what- 
ever? Did  he  not  attend  when  a 
Cabinet  Council  was  about  to  take  place 
at  which  the  Commissiou  Bill  was  to  b4 
considered  ? 
♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  Never. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Then  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Tory  organs  are 
almost  as  inaccurate  as  the  Attomcijr 
Gheneral.  But  I  would  ask  him,  did  he 
never  see  the  Bill  before  it  was  intro- 
duced  to    this   House?    Ah!   what  It 

blemnff  cross-examination  is - 

*8iB  R.  WEBSTER :  I  beff  pardon. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  may  wink  the 
observation  very  clever,  but  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  I  stated  to  the  Hous4 
last  Session  that  I  had  seen  the  Bttl 
before  it  was  introduced,  but  that  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  its  preparation. 

Mb.  T.  p.  OCONNC^  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  says  he  saw  th6 
Bill ;  let  me  ask  him,  did  any  of  the 
counsel  for  Uie -defendants  in'thecominjr 
inquiry  see  the  Bill  ?  Nay,  I  will  presS 
the  potnt  a  little  further.  Why  did  Ab 
Attorney  Oeneral  see  the  Bill  ?  beeaos# 
honour  and  fair  play  ought  tohavektfpt 
that  Bill  as  secret  from  tbe  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  as  from  anyone  in 
the  world.  I  wonder  if  the  %ld  friettd  iof 
the  Fhrst  Lord  of  'die  Tntaisury  «hBOsa% 
the  BOl.  Was  my  hoh.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Paiw 
neil),  who  was  to  be  tried  on  a*charg<» 
of  participation  in  murder  shown  mb 
Bill  ?  Was  the  Bill  shown  to  the  how. 
asid  learned  OcFutileman  the  Member 'for 
Sotith  Hlaxikney  (Shr  C.  RMi^ll)?  L«t 
'Me  hon.  and  learned  Oentfemaa  tik^ 
Attorney  Oenena  explain  it'ashe'#£ll». 
t  denounce  it  as  a  partof  the  foul  partf* 
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zanship  of  the  OoTemment  that  thej 
allowed  the  chief  counsel  for  one  of  the 
purtiee  in  this  great  State  inquiiy  to  see 
the  terms  of  a  Bill  which  was  to  estab- 
lish a  tribunal  before  which  the  parties 
were  to  appear,  and  o£fered  no  suoh 
facility  to  those  who  represented  the 
.other  side.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  was  it  that 
ehose  the  tribunal  before  which  his  client 
was  to  appear  f  Is  it  true  that  the  chief 
eounsel  for  the  Timet  selected  the  tri- 
bunal which  was  to  tiy  the  case?  I 
■demand  an  answer  to  this  question,  and 
I  will  sit  down  immediately  if  the  hon. 
jmd  learned  Gentleman  will  give  me  an 
answer.  Does  he  deny  it  P  He  does 
not  deny  it.    He  cannot  deny  it. 

*SiB  B.  WEBSTER :  I  protest,  Sir, 

.against  this  mode    of  addressing  the 

Souse ;  and  I  appeal  to  those  who  are 

better  acquainted  with  the  House  than 

I  am.    I  say  there  is  not  a  shadow  of 

ifdundation  for  the  suggestion  just  made ; 

4md  I  will  add  that  I  shall  decline  to 

jDotioe  any  insinuations  of  this  kind. 

'  Mn.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  do  not  deal 

in  insinuations,  and  will  now  put  before 

the  Oommittee  ^ome   facts  which  the 

hon.  and  learned  Member  cannot  deny. 

The  Attorney  Qeneral  was  asked  by  the 

hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 

]>er  for    South    Hackney  whether  the 

Government  intended  to  follow  all  the 

precedents  in  suoh  cases,  and  to  give  the 

fullest  opportunity  for  consultation  with 

regard  to  the  names  to    be  selected. 

.Will  the  hon.  and  learned  G^tleman 

the  Attorney  Qeneral  deny  that  ?    Was 

he  asked  thatquestion  or  was  he  not — 

aye  or  no  f    When  the  hon.  and  learned 

<t<^tleman  was  supposed  to  be  pressing 

the  right  hon..  Gentleman  the  Member 

for  Derby  very  hard  in  the  speech  the 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  just 

delivered,   the  whole  of   the  cheering 

occupants    of    the    Benches    opposite 

shouted  '* Answer,  answer";   but  the 

Attorney  General,  when  I  ask  him  to 

answer,  says  neither  *'aye"  nor  "no." 

.WeU,  what  happened?    The  Attorney 

General  told  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 

Ueman.he  would  consult  the  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER :  I  must  say  that 
Sot  these  suggestions  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  were  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation.  There  is  no  foundation  for 
the  statement  that  any  such  communi- 
cation was  made  to  the  hon.  and  learned 

Mr.  T.  P.  (/Connor 


(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Soath 
Hackney.  The  communication  was  as 
to  whether  the  names  were  gomg  to  be 
put  into  the  Bill  before  it  was  printed  or 
not. 

Mb.   T.    p.    O'CONNOR:    That   is 
exactly  the  point — were  the  names  to 
be  put  into  the  Bill ;  and  that  meant, 
were  the  members  of  the  Front  Oppo* 
sition  Bench  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  names.    I  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  he  will  not  be 
able  to  wriggle  out  of  this.     The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  made 
the  statement  that  the  leaders  of  the 
Front  Bench  on  this  side  of  the  House 
had  not  been  consulted  with  regard  to 
the  names.   I  will  say  nothing  in  refer- 
ence to  the  learned  Judges  who  have 
to  try  the  case.  So  far  as  I  can  see,  diey 
are  giving  the  most  serious  attention  to 
the  whole  of  the  proceedings.   But  here 
is  the  point.   I  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  tne  Attorney  General  who  selected 
the    Judges,    or   whether   they   were 
selected    by  the  Lord  GhancelUnr.    Of 
course,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlenum 
does  not  mean  to  say  that  they  voiuii- 
teered  to  undertake  a  work  which  tte 
President  of  the  Oommission  compared 
to  their  being  tied  to  the  stake,  so  heavy 
was  the  labour  and  so  tremendous  the 
responsibility.  Well,  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  they  seleoted 
by  the  Lord  Ohancellor  P    If  so,  he  is  a 
Member  of  the  (Government  that  stood 
to  win  or  lose  by  the  result  of  the  case 
then  about  to  be  inquired  into,  and  we 
are   brought   face    to   face   with    the 
astounding  fact  that  the  Gkyvemmenti 
which  was  about  to   try  its   poUtioal 
opponents  on  a  charge  of  partieipatkMi 
in  murder,  actually  constituted  tiie  veny 
tribunal  by  which  the  charge  was  to.he 
investigated,  its   principal   law  offioer 
being  at  the  same  time  cmef  eounsel  for 
the  accusing  party.    I  do  not  think  the 
judiciaiy  of  this  country,  whose  past  is 
full  of  great  and  noble  traditiona,  ean 
show  a  parallel  to  this.     I  put  it  to  the 
Gbvemment,  why  did   they  not  show 
some  respect  for  the  traditions  of  that 
institution    whose    independence    and 
honesty — whose  most  saored  prinoiplea 
— have  been  subjected  to  a  strain  whidi 
no  one  who  is  proud  of  the  honour  of 
his  eountry  would  have  consented  to  im- 
pose?   I  come,  now,  to  the  last  point. 
The  hon.   and  learned  G^tlenuui  has 
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^avowed  the  snAonliip  of  the  ^wlMiy, 
I  oonfeM  tiiat  I  ■bonld  not  him  b«- 
liemd  the  atatemmit  if  I  had  not  heud 
it  from  his  own  lipa ;  and  I  will  Teuton 
to  make  this  prophecy,  that  to-mono« 
his  oonfoanon  will  b«  the  canaa  of  reas- 
'tiOB,  not  menlj  ainone  the  political 
opponrata  of  the  hoti.  ana  leaniad  Qen- 
'ueman,  bnt  among;  many  of  his  friaodi 
abo.  Let  aa  see  whiU  were  the  tenni 
■of  the  ^ology : — 

"Hy  Lords,  under  tha  ciroamitBiioM,  It 
Memi  to  01  thmt  tha  oodtm  wb  oufbt  to  t>ki  ia 
«lear,  uid,  bdiarfng  tlwt  we  we  merely  doi:iff 
■our  duty,  J  now,  on  behalf  of  tboM  whom  I 
repreaent,  aek  ^ermiMtoD  to  withdnw  from 
TOOT  DtMuidenihan  tha  gsDninenea  of  the 
'letten  that  hiiTs  been  Bobmittad  to  too,  the 
«iitliantidty  of  which  U  denied." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  doea 
<iiit  even  eay  they  are  forged,  bat  oom< 
mitshimaeU  nm^jto  a  oegadTe  instead 
-of  a  positire  statement — 

"  ynth  A  fnll  M^aowtedgeuant  that  after  th* 
-^ridence  that  haa  bsen  prta  we  are  not  entitled 
to  My  Vbaj  are  genuine." 

They  may  be  gennine ;  probably  they 
are  genuine,  as  the  Uarqnoes  of  Salia- 
13IUT  still  asserts,  and  as  all  the  Primrose 
Damee'alleged  at  the  Kennington  elec- 
tion, and  as,  X  have  no  doubt,  they  are 
^ow  saying  at  Knfield,  after  the  friendly 
lead  of  the  If  arqaees  of  Salisbury  and 
the  hon.  and  leaniad  Gentleman.  Tbey 
may  be  gennme — probably  they  are ;  but 
*"  we  are  not  entitled  to  say  they  are 
genuine."  This  is  a  sonrry  and  miser- 
able pretenoe  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oendeman  now  describes  as  the  vary 
uttermost  limit  which  even  his  generosity 
-conld  assign  to  what  he  put  forward  as 
an  apology.  Then,  thehon.  and  learned 
Oenueman  oontinned — 


-of  lesret 

may  M  miainteTpreted.  Thoae  whom  I  repre- 
-tent  reqoeit  me  to  azpreai  thdr  linoaTe  K«tet 
that  theae  latten  were  pnbUthed.  That  feel- 
ing. wUah  moat  tmlr  axirta,  will,  at  the  vro- 
ipar  time,  be  more  fimy  expreaeed  by  them," 

"  The  proper  lime  "  oame  the  following 
morning— when  the  Timti_  newspaper 
bought  it  had  more  fully  ezfiressed 
^oere  regret  when  it  embodied  the 
fitatameut  of  the  Attoroey  Oeneral. 
Now,  Sir,  the  idiarge  is  tut  my  him. 
Friend  made  a  commonicatum  as  to  the 
Fhceuix  Park  murden.  What  was  the 
«ha^;e  against  my  hon.  Friend  (Ur. 
Pamell)  t    That  be  expressed  r^p«t  for 


the  murder  of  Lord  Ftedericd:  Oarendiabi 
from  motires  merely  of  expedienoy  and 
pmdenoe— a  murder  which  caused  deep 
and  heartfelt  grief  ia  Irish  hearts  aU 
OTW  the  world.  I  have  been  told  by 
some  of  my  oonnttymen  in  Amerioathat 
tears  ware  shed  in  Irish  homes  three  or 
four  thonsand  miles  awaybeoaoseof  the 
melanohnly  and  tragic  death  of  Lord 
Fredniok  Oarendish.  Uy  hon.  Friend 
was  represented  in  this  letter  as  not  syra- 
pathinng  with  the  feeling  aroused  nni- 
Toroally  when  this  honourable,  geuerons 
and  worthy  official,  who  sent  a  message 
of  peace  and  friendship  and  ooncillation 
to  tne  Irish  race,  met  with  aa  end  so 
tragic.  ACy  boa.  Friend  is  represented 
as  regretting  the  accident,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  expressing  approval  of  the 
murder  of  Hr.  Bourke.  Here  is  a 
eharge  of  complid^.  Mark,  that  is 
not  the  only  letter.  There  is  Hie  other 
— "  It  is  time  to  make  things  hot  for 
old  Forster."  What  does  tut  meanf 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  was  the  aharge 
made  by  the  Attorney  General,  beoaoie 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  differenoe  be- 
tween the  diarore  made  by  the  Attorney 
General  and  tne  chat^  made  by  the 
n'oMt  in  leading  articles.  It  was  vssy 
considerably  out  down  and  iub-edited 
by  the  Attorney  General  in  his  speech. 
Iliis  charge  of  sympathy  with  murder, 
privity  to  murder,  oomplioity  with 
mnrdar,  enoouragement  to  murder,  is 
said  to  be  fully  withdrawn — withdrawn 
with  a  rnperahundaaoe  and  excess  of 
generosiM',  when  the  Attorney  General 
■aye,  "  Those  whom  I  represent  reqnest 
me  to  express  their  sincere  regret  that 
these  letters  were  published."  Welt,  X 
should  say  the  regret  is  of  a  veiy' 
diSereat  kmd.  I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  there  was  very  profound  and  veiy 
rinoere  regret  on  the  part  of  the  TVsm* 
newspaper  when  the  letters  turned  out 
not  to  be  true.  The  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  describes  the  apology  as 
nnoere  and  full.  Well,  I  do  not 
sail  an  apology  sincere  and  full,  which 
leaves  roomformisinterprstatioD.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  "We  are  not  entitled  to  say  the 
letters  are  genuine,"  did  he  cr  did  he 
not  mean  that  the  letters  were  forged? 
Let  us  have  a  plain  answer  to  that 
question.  Let  there  he  an  end  to  this 
imgn  of  lies.  Lst  us  have  a  full,  ex- 
plicit, and  candid  statement  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  so  that  the 
X  3 
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Marquees  of  Salisbuiy  sfaall  not  hare 
any  ispportonities  of  speaking  of  these 
letters  oeiog  inTolved  in  a  mist ;  or  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  shall  be  able,  as  he 
did  last  night,  to  ask  ns  why  we  were 
not  able  to  answer  for  the  appearance 
of  Pigott  in  the  box.  I  know  that  the 
bon.  and  learned  Qentleman  will  not 
like  to  ^ve  a  fall  and  ample  apology, 
and  to  give  a  full  and  ample  statement 
wHh  regard  to  these  letters,  which 
would  qK)il  the  trade  of  the  Primrose 
Leagne.  It  might  actually  influence 
some  eleotions;  it  miffht  expose  the 
matter  in  such  a  way  uiat  it  would  be 
appreciated  by  the  dullest  Tory,  eren 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Lough- 
borough Division,  who,  I  observed, 
last  night  nodded  his  head  when  there 
was  some  expression  of  doubt  from 
some  part  of  the  House  as  to  whether 
all  the  letters  were  forged  or  not. 
'  Mn.  nx  LISLE  (Loughborough): 
Deddedly. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  You  say  your 
apology  was  complete.  It  was  not  com- 
plete enough  for  the  hon.  Ghentleman ;  for 
it  was  so  meagre,  so  indefinite,  so  nega- 
tire,  that  you  have  left  the  hon.  Gentte- 
mfan  tiie  loophole  to  say  that  some  of 
ttie  letters,  all  of  which  you  know  to  be 
foTffed,  may  not  be  forged.  This  is  the 
fUl,  and  ample,  and  generous  apology 
which  the  learned  Attorney  Oenend  has 
given.  Well,  Sir,  I  looked  forward  with 
scMne  considerable  anxiety  to  what  the 
Attoney  Oeneral  would  say  here  to-night. 
I  will  not  say  I  was  anxious.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  I  could  have  had  a 
miieh  higher  opinion  of  his  conduct  in 
fliis'case  than  I  am  unfortunately  driven 
tf  entertain.  But,  Sir,  having  listened 
of  Us  apology  and  his  defence — that 
vsty  able  and  dexterous  defence^I 
rnuHi  say  that  it  has  only  confirmed  my 
vety  worst  impressions,  and  that  it  has 
piled  Pelion  on  Ossa  to  the  proof  which 
(dready  existed  of  the  unfair  manner  in 
wUch  the  learned  Attorney  General 
conducted  the  case.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  Grown 
Rroseoutor  in  a  criminal  trial,  I  am  sure 
he  would  have  cut  off  his  right  hand 
rather  than  do  the  deeds  into  which  he 
has  been  betrayed  by  Party  passion  and 
poHlical  interest.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  so  or  not,  but  I  think  myself 
he  had  to  be  scourged  almost  to  take  up 
the  case  of  the  prosecution.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  laughs  at  that 
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observation.  Well|  pevhapsi  am  wronar. 
Perhaps  he  took  up   the  dirty   wov 
willingly.    This  case  will  be  heard  of 
as  long  as  English  history  lasts.    The* 
prominent  antagonists  in  it  will   live^ 
not,  perhaps,  from  their  own  importance, 
but  irom  the  cruelty  of  suffering  oar 
the  one  hand,  and  the  depth  of  infamy 
on  the  other ;  and  I  believe  that  fatnxe 

fenerations  of  Englishmen   will  look 
ack  with  sorrow  and  surpriae  to  the 
part  the  Attorney  QenmL  has  taken 

*SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (Londott 
University) :  I  do  not  know  that  I 
have  ever  intervened  in  one  of  tfaeae 
debates,  nor  do  I  now  rise  to  dia- 
cuss  the  question  raised  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Member  for  Derby.  I  wislv 
however,  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon* 
Members  beyond  the  Gangway  and  be- 
low me,  and,  at  any  rate,  to  enter  mj 
own  protest  courteously,but  still  strongly^ 
against  the  continuance  of  this  debate.. 
I^t  us  get  on  witti  the  business  of  the* 
country.  We  have  now  begun  a  dia- 
cussion  to-night ;  we  had  a  long  debate 
last  night ;  and  in  the  form  of  qnartjgyie- 
we  have  had  a  rax^bling  debate  almpat 
every  night  lately,  practuusl^  <^  ih» 
proceedings  before  a  judicial  tribunal 
now  sitting.  This  I  cannot  but  regard,. 
in  the  first  place,  as  a  very  unfortunate 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  House.  There- 
are  a  great  many  important  subjeota,. 
many  Bills  anxiously  looked  for  by  the- 
oountry,  but  these  discussions  put  them' 
off  almost  indefinitely.  But,  tatthet 
than  that,  though,  no  do^ibt»  hdm.. 
Members  are  technically  in  thei;r  rights 
still  I  cannot  but  regard— ana  J  bebeve 
the  country  re^ard^theae  dabatsa  aa- 
faighly  inconvenient  and  constituting  a 
very  uiifortunate  precedent.  The  Jion* 
Member  who  has  lust  sat  doim  moke 
courteously  of  the  Commission,  but  uuBie- 
have  been  other  speeches  which,  even 
if  not  so  intended,  certainly  aMeaieA 
as  if  they  were  attacJks  upon  tfio  Jiq^- 
partiaUty  of  that  tribunal.  Againa^ 
speeches  which  are  made  in  the  coun&y^ 
the  judges  may  and  can  protect  &em* 
selves.  But  We  have  in  this  fiouae- 
great  privileges — and  verv  properly. 
Sir,  and  that  makes  it  afi  tne  more* 
desirable  that  those  privileges  shentt 
not  be  strained  or  abused,  fhe  rigjit 
hon.  Oentls^man  the  Member  for  bmy 
drew  a  ^stinction  between  that  part  of 
the  case  which  was  btill    before   th^ 
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Commiarioii  and  that  part  relating  to 
arij^oe  wfilioh'  fias  been  withdrawn ;  but 
on  other  tpeeohee  he  dwelt  upon  the  mat- 
ters whioh  are  atill  under  the  ooneidera- 
tion  of  that  tribunal.  I  am  not  now, 
howerer,  going  to  adopt  the  course  I  am 
depreeati^,  and  I  have  risen  simply  to 
-express  a  hope  that  we  may  be  allowed 
to  go  on  with  the  business  of  the  country, 
and  take  up  those  other  matters  whidi 
we  have  been  sent  to  Parliament  to 
-carry  through.  I  am  sure  we  are  all 
jealous  of  the  character  and  dignity  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  not  less 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  thnn 
in  other  parts  of  the  House,  and  I  fear 
that,  if  we  go  on  as  we  ha?e  been  doing 
•of  late,  we  shall  do  much  to  lower 
«nd  impair  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
both  as  a  business-like  Assembly  and  as 
4m  impartial  tribunal.  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Membera  not  to  continue  a  discussion 
which  is  a  wanton  waste  of  pablic  time, 
and  which  looks  like  an  attempt  to  dis- 
•credit  the  Oommission,  and  not  to  set 
fthe  unfortunote  precedent  of  discussing 
e  Question  now  under  investigation  by  a 
judicial  tribunal. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  The 
lion.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  not  only 
•expressed  his  personal  opinion  that  the 
etatement — ^the  very  elaborate  and  in- 
genious statement-— of  the  Attorney 
General  was  satisfactory  to  him,  but 
took  upon  himself  to  speak  in  the  name 
•of  the  country.  I  notice  that  certain 
Members  of  the  House,  especially 
TJnionist  Members,  are  very  apt  to 
epeak  in  the  name  of  the  country,  and 
yet  show  the  most  profound  disinclina- 
tion to  take  the  verdict  of  any  con- 
etituency,  even  of  such  a  constituency 
4M  the  University  of  London  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  represents.  Now,  the 
Attomev  General  has  in  his  speech 
foUowea  the  tactics  which  the  whole 
gparty  opposite  have  pursued  from  the 
'venr  commencement  of  this  unfortunate 
ana  miserable  business ;  it  is  a  water- 
tti|^ht  compartment  policy— one  old 
ifnend  goes  to  another  old  friend  and 
mo  one  is  responsible  for  what  any  one 
-else  does.  The  Attorney  General  did  not 
•deal  with  the  charges  made  against  him 
.as  a  whole,  but  as  if  each  was  distinct 
4md  had  no  bearing  with  any  of  the 
rest.  I  understand  the  question  to  be 
whether  the  Attorney  General  has 
.abused  his  position  as  Attorney  General 
jind  at  the  oar,  and  done  so  in  a  manner 


whioh  calls  for  an  expression  of  the  con- 
demnation of  the  Committee.  We  are 
not  engaged  in  questioning  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Commission,  in  diseut- 
sing  matter  under  consideration  by  the 
Oommission,  but  we  are  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing the  conduct  of  uie  Attomejf 
General  as  Attorney  General  and  as 
Counsel  for  the  Time$  in  relation  to  one 
or  two  matters  upon  which  the  Com- 
mission has  already  expressed  a  Veiy 
strong  and  definite  opinion.  The  At- 
torney General  commenced  his  speech 
by  stating  that  the  right  hon.  (ientleinaa 
the  Member  for  Derby  had  assumed 
that  the  charge  as  to  the  forged  letters 
was  the  only  one  contained  in  the  At- 
torney General's  speech.  I  do  not  think 
the  assumption  was  at  all  warranted.  It 
was  the  main  charge,  it  was  the  heart 
of  the  whole  charge,  and  more  than  one 
Member  sitting  opposite  expressed  that 
view  very  publicly  at  the  time  when  the 
Tory  party  had  some  hope  that  the  main 
and  principal  charge  would  be  brought 
home  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
can  quite  understand  they  do  not  take 
that  view  now.  Their  sole  object  at 
present  seems  to  be  to  deny  their  own 
speeches  and  to  disassociate  themselves 
as  much  as  possible  from  their  own 
friends  and  allies.  In  my  opinion  the 
principal  charge  against  the  Attorney 
General  amounts  to  this,  that  he,  acting 
as  the  prosecutor  in  a  criminal  prose- 
cution, because  the  proceedings  before 
the  Commission  amount  to  criminal 
prosecution,  permitted  his  clients  to 
attempt  to  support  their  charges  by  per- 
jury, by  fraud,  oy  forgery,  and  by  subor- 
nation of  perjury;  and,  at  a  time  when 
if  he  knew  any  tMng  he  must  have  known 
that  the  7VW«  was  supporting  its  case  as 
to  the  forged  letters  by  such  means,  he 
deliberate^  shut  his  eyes  to  the  facts,  and 
continued  to  hold  bis  Drief  for  the  TVsMt. 
I  will  assume  for  the  moment  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentieman  is  the  most 
innocent  of  men.  I  will  assume  that  at 
the  time  he  held  his  brief  in  the  case  of 
O'Donnell  against  Walter,  he  did  not 
pledge  his  personal  credit ;  but  it  will  be 
within  the  recollection  of  every  Member 
of  the  Committee  that  in  his  statement 
in  that  case  the  hon.  GFentiemati  stated 
PMitively  and  distinctiy  —  say,  if  you 
fixe,  horn  his  instructions— -that  the 
Jim§9  had  used  every  possible  means 
and  applied  every  possible  test  to  dis- 
cover whether  the  letters  were  authentic' 
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or  not.  The  first  ioqairy  I  make  ie, 
when  he  made  that  statement  in  Conrt, 
had  he  in  hie  brief  materials  justifying 
the  statement  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
G^tleman  has  told  us  that  when  the 
crisis  was  reached  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
lay  before  the  Commission  erery  particle 
of  eridence  he  had  relating  to  the  letters, 
and  that  that  was  his  justification  for 
putting  on  the  table  a  man  whom 
he  must  have  known,  or  must  strongly 
have  suspected,  had  intended  and  did 
intend  to  perjure  himself.  If  the  TifM9 
had  no  otoer  eridence  as  to  the  genuine- 
ness ef  the  letters  than  the  bare  and 
unsupported  evidence  of  Pigott,  how  did 
it  come  to  pass  that  this  experienced 
counsel,  the  leader  of  the  £higlish  Bar, 
stated  that  the  TifM9  had  used  erery 
possible  means  to  test  the  authenticity 
of  the  letters  ?  Either  the  statement  was 
made  without  a  particle  oi  foundation, 
or  else  the  learned  Gentleman  has  not 
done  what  he  said  he  would  do— laid 
before  the  Commission  every  particle  of 
eridenoe  in  his  possession  bearing  upon 
the  history  and  authenticity  of  the 
letters.  I  cannot  assume  for  an  instant 
the  TVjmm  briefed  him  piecemeal;  he 
must  have  had  the  facts  before  him 
in  the  first  instance  or  not  at  all. 
I  cannot  conceive  that  a  man  of 
his  position  and  emioence  at  the 
Bar  would  allow  himself  to  be  bottle- 
fed  day  bv  day  with  his  facts.  But 
in  November,  at  any  rate,  the  At- 
torney (General  had  a  statement  from 
Pigott  which,  read  between  the  lines, 
dearly  showed  Pigott  feared  cross- 
ezammation ;  indeed,  he  said  if  tiie 
TVsMf  depended  upon  his  evidence  he 
oouU  prpve  nothing.  With  these  facts 
before  him  the  Attorney  General  must 
have  seen  he  could  not  hope  to  prove 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the 
letters  were  genuine.  When  he  got 
Pigott's  letter  in  December,  had  he 
in  his  brief  a  particle  of  evidence 
that  the  Tim$9  haa  made  the  least  at- 
tempt to  test  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters?  If  he  had  he  was  bound  to 
produce  it.  If  he  had  not  it,  why  did 
he  not  go  to  the  T%m$9  and  say  to  them, 
"  You  have  retained  me  with  the  assent 
of  the  Gh>vemment ;  upon  my  instruc- 
tions I  made  a  statement  in  Court  some 
months  ago ;  I  now  find  ^m  my  brief 
there  is  not  a  single  iota  of  evidence 
beyond  the  statement  of  Pigott;  you 
have  ppt  a  lie  into  my.  mouth,  and  I 
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decline  to  act  further  for  you  ?"     That* 
would  have  been  an  honourable   and 
upright  course  to  adopt,  but  from  hia- 
statement,  it  does  not  appear  he  knew 
Pigott  was  a  broken  reed ;  he  did  not 
make  anv  inquiry  as   to   whether  tho- 
Tim»9  haa  anything  to  substantiate  the- 
statement  he  made  months  before.    Tho 
hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  said  to- 
night that  he  could  not  vouch  for  tho 
authenticity  of  the   letters.      I   agree 
with  him  in  a  limited  sense.     He  prao- 
tically  pledged  his  credit  as  an  officer 
of  the  Crown,  and  as  the  Leader  of  the- 
English  Bar,  that  the  material  in  hia 
brief  was  sufficient  to  entitle  him,  as  a 
prudent    and   experienced  counsel,   to 
say  that  he  could  prove  the  truth   of 
the    letters.      I    think  I   am    entitlecL 
to  assume  that  some  time  in  December* 
the  Attorney  General  had  full  notice  of* 
the  fact  that  the  TIi'mm  had  put  a  lie  iiki 
his  mouth.    Still  he  remained  counsel 
for  the  2V/ft#t.     He  says  it  is  not  the< 
duty  of  a  counsel  to  satisfy  himself  aa- 
to  the  reality  or  truthfulness  o£  eveijr 
witness  he  calls.    That  is  undoubtedly 
true ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  gone  on  to  say  there- 
is  a  grave  and  serious  distinction  be- 
tween the  position  of  a  counsel  for  a- 
prisoner  or  accused,  who  is  bound  to  uae 
every  reasonable  and  honest  endeavoor- 
to  rescue  his  client  from  peril  and  dan- 
ger, and  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution*. 
The  latter  is  practically  charged  with, 
the  fair  and  just  execution  of  the  crinu- 
nal  law,  and  is  bound  only  to  use  the- 
most  scrupulously  honourable  weapone 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  conviction  ;. 
he  is  bound  to  assure  himself,  that  ia 
his  instructions  he  uses  no  indirect,  no- 
disgraceful,  no  dishonest  instruments.. 
In  view  of  what  has  happened  in  thia 
case,  I  do  not  think  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral made  any  attempt  to  satisfy  himsdf .' 
that  those  who  instructed  him  had  done 
anything    to  test    their    case.      Frum. 
witness  after  witness  whom  the  Attor- 
ney General  called  it  appeared  that  lettera- 
were  burnt,  and  evidence  of  the  moat* 
material  and  valuable  character  got  rid- 
of.    Yet,  in  face  of  aU  these  facts,  the  . 
Attorney  General  continued  to  struggle*, 
on  in  this  desperate  case.    Once  he  waa 
siesed  with  the  knowledge  of  the  faot^ 
that  the  TiM9$  had  undertaken  a  hope- 
less case,  and  acted  in  a  disgraceful  ancL 
dishonourable  fashion,  it  was  the  hon* 
and  learned  Gentleman's  duty  to  diis^- 
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aaaooiate  htmBelf  from  the  attempt  to 
obtain  the  conTiotion  of  hia  TOUtioal 
opponents  bj  euoh  means.  The  At- 
torney General  took  to  himself  great 
eredit  that  he  produced  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Hackney  (Sir  C.  Busseli)  Pigott's 
letter  fire  days  before  Pigott's 
examination.  On  examination,  noir- 
eiver,  it  torus  out  that  instead  of 
npontaneously  and  generously  offering 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  the  letter,  the  letter  was  foroed 
out  of  him.  The  solicitor  for  the  Timst 
having  mentioned  the  existence  of  the 
document,  the  counsel  for  the  accused 
was  entitled  to  see  it.  Tet  the  Attorney 
GFeneral  elicited  cheers  from  the 
crowded  benches  behind  him  by  imply- 
ing that  he  gave,  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy,  what  was  dragged  out  of  him 
by  the  exigencies  of  the  case.  Now  I 
come  to  the  last,  but  I  think  a  very 
grave,  portion  of  the  indictment  made 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. When  it  was  proved  that  the 
letters  were  forgeries,  any  fair,  not  to 
say  generous,  opponent,  would  frankly 
and  freely  have  submitted  that  part  of 
the  case  to  the  judgment  of  the  Court. 
But  what  course  did  the  Attorney 
General  adopt?  He  applied  to  the 
Court  for  permission  to  withdraw  from 
their  consideration  the  question  of  the 
genuineness  or  the  authenticity  of  the 
letters.  He  did  not  say  '  *  I  consent  that 
judgment  should  go  against  me  on  this 
point."  No,  he  said,  ''Now  we  have 
xaiied  to  prove  anything,  would  you  be 
so  good  as  to  allow  us  to  withdraw  this 
question  from  your  consideration  ?  "  He 
did  not  withdraw  the  letters  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  proved  pretty  con- 
clusively that  the  letters  were  forgeries, 
not  on  the  ground  that  the  Members 
implicated  had  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  go  into  the  witness  box  and 
swear  the  letten  were  forgeries,  but  on 
the  ground  that  the  evidence  up  to  the 
point  given  by  the  hon.  GenUeman's 
allies  and  clients  was  not  sufficient  when 
viewed  by  the  strict  and  harsh  rules  of 
law  to  entitle  him  to  call  upon  the 
Court  to  find  the  letters  wera  authentic 
and  genuine.  Nothing  more  disgraceful 
can  well  be  conceived,  and  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  another  counssl 
at  the^  Bar  who  would  have  done 
anything  under  such  cirumstances 
but  pray  the  G>urt  to  then  and  thera 


pronounce  judgment  on  the  letten.  Did 
the  Attorney  General  express  renret  to' 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who  had  becm. 
slandered  and  traduced  on  everjr 
Unionist  platform  and  by  every  Prim* 
rose  Dame  in  England  ?  iMd  he  expresir 
regret  that  the  letters  had  been  used  at 
evenr  election  against  the  Home  Bule 
cancudates  F  Not  a  bit.  Did  he  expresa 
regret  to  the  hon.  Member  who  for  such 
a  length  of  time  had  laboured  under 
horrible  imputations  ?  No.  He  simply 
expressed  regret  that  the  letten  had 
been  publish^,  not  that  they  had  been 
bought  by  the  Times,  not  that  they  had 
been  used  in  private  circles  for  months 
before  they  were  published,  not  that  they 
had  been  used  on  the  morning  of  tho 
Division  upon  the  Second  Beading  of  the* 
Crimes  Bill,  not  that  they  had  beian  the* 
foundation  upon  which  "  Parnellism  and 
Crime  "  had  been  built,  but  simplv  and. 
solely  that  they  had  been  published.  The* 
statement  in  the  Timsa  itself  simply 
amounted  to  an  expression  of  regrat  that 
they  had  failed  to  prove  the  letten,  not 
that  they  had  recklessly  published  them,, 
or  that  they  had  used  them  so  unscrupu^ 
lously  against  their  political  opponents.. 
I  am  sorry  to  use  anything  like  stiong^ 
language  against  any  opponent,  but 
I  must  express  my  sincere  and! 
profound  conviction  that  there  is  not 
another  counsel  in  England  who  would 
adopt  the  dishonourable,  the  shabby^ 
and  the  heartless  tactics  which  have  been 
adopted  in  this  case  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  represents  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Timsi  at 
one  and  the  same  time. 
*Mb.  1)x  USLE  (Leicestershire, 
Mid.) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
to  make  a  few  observations  upon  this 
grave  and  unfortunate  subject.  I 
regret  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  Derby,  in  opening  tha 
debate,  did  not  show  us  exactly  wh^t 
he  was  driving  at  by  moving  the  reduo* 
tion  of  the  salary  of  the  Attorneys 
General.  The  last  speaker  has,  however^ 
put  the  question  very  plainly:  it  is, 
briefly  stated,  whether  the  Attorney 
General  has  abused  his  position  of 
Attorney  General  in  the  fulfilment  of 
his  duties  as  counsel  for  the  TVintfi.. 
Amongst  other  things,  the  hon* 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Cttianoe) 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Attorney  OenersJ  withdraw  the  lettera 
from  the   consideration  of   the  Conrt^ 
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mf*t  */rw^4  iaM  to 
M^/«/rju4ioK  Im^  tfant  tlie 
wh^;h  v«4  «ix/at  to  tiy  Hb 
»f\t]fmmtiA  fm  a  charg*  ^  pntiflipaiii 
U$  uiur^tfT,  n^.'tuallj  constitatod  die  wm 
irihiiuml  hy  which  tha  charge  wm  to.l 
lijviNiiiKttifid,  Jto  priodpal  law  oAm 
tmlriK  at  ih<f  »ame  time  cnief  oooneel  ft 
ihn  aiKiimlntf  partj.  I  do  not  ihink  Hk 
jii'llnlarj  of  tliiii  oountry,  whoee  paife  J 
full  Iff  Kmnt  and  noble  traditioiMi  m 
nhiiw  a  |iarallel  to  this.  I  put  it  to 
Oiivnrninmit,  why  did  they  not 
iNintii  rtMipmit  for  the  traditiana  of  Ai 
tiiMtitiitlon  whose  independeneo  m 
hoiimiiy  whoee  meet  eaored  pifai«i|l 
lintel  heen  nubjeeted  to  a  ttrain  wU 
I  WW  iin«i  who  in  proud  of  the  hoaoor  i 
'  KU  iMiintrir  would  haTeeoneented  to  ii 
iHva^  f  1  Voiu^  BOW,  to  the  lait  poii 
Th«  hioi.   and  learned  Gentleiiuui  h 
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smfowed  the  anthorahip  of  the  apoloey. 
1  ooafnn  tiiat  I  thoiild  not  have  be- 
lieved the  etatement  if  I  had  not  heaid 
it  from  hie  own  lipa ;  and  I  will  venture 
"to  make  this  prophecy,  that  to-morrow 
his  oonfeeeion  wiU  be  the  caoae  of  reae- 
^on,  not  merely  among  the  politioal 
•  opponents  of  the  hon.  and  learned  G^en- 
"iieman,  but  among  many  of  his  friends 
also.  Let  us  see  what  were  the  terms 
«of  the  apology : — 

''My  Lords,  under  the  clrcnmstanoet,  it 
eeems  to  as  that  the  oourse  we  ought  to  take  ia 
«lear,  and,  beliering  that  we  are  merely  doiag 
•our  duty,  1  now,  on  behalf  of  those  whom  I 
represent,  ask  ^rmission  to  withdraw  from 
your  consideration  the  genuineness  of  the 
^letters  that  have  been  submitted  to  vou,  the 
4nthentioity  of  which  is  denied." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  does 
not  even  say  they  are  forged,  but  oom- 
tmts  himself  simply  to  a  negative  instead 
of  a  positive  statement — 

«  With  a  foil  adLuowledgement  that  after  ihP 
•evidence  that  has  been  given  we  are  not  entitled 
to  say  they  are  genuine.*' 

They  may  be  genuine ;  probably  they 
are  genuine,  as  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
l)ury  still  asserts,  and  as  aU  the  Primrose 
l>ameB  alleged  at  the  Kennington  elec- 
tion, and  as,  I  have  no  doubt,  they  are 
now  saying  at  Enfield,  after  the  friendly 
lead  of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  G^entleman.  They 
may  be  genuine — probably  they  are ;  but 
'**  we  are  not  entitled  to  say  they  are 
genuine."  This  is  a  sourvy  and  miser- 
-able  pretenoe  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  now  describes  as  the  very 
uttermost  limit  which  even  his  generosity 
-could  assign  to  what  he  put  forward  as 
an  apology.  Then,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oendeman  continued — 

'<  My  Lords,  it  is  possible  that  any  expression 
t>f  regret  made  by  me  in  making  this  statement 
may  be  misinterpreted.  Those  whom  I  repre- 
•sent  request  me  to  express  their  sincere  r^ret 
that  these  letters  were  published.  That  fil- 
ing, which  most  truly  exists,  will,  at  the  nro- 
]>er  time,  be  more  fuUy  expressed  by  them.'' 

''  The  proper  time  "  came  the  following 
morning — when  the  Timss^  newspaper 
thought  it  had  more  fully  expressed 
eincere  regret  when  it  embodied  the 
etatement  of  the  Attorney  General. 
Now,  Sir,  the  charge  is  that  my  hon. 
Friend  made  a  communication  as  to  the 
Fhcenix  Park  murders.  What  was  the 
charge  against  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Famell)  t    That  be  expressed  regret  for 


the  murder  of  Lord  Frederick  Oavendisb, 
from  motives  merely  of  expediency  and 
prudence — a  murder  which  caused  deep 
and  heartfelt  grief  in  Irish  hearts  aU 
over  the  world.    I  have  been  told  by 
some  of  my  countrymen  in  America  that 
tears  were  shed  in  Irish  homes  three  or 
four  thousand  miles  away  because  of  the 
melancholy  and  tragic  death    of  Lord 
Frederick  Oavendish.    My  hon.  Friend 
was  represented  in  this  letter  as  not  sym- 
pathiang  with  the  feeling  aroused  uni- 
versally when  this  honourable,  generous 
and  worthy  official,  who  sent  a  message 
of  peace  and  friendship  and  conciliation 
to  tne  Irish  race,  met  with  an  end  so 
tragic.    My  hon.  Friend  is  represented 
as  regretting  the  accident,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  expressing  approval  of  the 
murder    of   Mr.   Bourke.      Here  is  a 
charge  of  complicity.     Mark,   that  is 
not  the  only  letter.    There  is  tiie  other 
— ''It  is  time  to  make  things  hot  for 
old  Forster."    What  does  that  mean? 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  was  the  charge 
made  by  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  because 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  difference  be- 
tween the  charare  made  by  the  Attorney 
(General  and  the  charge  made  by.  the 
Timss  in  leadiog  articles.    It  was  very 
considerably  cut  down  and  sub-edited 
by  the  Attorney  General  in  his  speech, 
lliis  charge  of  sympathy  with  murder, 
privity    to    muider,    complicity    with 
murder,   encouragement  to  murder,  is 
said  to  be  fully  withdrawn — withdrawn 
with  a  ^nperabundance  and  excess  of 
g^nerositv,  when  the  Attorney  General 
says,  **  Those  whom  I  represent  request 
me  to  express  their  sincere  regret  that 
these  letters  were  published."    Well,  I 
should   say    the   regret  is  of    a  very 
different  kmd.    I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  there  was  very  profound  and  very 
sincere  regret  on  the  part  of  the  Fimst 
newspaper  when  the  letters  turned  out 
not  to  be  true.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentieman   describes   the   apology    as 
sincere    and    full.     WeU,    I    do   not 
call  an  apology  sincere  and  full,  which 
leaves  room  for  misinterpretation.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentieman 
said  ''We  are  not  entitied  to  say  the 
letters  are  genuine,"  did  he  cr  did  he 
not  mean  that  the  letters  were  forged  ? 
Let  us  have  a  plain   answer  to  that 
question.    Let  there  be  an  end  to  this 
reign  of  lies.    Let  us  have  a  full,  ez- 

glidt,  and  candid  statement  from  the 
on.  and  learned  Gentieman,  so  that  the 
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<<  <V4«  «V  JMai^»  w*,  rultf|fili:r>  vi  M03i. 
fSWil    fll*^  ^V»  JUlr»*  >^   *iK|  WJl     V«L'M- 

HUM  4m  >w^h«u^  V.  «k9  ranT  nso^t  :;^ 
w^mM  *h^  .^fH^TAM  k^f.'.rxtrj  ^9*xjtenL  iiM 

^»^«  f,«*t,  yiXnA  J  I  '/r»A  JMr»*  h*4  a 
wr^fc  \9\%\%^f  *fytu]/,t,  'A  ton.  *//tA'i^,  m 
flriA  AM^  «K*#f  f  «^«  Iff f^;rt'ir*«Vkl7 'iririm 

f*rf    «M(fr    Afi^    ^irM*jtfff/i,n    4*(ftnsf7t) — I 

•I^M^jr  iifUU'l  ##f  Oiii  nnfh'tf  inuufun  in 
irlfUlf  til*  tuHtnut)  Aftz/rftftj  OM»<;ral 
Mrff^Nil!./!  llm  #i»«i*  ff  th*  h/rti,  and 
l«N»Mi.f1  OivnrliiriiAii  liMfl  Unn  ^Vrmn 
l^iiMifilor  in  11  firlfviiriMl  triiil,  I  nni  •urn 
kii  wimM  hflv*  Mif.  off  hlN  right  hand 
ralliitr  tbNii  iIm  thu  lUtnU  Into  i»hif:h  he 
liMN  Ifiiftii  IfMlrNjrud  fiy  I'artj  iHnmion  and 
fNiMlfial  ItiturPNi  I  do  not  know 
wha»b»r  It  U  no  or  tmt,  fnit.  I  think  myimlf 
ha  liid  fo  ha  Miniir||f*d  alniimt  lo  lake  up 
Iha  itaH»  of  Uia  |iroHiiiutli»n.  Thu  hon. 
ailll  tearniid  Uvnllvnien  laiighn  at  that 


ttm  I  cauko^  bat  i«gaid- 
tL«  OGn&try  regard— tin 
higLIj  inconrenifBt  and 

T^rry  o&foitufiate  j^reoedeat.    Tk 

li€^Ler  w1m>  has  jnat  eat  dcnm  nte 
:  cMirteonely  of  the  Cammieekw,  boraM' 
,  Lave  been  other  speachea  wImIb.  0V«b 
,  it  jxfA  so  intended,  oertaialy 
as  it  they  were  attacks  lUKm  ifiii  Ja%> 
partiality    of  that  tribunal.      Agamat 
•peech«s  which  are  made  in  the  eaudtrjfy. 
the  judges  may  and  can  protect  Ami- 
selves.     But  we  have  in  tlus  fiouit* 
ffreat   privileges — and    verv   propetlf, 
Hir,   and  that  makes  it  aU  tne  moiv- 
desirable  that  those  privitoges  shcroIA 
not  be  strained  or  abused.    The  sMit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  l)Mi^ 
drew  a  distinction  between  that  part  of 
the  case  which  was  fctill    before    tli» 
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CommisaioQ  and  that  part  relating  to 
4Ti4^oe  w.&ioh'  fias  been  withdrawn ;  but 
in  other  tpeeohee  he  dwelt  upon  the  mat- 
ters whioh  are  etill  under  the  oonndera- 
iion  of  that  tribunal.  I  am  not  now, 
howerer,  going  to  adopt  the  course  I  am 
4epreeatinj^,  and  I  have  risen  simply  to 
•express  a  hope  that  we  may  be  allowed 
to  go  on  with  the  business  of  the  country, 
and  take  up  those  other  matters  whidi 
we  have  been  sent  to  Parliament  to 
<carry  through.  I  am  sure  we  are  all 
jealous  of  the  character  and  dignity  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  not  less 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  thnn 
in  other  parts  of  the  House,  and  I  fear 
that,  if  we  go  on  as  we  hare  been  doing 
•of  late,  we  shall  do  much  to  lower 
«nd  impair  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
both  as  a  business-like  Assembly  and  as 
4m  impartial  tribunal.  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Membera  not  to  continue  a  discussion 
which  is  a  wanton  waste  of  pablio  time, 
and  which  looks  like  an  attempt  to  dis- 
•credit  the  Commission,  and  not  to  set 
the  unfortunote  precedent  of  discussing 
«  Question  now  under  investigation  by  a 
judicial  tribunal. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  The 
lion.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  not  only 
expressed  his  personal  opinion  that  the 
atatement — the  very  elaoorate  and  in- 
genious stateihent-— of  the  Attorney 
General  was  satisfactory  to  him,  but 
took  upon  himself  to  speak  in  the  name 
•of  the  country.  I  notice  that  certain 
Members  of  the  House,  especially 
Unionist  Members,  are  very  apt  to 
«peak  in  the  name  of  the  country,  and 
yet  show  the  most  profound  disinclina- 
tion to  take  the  verdict  of  any  con- 
•stituency,  even  of  such  a  constituency 
4M  the  UniTersity  of  London  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  represents.  Now,  the 
Attorney  G^eral  has  in  his  speech 
folio wea  the  tactics  which  the  whole 
gparty  opposite  have  pursued  from  the 
Tenr  commencement  of  this  unfortunate 
ana  miserable  business ;  it  is  a  water- 
tight compartment  policy^-one  old 
ifhend  goes  to  another  old  friend  and 
mo  one  is  responsible  for  what  any  one 
-else  does.  The  Attorney  General  did  not 
•deal  with  the  charges  made  against  him 
.as  a  whole,  but  as  if  each  was  distinct 
4md  had  no  bearing  with  any  of  the 
rest.  I  understand  the  question  to  be 
whether  the  Attorney  General  has 
.abused  his  position  as  Attorney  General 
jind  at  the  Bar,  and  done  so  in  a  manner 


which  calls  for  an  expression  of  the  con- 
demnation of  the  Committee.  We  are 
not  engaged  in  questioning  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Commission,  in  discus- 
sing matter  under  consideration  by  the 
Commission,  but  we  are  ennged  in  dis- 
cussing the  conduct  of  &e  Attorney 
General  as  Attorney  General  and  as 
Counsel  for  the  Times  in  relation  to  one 
or  two  matters  upon  which  the  Com- 
mission has  already  expressed  a  Very 
strong  and  definite  opinion.  The  At- 
torney General  commenced  his  speech 
by  stating  that  the  right  hon.  G^tleman 
the  Member  fur  Derby  had  assumed 
that  the  charge  as  to  the  forged  letters 
was  the  only  one  contained  in  the  At- 
torney General's  speech.  I  do  not  think 
the  assumption  was  at  all  warranted.  It 
was  the  main  charge,  it  was  the  heart 
of  the  whole  charge,  and  more  than  one 
Member  sitting  opposite  expressed  that 
view  very  publicly  at  the  time  when  the 
Tory  party  had  some  hope  that  the  main 
and  principal  charffe  would  be  brought 
home  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  I 
can  quite  understand  they  do  not  take 
that  view  now.  Their  sole  object  at 
present  seems  to  be  to  deny  their  own 
speeches  and  to  disassociate  themselves 
as  much  as  possible  from  their  own 
friends  and  alb'es.  In  my  opinion  the 
principal  charge  against  the  Attorney 
General  amounts  to  this,  that  he,  acting 
as  the  prosecutor  in  a  criminal  prose- 
cution, because  the  proceedings  before 
the  Commission  amount  to  criminal 
prosecution,  permitted  his  clients  to 
attempt  to  support  their  charges  by  per- 
jury, by  fraud,  Dy  forgery,  and  by  suDor^ 
nation  of  perjury ;  and,  at  a  time  when 
if  he  knew  anything  he  must  have  known 
that  the  Tiimb  was  supporting  its  case  as 
to  the  forged  letters  by  such  means,  he 
deliberately  shut  his  eyes  to  the  facts,  and 
continued  to  hold  his  Drief  for  the  TVsMt. 
I  will  assume  for  the  moment  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  the  most 
innocent  of  men.  I  will  assume  that  at 
the  time  he  held  his  brief  in  the  case  of 
O'Donnell  against  Walter,  he  did  not 
pledge  his  personal  credit ;  but  it  will  be 
within  the  recollection  of  every  Member 
of  the  Committee  that  in  his  statement 
in  that  case  the  hon.  GFentleman  stated 
pqpitively  and  distinctly  —  say,  if  you 
like,  from  his  instructions— -that  the 
Jim$9  had  used  every  possible  means 
and  applied  every  possible  test  to  dis« 
cover  whether  the  letters  were  authentio' 
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•M  M'inlr  it  v'mM  btv*  f«<>wi  t/i«t4w  if  tk« 
wmi  uMty  iiu-iAmi\m  in  i/ititit^iivta  witli 
««4  k'M'jIoivl/  'iliMrwl  U|r.     finw/Bslly, 


Conrti  <rf  S\ 

t^i*v*K|  )h  Uf«  fotUrii ;  '/u  tli4  VMiirmn, 
t  b«v«  «lw«r«  <wi'l  f  tli'/Kj[tit  it  vouM 
Im  iM[fM<il/l«  Uj  |(r</v*  thont  tv  bo 
variiiin*  nvin  if  tbnr  wiro  |r*inuiu». 

Tirr.  r;|[AIJtMAN:  Or<W,  (ir4«r. 
Tim  (|iin«ii"(i  Icif'/ro  llm  '^imtnitUo  i« 
fi'ft  Itit  '.|»»i'»<  '>f  t)i<> !)'/».  M«mr>m-  but 
Uio  M«:U'fii  'tf  Ibn  Att'irnnv  fioiKiriJ. 

«Mi>.  KX  I.fKLK:  I  think  I  ithftll  b« 
111  r^H'tr,  li'*wit*ffr,  in  Maj'iiijf  in  rapl/  t/i 
llin  »i\Mf\i  H|xiH  our  irit<i|{rity  by  the 
JmI  «|(iMikttr,  tliftt  whuH  w«t  on  thia  aido 
of  Kin  If'jiiiut  vitiol  fur  t)i«)  KiiixiiiitiiiHiit 
ut  tlin  fJoiiitiiiMidii  wn  tlinn  ytitti  ma- 
iMNtly  uri'I  n\im\HU\y  in  tlio  intftntiit  of 
truth  anrl  iuttion. 

TiiM  (mAIUIMAN:  Th» (jueMtion b«- 
fom  tlin  (JoitimitttNiNtrictlyrnlstaa  to  the 
witinn  of  thfl  Attorney  Uontiral. 

•Hk.  i>k  UKliK:  It  imaina  to  ni6,  Sir, 
tliKt  thti  I>i>liiit«  hiu  trarellod  very  far 
biiyon<l  tliii  iiiiiHitdiHte  aiition  of  the 
Attiimflv  Otinitm);  but  I  will  aay  at 
onoB  I  dim't  tliink  thu  Attorney  Oeneral 
hu  in  any  wuy  furfuitud  tbo  confidence 
orthe  Uuvtirnment  nr  uf  the  TIuuu  be- 
oauBu,  wlinti  certain  portions  of  the  ori- 
donee  broko  down,  hn  did  not  there  and 
then  throw  up  hia  brinf.  The  Attorney 
Oeneral  wm  engsffed,  aa  I  understand, 
in  proTing  the  truth  of  the  alleaations 
oontained  in  "  Pamellinm  and  Orime," 
and,  therefore,  I  think  I  shall  be  in  order 
in  quoting  the  oonoluding  portion  of  the 
flret  series  ofarticlee,  which  seem  to  sum 
up  Tory  well  the  ohargea : — 

"Wu  luipand  our  itudiw  of  Panolliiin. 
Th«]r  ia  Rut  aflbct  to  b«  cnmplvts.  Ther  >i* 
RMd«  on  a  onnory  •umination  of  •  imall  por- 

Mr.dtLiik 


haw    «b«a  he  ■ 

kind.      Unfortsnalelj,  tm  MBm^  h 

t>eeD  made  to  mak«  the  winia  rf  M 

(juMtti'^n  uf  Famslliati  wm 
ufta  the  fact  whether  t 
f(«nuine  ornut  If  tfaa  1 
the  Member  for  theS 
UiwfvA  (Ur.  T.  P.  O'CkmMr] 
been  preeeat,  I  ahoald  have  ■  ' 
whv,  when  he  was  sjieal iim 
and  making  an  attack  apon tfaa  C 
sion  itself,  and  only  indiiweUw  wpoa 
the  conduct  of  the  Attorney  OaoMal 
he  did  not  repeat  the  ohiiga  wkial 
appeared  on  the  21st  of  ICanfa  ib  i 
newspajMr  of  which  he  is  praaBraaWi] 
the  editor — a  oharge  of  base  oonopiBH 
to  procure  what  he  knew  to  be  talaauS 
petjured  evidence?  Perhapa  I  nq 
point  out  that  amon^  the  ehatgaa  n 
"Parnelliam  and  Gnme"  not  j«l  da 
uided,  bnt  of  which  the  Attotnag 
Oeneral,  in  the  proeeoution  of  hi*  In^ 
will  do  bis  utmost  to  aaoertaia  the  trafit 
or  faltehood,  namely,  the  eharae  aniairi 
the  Uember  for  the  Scotland  Dirinoa  d 
Lirerpuol.  It  occurs  in  the  ftrot  iMlta  fa 
PamelliBm  and  Crime  —  and  ia  M 
follows — 

The  OHAIBUAN  :  I  think  the  boa 
Member  is  very  nnneoeaaarily  extandlB| 
the  scope  of  tbo  debate  by  entering  into 
that  branch  of  the  a^ument. 
«Mi.  SB  LISLB:  I  bow  to  you 
ruling,  Sir,  and  will  simply  say  that  b 
atf  opinion  the  Attorney  General  ha*  w 
far  conducted  this  case,  not  only  witl 
the  utmost  regard  tix  his  politiaia 
opponents,  but  in  a  manner  whwh  wUI 
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add  everlastinglj  to  his  fame.  When 
"the  inquiry  oomea  to  an  end,  I  shall  be 
•delighted  if  erery  one  of  the  ohaiges 
have  been  prored  to  be  as  gronndless  as 
-the  ohurffes  with  regard  to  the  letters. 
I  feel,  ttiat  the  attack  made  on  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  will  certainly  redound  to  his 
•everlasting  shame.  He  has  held  high 
•office  as  Irish  Secretary  and  Home 
Secretary,  and  knows  perhaps  better 
"dian  any  man  in  the  country  whether 
the  main  charges  are  true  or  udse. 

Mr.  J.  BBDMOND  (Wexford,  N.) : 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  at 
the  dose  of  his  speech,  expressed  a 
feeling  of  pity  for  those  who  had  prosti- 
tuted, in  his  opinion,  their  positions  for 
party  ends.  I  think  the  feeling  of  pity 
in  that  Vegard  was  not  confined  entirely 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  G^ntleman^s 
breast.  I  ^nk  a  feeling  of  pi^  was 
ielt  very  generally  in  the  House  lor  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself  as 
he  spoke.  To  me  it  was  a  mtiful 
epectacle  to  see  the  leader  of  the 
Ihifflish  Bar  obliged  to  come  to  the  Table 
and  make  the  kind  of  apology  for  his  con- 
duct— ^in  a  great  State  inquiry  of  this 
kind — which  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  was  constrained  to  make  to-night. 
Now,  I  desire  to  follow,  as  far  as  I  can, 
the  moderation  of  the  tone  of  the 
epeech  with  which  the  subject  was 
introduced  tonight.  ["  Oh,  oh."]  Yes, 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  remarkable 
then  another  in  the  two  first  speeches  in 
the  debate,  it  was  the  contrast  between 
the  moderate  and  judicial  tone  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Derby,  and  the  tone  of  heated  passion 
with  which  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
addressed  himself  to  the  accusations.  I 
submit  that,  with  reference  to  many 
of  the  charges  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  defence  has  been  a  futile 
and  absurd  system  of  evasion.  The 
Attorney  Oeneral  mentions  that  he  had 
an  absolute  right  to  take  a  brief  on 
behalf  of  the  Time$.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Derby,  did 
not  say  the  Attorney  General  had  no 
technical  right  to  tiJke  a  brief  for  the 
JVmM,  but  what  he  did  contest  was,  that 
the  Attometr  General  had  any  moral 
xiffht  to  tiJke  that  class  of  business 
iprhich,  by  its  character  and  the  time 
which  it  inrolved,  incapacitated  the 
Attorney  Gheneral  M)m  the  fnlfilnient  of 
the  duties  which  he  owed  to  the  State. 


The  Tery  first  question  asked  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was,  did^he  or 
did  he  not  adyise  the  Government,  of 
which  he  is  Ohief  Law  Officer,  as  to  the 
Special  Commission  Act  when  it  was 
introduced  in  the  House  ?  If  he  did  not 
advise  ike  (Government  in  that  matter, . 
then  he  abdicated  his  functions ;  on  the 
other  hand,  if  he  did  advise  the 
Gk>vemment  in  the  matter,  we  have  the 
spectacle  of  the  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
advising  the  Government  as  to  an  in- 
quiry in  which  he  was  to  take  a  leading 
part  on  behalf  of  the  accusers.  The 
Attorney  General  says  that  this  is  a 
private  inquiry.  The  Home  Secreta^, 
who  had  charge  of  the  Special  Oommis* 
sion  Bill  during  its  passage  through  the 
House,  said  last  night  that,  so  far  from 
this  being  a  private  inquiry  it  is  a  State 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  enemjjM 
of  the  Queen,  and  I  think  one  of  the 
admissions  of  the  Attorney  General 
himself  goes  far  to  show  that  this  is 
not  an  orainary  private  inquirv.  Dhe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  asked  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
whether,  before  taking  his  brief,  he  had 
obtained  the  assent  of  the  Government^ 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
reply  was  that  he  bad.  Are  we  to  un- 
derstand that  before  taking  a  brief  in 
some  ordinary  commercial  case  in  the 
Courts  the  Attorney  General  has  to  get 
the  consent  of  the  Ministry  ?  No,  Sir, 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  asked  for  the  as- 
sent of  his  colleagues,  and  obtained  it, 
because  this  is  a  great  State  inquiry. 
Now,  the  real  charge  appears  to  me  to 
be  this.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man knew  that  Pig^tt  was  the  source  of 
the  letters.  Why,  when  he  knew  that, 
did  he  not  in  his  position  as  counsel  order 
adequate  inouines  to  be  made  into  the 
character  ana  antecedents  of  the  witness 
upon  whose  testimony  alone  the  letters 
depended  ?  Did  he  satisfy  himself  that 
he  could  by  evidence  which  was  in  his 
brief  prove  the  allegations  about  the  let- 
ters ?  When,  having  been  of  opinion  that 
the  evidence  placed  before  him  entitled 
him  to  sav  that  he  could  prove  the  letters, 
did  he  subsequently  come  into  possession 
of  facts  that  caused  him  to  alter  that 
opinion  P  We  know  what  was  his 
opinion  in  July,  1888.  Speaking  on 
this  matter,  he  said  every  possible 
means  had  been  taken  to  test  the 
authenticity  of  die  letters ;  among  other 
means,   a  comparison  of   handwriting 
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had  been  used.  In  that  same  month  of 
July,  writing  upon  the  result  of  the 
O'Donnell  v,  Walter  actioo,  the  Time$ 
said  the  charges  rested  no  longer  on  the 
statement  of  a  newspaper,  but  that  they 
now  ''rested  on  a  solemn  statement  in 
Oourt  of  the  Head  of  the  English  Bar/' 
and  that  the  official  character  of  the^ 
right  hon.  Qentleman  afforded  ''an 
absolute  guarantee "  that,  In  his 
learned  judgment,  he  could  prore  the 
charge.  The  Attorney  Qeneral  used 
eren  stronger  words  in  this  House. 
Speakiug  on  July  4,  1888,  he  said 
thi 


*'  The  whole  of  the  case  which  I  opened  I 
was  prepared  to  prove,  and,  if  I  am  counsel  for 
the  Tinu9  again,  I  shall  be  prepuvd  to  prove. 
Evidence  is  availahle  whenever  it  is  wanted.** 

Now  he  is  indignant  because  the  right 
hon.    Oentleman    (Sir    W.    Haroourt) 
stated     that     the    Attorney    Oeneral 
vouched   for   the   letters ;    but    I  am 
justified,  after  these  statements  at  the 
outset,  from  the  statement  in  the  Timet, 
and  from  his  statement  in  the  House, 
that  he  bad  evidence  to  prove  the  whole 
of  the  case — ^I  am  justified,  in  the  face 
of  these  statements,  in   asserting  that 
he    did    vouch    for    the    authenticity 
of  the  letters.     Of  course,    we   quite 
understand  the  distinction  drawn  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  the 
opinion  of  counsel ;  of  course,  in  saying 
he  vouched  for  the  letters,  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  he  was  expressing  his  per- 
sonal^ opinion    that    the    letters    were 
genuine.     Do  not  let  me  be  misunder- 
stood— that  would  have  been  an  im- 
proper and  unprofessional  thing  to  have 
done ;  but  he   did  vouch   that,  in  his 
opinion,  as  one  of  the  oldest  and  best- 
trained  lawyers  at  the  English  Bar,  an 
<qpinion  given  with  the  information  be- 
fore him,  the  evidence  would  be  suffi- 
cient to   prove  the  letters.      Then,   I 
say,  is  it  not  a  dishonest  subterfuge  for 
Members  to  play  on  the  word  '•  vouch  "  ? 
Though  he  repeatedly  said,  in  and  out 
of  the  House,  he  bad  evidence  to  prove 
the  letters  authentic,   be  now  says  he 
d^d  not  vouch  for  the  letters,  and  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  is   mistaken  in 
saying  that  he  did.  That  was  his  position 
in  July.     How  long  did  that  sUte  of 
mind  last  ?    I  am  quite  sure  that  when 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  made  his  state- 
ment in  July  he  believed  his  evidence, 
and  thought  he  was  in  a  position  to 
prove  the  authenticity  of  tne  letters; 

Mr.  /.  Kednumd 


but  how  long  did  he  remain  in  that, 
position  ?  There  is  another  Question  he 
has  not  answered.  When  aid  he  fiiist 
hear  of  Pigott  as  the  souroe  of  these 
letters  ?  I  understand  him  to  say  that 
it  was  in  the  middle  of  December  he 
first    saw    the    letters    of    November 

19th 

*8iB  B.  WEBSTER :  On  the  28rd  or 
24th  of  October.  f^NB 

Mb.  J.  BEDMOND :   I  am  glad  to 
know  that  at  the  date  of  the  opening^ 
of  the  Commission  he  was  aware  that 
Pieott  was  the  source  of  these  letters. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Attorn^ 
Oeneral  will  favour  the  Committee  agaiit 
on  this  subject  before  the  Vote  is  passed^ 
but  I  think  many  Members  wiU  be  in-* 
terested  to  know  what  steps  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  advised  his  disnts  to 
take  as  soon  as  he  heard  that  FiSj^ 
was  the  source  of  these  letters.     jDid 
he  order  his  solicitor  to  institute  aov  in- 
quiry into  the  character  and  antecedents 
of  Pigott?    He  heard  in  October  that 
Pigott  was  the  source  of  the  letters,  but 
he  only  heard  in  the  middle  of  December 
that  Pigott  had   written  the  letter  of 
November  l7th,  in  which  he  stated  he 
should  break  down  under  cross-exami- 
nation. Did  he  before  he  had  that  letter 
cause  any  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
character  of  Figott  ?    Did  he  ask  Mr* 
Soames  why  the  letter  of  November  I7th 
was  kept  back  from  him  for  a  month  T 
Did  he  ask  Mr.  Soames  if  he  had  made 
any  inquiry  into  the  antecedents  and. 
character  of  Pigott  ?    If  not,  why  not  ? 
The  Attorney  Oeneral  has  not  informed 
us  when  he  learned  for  the  first  time 
that  Houston— one  of  the  gang  of  eon* 
spirators — had  destroyed  the  correspond- 
ence between  himself  and  Pigott?  When. 
he  heard  the  correspondence  had  been. 
destroyed,   immediately  after  Houston 
was  subpoenaed    by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  did  he  then  know  that  Pigott, 
the  source  of  the  letters,  had  a  chaie^ar 
of  the    very    worst    kind?     Knowing^ 
IHgott  had   said    his    evidence    would 
break  down,  did  he,  because  of  that 
letter,  alter  the  opinion  he  held  in  July^ 
that  he  had  sufficient  evidence  to  prove 
the  authenticity  of  the  letters  ?    1  have 
to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentlemaik 
another  thing.     He  alluded  to  the  state- 
ment of   Pigott,   made,    I    think,    on. 
October  1 9th,  to  show  that  he  was  m 
possession,  or  his  solieitor  was  in*  pos- 
session, of  a  statement  from  Pigott  that 
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the  letters  were  genaine.  Now,  unleae 
I  am  greatly  mistaken,  that  statement 
ol  Piffott  was  made  immediately  after 
he  had  been  aocused  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oork,  at  a  personal 
interview,  of  being  ffuilty  of  forgeries  on 
certain  banks  in  Ir^and  in  certain  com- 
mercial matters.  Did  the  Attorney 
General  know  when  the  Commission 
opened  of  this  statement  of  Pigott's,  and 
of  this  accusation,  and  if  so,  did  he  order 
any  investigation  to  be  made?  Ah! 
we  have  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Soames, 
who  was  asked — 

'*  When  voo  nw  the  ststement  ol  Pigott,  and 
knew  that  he  was  aooaaed  of  fraud  in  commer- 
cial matters,  did  70a  inaiitote  any  inquiry  ?  " 

Mr.  Soames,  on  examination,  had  to  admit 
that  he  did  not  order  any  investigation  to 
be  made  into  the  tmth  of  the  al&eations 
ol  forgery  against  Pigott,  that  he  did 
not  apply  to  the  banks  which  it  was 
alleged  Pigott  had  swindled  by  forged 
documents.  In  fact,  Mr.  Soames,  in  the 
innocence  of  his  heart,  and  acting  on 
the  instructions  of  the  Attorney  General, 
accepted  the  statement  of  Pigott  that 
the  accusation  of  forgery  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  was  untrue.  The 
Attorney  General  thinks  we  object  to 
his  having  put  Pigott  in  the  box,  but  it 
seems  to  me  nobody  has  made  that 
accusation,  and  it  would  be  an  absurd 
one  to  make.  Of  course,  he  was  obliged 
to  put  Pigott  in  the  box  ;  he  knew  that  if 
he  did  not  do  so  we  would.  He  knew  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  w^  had  subpcsnaed  him 
before  the  2Vm#«  subposnaed  him  at  all. 
But  that  is  not  our  accusation ;  our  com- 
plaint is  not  that  he  did  put  Pigott  in 
the  box,  but  that  he  did  not  put  him  in 
the  box  long  before.  What  is  the  posi- 
tion in  wmch  the  Attorney  General 
stands  in  reference  to  the  letters  ?  He 
had  stated«  and  he  acted  on  his  belief, 
solemnly  expressed,  or  his  responsibility, 
that  he  could  prove  them  by  sufficient 
evidence  in  his  possession.  In  Decem- 
ber, at  latest,  he  learned  that  the  evidence 
on  which  he  made  that  statement  was  un- 
reliable. What  did  he  do  in  December  ? 
He  either  inquired  fully  into  the  cha- 
racter of  Pigott  and  the  character  of  his 
evidence,  or  he  did  not.  If  he  inquired 
fully  into  the  matter  through  his  solicitor, 
then  he  must  have  known  long  before 
Christmas  that  the  whole  story  about  the 
letters  was  an  infamous  concoction — a 
foul  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  a  number 
of  men-— and  that  the  allegation  about 


evidence  of  the  letters  could  not  be  maiuT 
tained.     If  he  did  not  inquire,  his  posi* 
tion  is  still  more  humiliating  to  him.  Oil 
his  responsibility  he  statM  he  could> 
prove  the  letters,  yet  what  did  he  do  ?,' 
This  is  my  accusation  against  him.     As 
soon  as  be  found  that  the  evidence  oUr 
which  he  relied  was  tainted,  that  mor 
ment,  in  common  fairness  to  us,  in  jus- 
tice to  the  whole  community,  he  ought 
at  once  to  have  put  Pigott  in  the  box, 
and  have  passed  over  the  interminable 
reading  of  speeches  and  extracts  from  the^ 
Iri$h  H^orld  and  other  papers.     No ;  his* 
statement  that  he  could  prove  the  letters 
was  allowed  to  remain  on  the  public  mind,, 
and  the  2VmM  was  allowed  to  continue^ 
to  say  that  the  official  character  of  the* 
Attorney  General  was  sufficient  guar- 
antee of  the  absolute  authenticity  of 
the    letters.     He    did    not    say    that 
it  had  come    to   his    knowledge    that 
the    evidence    on     which    he     relied, 
was   tainted    and    unworthy,   he    con- 
tinued to  allow  these  calumnies  to  be 
spread  abroad,  he  continued  to  allow 
his  own  calumnies,  as  they  turned  out  to- 
be,   as  to  the  evidence  on    which    he 
relied,  to  remain  on  the  minds  of  the 
people,  putting  off  to  the  last  possible^ 
moment  the  investigation  of  the  case  as 
regarded  the  letters.     My  accusation  is 
not  that  he  did  put  Pigott  in  the  box, 
but  that  he  did  not  put  him  in  the  box 
the  moment  it  became  apparent  that 
this    part    of  his  case    could    not    be 
sustained.      When    he    came    to   that 
opinion,  every  moment    of   delay   was 
cowardly  and  criminal.     The  Attorney 
General  complains  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  accused 
him  of  putting  off  investigation  while 
he  piled  up  a  mass  of  prejudice  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  but  what 
else  was  the  meaning  or,  at  any  rate, 
what  else  was  the  effect,  of  the  delay  in 
entering  on  the  case  of  the  letters?    He 
cannot  say  it  was  postponed  because  he 
had  to  follow  the  regular  eourse  of  the 
case,  beeause  everybody  who  has  paid, 
the  most  cursory  attention  to  the  eonduct 
of  the  case,  knows  that  nothing  could 
be  more  irregular  than  the  mauner  in 
which  the  Tttne*  counsel  jumped  from 
one  part  of  the  case  to  another,  and  knows 
that  he  deliberately  put  off  investigation, 
because  it  had  come  to  his  knowledge 
that    the   evidence   on  which  he  had. 
premised  to  prove  the  letters  was  tainted- 
and  not  to  be  relied  on.    In  self-defence 
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— i£he  beliejes  them  to  be  untrue^  the 
motiftrous  oalcTAmiee  and  libek  he 
htm  uttered  against  hon.  Members 
opposite.  As  I  am  debarred  by 
jOBT  mling,  Sir — in  which  I  heartily 
eoneur,  and  to  which  I  moet  readily  sub- 
mit— f^m  proceeding  furthur  in  the 
croas-ezamiDation  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemaa,  which,  I  think,  m^t  haTO 
rssnlted  in  some  most  interesting  dis- 
coTeries,  I  will  not  Tenture  farther  to 
piolong.  the  debate.  I  do  not  think 
aa^font  on  this  side  of  the  House  can 
ob|sat  to  the  coarse  which  the  right 
Ikmi.  Gbntleman  has  pursued  on  one 
gvoand,  for  I  beliere  that  nothing 
yrikkh  Uie  right  hon.  Gtondeman  could 
hare  done  could  have  conferred  greater 
idvantage  upon  us  as  a  Par^.  None 
tiieless  do  I  myself  deplore  it ;  I  con- 
ftss  I  HsTe  witnessed  tne  whole  of  tfie 
psdeeedings  in  the  House  for  the  past 
lew  days  with  nothing  but  pain,  be- 
easee  I  regard  them  as  proof  of  a  most 
serious  decadence  in  the  morals  and 
pNCtioe  of  the  House.  We  hare  been 
engaged  for  three  days  in  discussing 
the  ptoceedings  of  a  Commission,  the 
•▼idence  before  which  is  only  half  com- 
pteied,  and  oo  which  the  Judges  them- 
selyes  ha¥e  issued  no  Beport  and  ex* 
pressed  no  <^|Mnion.  I  maintain  that 
flue  is  a  breach  of  the  propriety  and 
decorum  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
ot  its  best  traditions,  and  utterly  repug- 
nant to  all  sense  of  fairness. 

M»«  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp. 
too}  :  I  would  suggest  that  when  rignt 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  complain  that 
hon.  Ooktlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
Hoiise  are  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Houses  they  might  save  time  by  re* 
ftauiin^  from  these  extracts  from  the 
past  histoiy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  lor  Derby.  It  is  as 
absurd  to  complain  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Den>y  as  he 
BOW  is,  boMiuse  he  was  di£Perent  at  an- 
other rtime,  as  to  complain  of  St  Paul 
bosamso  he  was  onee  Saul  and  a  perse* 
Gutor .  of  dhrisCians.  Erery  Gentleman 
om.thd  oj^poaite  bench,  and  almost  erery 
Gentleman  upon  the  front  Opposition 
bsodiy  has  been  tarred  entirely  with 
the  same  brash  as  the  right  hon. 
Gantlenum  tiie  Member  for  Derby, 
and  doaens  of  times  I  have  my- 
•elf  toted  with  Mr.  Joseph  Oowen 
alone  with  the  Irish  Members. 
I  hata  nerer  been  able  to  understand 

Jitr.  Chaplin 


why  one  gentleman  should  be  singled 

out  for  attae*,'  seeing  that  at  the  time  ol 

which    Members   opposite    speak    the* 

whole  Party  on  these  benches  had  noi 

seen    salvation.      I    congratulate    the- 

Attorney  C^eral,  and  I  do  it  sincerely^ 

upon  his  eflfort  as  a  forensic  effort ;  bat 

it  was  addressed  to  boa.  Members  op-- 

posite,  whom  it  is  unnecessary  to  em* 

vince,  because  they  were  already  pre> 

pared  to  Tote  with  him.    I  want,  how* 

erer,  to  say  a  word  as  to  one  or  two* 

statements  of  the    hon.    and   learned 

Member.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mea* 

her  explained  how  he  had  handed  the- 

letter  nrom  Pigott  to  the  counsel  for  the- 

defence ;  but  it  has  been  already  showtt 

that  the  letter  was  called  for  m  Gonri 

and  put  in  by  Mr.  Soames,  and  that  it 

was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  Attorney 

(General  to  hand  over  this  letter  to  ihe^ 

counsel  for  the  defence ;  therefore  b# 

cannot  come  here  and  pride  himself  aa- 

one  of  the  noblest  of    human  beings. 

But  there  is  another  letter  which  waa- 

only  produced  alter  Pieott   had    die* 

appeared,  a  letter  datea  May,    1887^ 

from  Pigott  to  Houston,  in  which  Pigott 

said — 

**  Too  may  take  it,  therefore,  as  oertain  that 
any  proceedinfn  of  aoy  chaiacter  that  rely  for 
snoceM  upon  my  teatimoiiy  will  fail." 

Houston  was  acting  as  the  agent  of  Mr.^ 
SoMues,  and  Mr.  Soames  was  the  sdiiei* 
tor  of  the  Attorney  General ;  and  I  sap» 
pose  that  the  Attorney  General  adosd 
to  be  shown  that  letter.  Therefore,  we^ 
may  take  it  that  the  letter  was  knowik 
to  the  Attorney  General.  Then  ther# 
was  the  sworn  statement  of  Pigott  mad» 
to  Mr.  l%annon.  But  did  Mr.  SoaiDea> 
tell  the  Attorney  General  under  what 
circumstances  that  sworn  statement  waa 
made;  that  Pigott  wanted  to  hare  £5,000 
in  order  to  appear,  and  that  the  re^ 
was  that  the  Tinu9  would  not  see  Yam. 
ruined  if  he  told  what  he  knew  f 

Sn  R.  WEBSTER :  If  he  told  th» 
trath. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Well,  tha* 
truth.  Bat  would  the  Time*  haira  paid 
him  for  telling  the  truth  if  he  hadlifiedt 
I  do  not  think  that  was  rerealed  to  th» 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or,  if  it 
was,  surely  he  ought  to  hare  asked  im 
seeing  the  letter,  '*  Have  you  made'am 
sort  of  inooixy  into  the  character  qftiiia 
manf  No  sort  of  inquiiy  was  vsadeK 
into  the  characterof  this  man,  and  J9k 
if  Houston  had  asked  any  human  bem^ 
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be  ngttided  m  the  adTiaer  of  the  Hoose 
of  Oommont  and  the  gaardian  of  its 
honour.  That  is  trae.  We  regard  the 
Attorney  General  as  a  man  of  great 
oonrage,  ability,  and  undoubted  power, 
which  he  has  fully  and  oondusiTely 
proTod  to-night  We  regard  him  as  the 
typical  representatiTe  of  an  honourable 
profession,  and  we  are  proud  to  be  asso- 
oiated  with  him  on  this  side.  We  regard 
it  as  a  priTilege,  and  nothing  less,  and 
it  is  regarded  as  nothing  less  by  every 
Member  of  the  Bar  in  England.  No- 
thing is  more  remarkable  than  the  con- 
trast between  the  fury  and  the  fire  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
has  spoken  on  previous  occasions,  and 
the  bated  breath  with  which  headdressed 
the  House  to  night  when  he  made  his 
observations  on  the  Attorney  General. 
The  chilly  reception  on  his  own  side 
contrasted  strongly  with  the  rapturous 
cheers  with  wmch  the  reply  of  the 
Attorney  General  was  greeted,  and 
which  were  not  limited  by  any  means  to 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
There  were  many  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  rejoiced  to  see  the  manner  in  which 
the  Attorney  General  defended  himself 
aninst  the  charges  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby.  I  do  not  think  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  be  grateful  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  under 
whose  leadership,  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  they  have  been 
landed  in  as  pretty  a  mess  as,  I  think,  I 
ever  remember  a  political  Party  ever 
getting  into.  The  ri|^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
on  this  side  of  the  House  we  listened 
with  the  utmost  satisfaction  to  the  casti- 
gation  he  received,  which  no  Member  of 
tiie  House  ever  more  thoroughly  and 
richly  deserved.  In  this  exordium  I 
was  mainly  anxious  to  express  the  esti- 
mate we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  hold 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  England, 
«nd  I  might  now  very  well  resume  my 
ieat ;  but  I  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  intervene  for  a  moment  longer, 
as  there  are  one  or  two  other  things  I 
desire  to  notice.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
^General  in  the  case  of  '*  O'Donnell  v. 
Walter"  was  the  foundation  of  the 
whole  of  the  charges  alleged  against 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  nothing 
of  the  kind.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  a  most  convenient  memory.     The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  sa^s  one  thing  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  and  another  out 
of  it.  At  Ely  this  is  how  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Commission. 
He  said — 

'*They  might  drag  it  on  ai  a  matter  of  anti- 
quarian reaearoh,  bat  the  whole  of  the  ridicaloofl 
rubbish  was  ai  dead  ai  Julias  Oadsar.  But  for 
the  forged  letters  there  woald  nerer  hare  been 
this  Oonmiission  of  Inquiry." 

The  Committee  should  remember  that 
this  matter  of  antiquarian  research  forms 
by  far  the  largest  part  of  the  charges 
and  allegations.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— and  nobody  knows  it  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
— was  the  founder  and  author  of  the 
whole  of  these  charges.  I  myself  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say,  speaking 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  in  this 
House,  the  doctrines  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  were  the  doctrines  of  treason 
and  assassination.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  more ;  he  said  that  he  knew 
that  these  were  the  doctrines  of  the  Land 
Leagus.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  know  it  ?  «  Because  in  my  potion, 
as  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
Queen's  dominions,  it  was  my  duty  to 
Imow  it."  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  so  fondof  cross-examining  Meml>ersof 
the  Government,  I  will  myself  claim  the 
right  of  cross-examining  the  right  hon. 
(^ntleman,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
this  question,  upon  which  no  light  has 
yet  been  thrown  as  far  as  I  am  aware-— 
uow  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
know  ?  He  stateii  in  this  House,  on 
his  authority  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  that  the  doctrines  and  practice  of 
the  Land  League  were  those  of  treason 
and  assassination,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  was  their  expounder. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  how 
this  is  applicable  to  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  the  Attorney  General.  * 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I,  of  course,  bow 
invariably  to  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
and  I  can  only  say  that  this  affords 
another  illustration  of  the  extreme  in- 
convenience and  the  extreme  unfairness 
of  the  methods  pursued  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  I  am  justified 
in  saying  that  the  only  way  of  getting 
out  of  the  difficulty  and  arriving  at  the 
truth  with  regard  to  these  matters  is 
that  the  right  hon.  Gtotleman  hinuMf 
should  take  ^e  earliest  opportunity  of 
going  into  the  witness-box  before  the 
Comoiissioners  and  recanting  upon  oath 
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H^f^phn  \mtkf  n/iA  to  m«t  bvt  to  Mr* 
Khftfifi/^,  Attd  Mjrn — "  H«re  I  am ;  mmA 
ttt**  wUni  ymt  ymtu^ed  mm"  ThiB  iMiag' 
kff,  I  think  th«  Home  Seeretaij  vonlo. 
'Iff  w«ll  not  to  indalge  in  inrinnalimm- 
M|e«ifffiit  m#.    The  Attoniej  QmanlhMm 
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denounced  my  riffht  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Derby  beoanae  be  disap- 
nrored  of  the  apolocy  that  was  tendered 
by  the  Attorney  General  in  Oonrt  on 
behalf  of  the  Tim$9,  My  right  hon. 
Triend  the  Member  for  Derby  did  use 
strong  language  with  resard  to  that 
apology,  and  I  nope  he  wilTnot  withdraw 
due  word  of  it.  Krery  single  word  he 
uttered  was  justified ;  and  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  thinks  he  has  answered  my 
right  hon.  Friend  when  he  says,  "I  am 
the  author  of  the  apology.''  The  rap- 
turous cheers  which  burst  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  at  this  extraordinary 
&rpmmUmm  ad  hmminmn  were  perfectly 
astounding.  I  do  not  care  whether  the 
Attorney  General,  or  Mr.  Soames,  or  the 
Tmuif  or  Mr.  Walter  did  it.  I  say  that 
the  a{>ology  was  a  most  disgraceful  and 
sneaking  apology.  I  go  further,  and 
say  that  that  apolo^  was  not  a  frank 
confession  or  admission  that  the  letters 
were  forgeries.  It  eraded  this,  and 
implied  that  some  of  them  were  forgeries. 
What  did  the  Attorney  General  say  to- 
day f  He  said  he  went  to  the  extreme 
limit  of  his  duty  in  the  language  he  had 
used.  What  does  that  mean?  Does 
it  imply  that  the  Attomep^  General  is 
prepsjred  frankly  to  admit  that  these 
niters  were  forgeries  or  does  it  not  ?  He 
said  he  went  to  the  extreme  limit  of  his 
duty  in  the  language  he  uked.  Beally 
we  ought  to  understand  this.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  fully  and 
abeolutely  admit  that  these  letters  were 
forgeries,  one  and  all,  or  did  he  not 
iMmiiUruil  crui  o/«  No."]  Then  listen 
to  what  the  Oourt  said — the  Court 
appointed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  consbting  of  three  eminent  Judges. 
These  Judges  have  declared  them,  one 
and  all,  to  be  forgeries.  (Gentlemen 
do  not  understand  that.  The  counsel 
for  the  defence  were  prepared  with 
many  and  many  other  proofs.  These 
proofs  were  stopped  by  the  Court, 
because  the  Court  said  they  were  already 
nrored  to  be  forgeries.  (<*No.")  Some 
Members  of  this  House  are  absolutely 
shouting  ^^No;''  they  do  not  believe 
they  were  forgeries,  and  they  will  not 
admit  it.  Whinl  justice  can  any  Irishman 
expect  when  we  are  told  that  we  waste 
time  in  this  debate  f  I  say  we  are  justi- 
fied in  having  oooupied  the  three  days 
by  haring  got  tiiis  fact  horn  Gentlemen 
oppocit^  that  they  dare  not  say  tiiat 
mf  hon.  l^end,  a&d'  flie  flriends  of  m^ 


hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Corkr 
forged  those  letters.  They  will  not  say' 
that.  The  insinuation  is  —  only  the- 
courage  is  wanting  to  assert  it — that 
some  were  not  forged.  What  is  the  real 
truth  about  the  wnole  of  this  investiga-' 
tion  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought 
that  they  were  sure  to  win.  Tney 
thought  that  success  would  cover  over 
means  the  vilest  and  most  contemptible. 
They  were  all  friends  together.  I  really 
do  not  know  where  one  began  and  tho 
other  ended.  We  had  Mr.  Walter,  the 
friend  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;: 
we  had  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Anderson  ; 
then  Mr.  Pigott  visiting  Daly  as  a  pri- 
vate friend ;  and^  then  Mr.  Attorneys 
General;  but  whether  Mr.  Attorney 
(General  stands  at  -the  top,  or  Mr.  Pigott 
at  the  bottom,  I  do  not  know.  Bui 
this  I  know,  that  when  anything  occurs 
in  the  case,  one  always  throws  it  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  other ;  yet  the  met 
remains  that  this  body  of  friends 
were  banded  together  to  prove  to  the 
country  that  the  forged  letters  were 
written  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me ; 
and  now  that  the  verdict  of  the  Court 
is  delivered  we  have  gentlemen  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London^for  I  heard  him 
[Sir  Robert  Fowler  indicated  assent] 
say  '<  No."  Why  has  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tne  courage  to  get  up 
and  say  it?  I  will  tell  him  why.  Be- 
cause then  it  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary, even  for  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  to  vote  that  there  had 
been  a  breach  of  privilege;  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  removed  from 
the  Bar,  and  he  wou  d  be  punished  ac- 
cording to  the  rules  of  the  House,  akid 
accordmg  to  the  contrition  which  he 
showed.  I  challenge  any  (Gentleman  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  not  to  evade  his 
responsibilitgr  by  crying  '<No,  fio,"  and 
that  sort  of  thing.  1  challenge  any 
man  there  to  get  up  and  to  say  that 
which  in  reality  they  assert  by  ciying 
'<No,  no."  Many  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  will  think  that  they  are  wanting  in 
a  vestige  of  courage  to  say  it.  We  are 
told  that  we  ought  to  submit  a  Vote  of  no 
Confidence  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo-^ 
site.  No ;  we  do  not  go  from  Pontius  to 
Pilate.  [Laughter.']  I  apologise  to  th» 
learned  Gentleman — frofn  Pontius  ]^ilat6- 
to  Caiaphus.  We  want  to  appeal  to- 
Ontmr.  -Blame  us  as  much  as  you  Hkii 
abMt  dbelMotion  in  this  pktt  of  O^ 
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House,  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  we 
intend  to  do  our  best  in  the  Houre,  just 
as  we  are  doing  our  best  out  of  the 
House,  to  force  you  to  dissolve.  We  do 
not  treat  it  as  alone  a  political  question 
— we  consider  it  a  question  which  con- 
cerns the  honour  of  tne  country.  Gentle- 
men who  have  made  such  base  and 
such  calmunious  charges  against  our 
colleagues  here,  Gentlemen  who  now  in 
defiance  of  the  decision  of  a  Court  of 
law,  maintain  those  assertions,  should 
be  at  least  driven  from  power,  and  the 
people  should  have  the  right  to  decide 
at  once  whether  they  will  be  there  any 
longer  as  their  rulers. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Court- 
ney, I  did  not  intend  to  intervene  in  this 
debate  to-night,  and  I  only  do  so  now  in 
a  very  few  words,  and  for  a  specific 
object  and  purpose.  I  was  not  tempted, 
fiir,  to  intervene  in  this  debate  by  the 
more  than  equivocal  language  used  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party  in 
this  country,  and  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  when  addressing 
a  public  meeting  the  other  day.  What 
Lord  Salisbi'ry  then  said  will  have  to  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  country.  If 
be,  as  the  Leader  of  his  party  and  the 
head  of  the  Government,  chooses  to  pin 
any  relic  of  his  faith  to  any  one  of  these 
letters,  the  punishment  and  the  con- 
eequences  will  be  upon  his  head  and  upon 
the  head  of  his  supporters.  But,  Sir,  in 
the  language  of  the  Attorney  General 
to-night,  and  in  the  shouts  of  some  of 
his  supporters,  there  has  been  some 
faint  echo  of  Lord  Salisbury's  language 
— I  am  happy  to  say  for  the  credit  of 
this  House  only  a  faint  echo.  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  asked 
whether  there  was  anybody  in  the  House 
who  still  believed  that  the  facsimile 
letter,  or  any  one  of  these  letters, 
had  not  been  disproved.  The  Attorney 
General  said  that  he  went  to  the  very 
verge  of  his  duty — to  the  very  extremity 
of  his  duty  —  in  withdrawing  these 
letters,  because  they  felt  that  they  had 
no  longer  any  proof  of  them.  What  then 
happened  ?  After  they  had  bean  with- 
drawn I  was  put  into  the  box,  and  I 
testified  on  oath  that  I  had  not  signed, 
written,  authorized  the  writing,  author- 
ised the  signature,  or  ever  heard  of  any 
of  these  letters  before  they  were  pub- 
liahed.  That  testimony  the  Attorney 
General  listened  to,  and  he  did  not  yen- 
vre  to  put  to  me  a  single  question.    He 

Mr.  Zab0ucAere 


is  a  lawyer ;  he  knows  tiie  mles  of  kw, 
though  perhaps  not  of  oondiiot.  Bnt  I 
understand  that  as  a  lawyer  he  wit 
bound  by  his  reception  of  evidenes  and 
by  his  failure  to  oroaa-ezamine  me— I 
mean  that  he  was  bound  by  my  evidenee. 
Is  that  true  or  is  it  notP  Was  the  boa. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  havingf  listened 
to  my  testimony  with  regard  to  fheae 
letters,  and  havingf  ailed  to  oron-  examine 
me  upon  that  testimony— was  he  bonad 
by  that  testimony  there  or  was  he  not  f 
And  if  he  was  bound  by  it  there,  why  is 
he  not  bound  by  it  here  7  And  why  was 
his  Leader  not  bound  by  it  when  hs 
treated  these  infamous  prodaotions  as 
matters  that  were  still  in  doubt  f  Well, 
Sir,  I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  askiaig 
this  question  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposita. 
Is  there  any  one  of  them  who  will  get 
up  in  his  place,  or  sitting  in  his  plaoe, 
by  a  shake  of  his  head  or  a  nod,  or  a 
word,  will  venture  to  say  he  belierss 
that  there  is  any  doubt  whaterer  as  to 
the  forgery  of  these  letters  which  have 
been  alleged  to  have  been  written  and 
signed  by  me  ? 

Sir  H.  JAMES  rose  to  address  the 

Committee. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'GONNOB  (interpcNung) 
said  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  beg -to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  tact  that  it  was  eri- 
dent  to  the  whole  Committee  that  tiie 
question  was  asked  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  senior  Member  for  Northampton 
whether  any  Member  in  this  House  still 
doubted  that  the  letters  attributed  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oosk 
were  forgeries.  The  right  hon.  Ctontle* 
man  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
by  signs  patent  to  everybody  in  this 
House  signified,  and  many  others  rig^* 
fied,  that  they  did.  If  you,  Sir,  rule  me 
out  of  order  I  resume  my  seat.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  who 
now  seems  to  assent  to  my  statementi 
signified  he  still  was  prepared  to  my 
that  some  of  the  letters  attributed  to  my 
hon.  Friend  were  genuine.  I  call  upon 
him  to  withdraw    that    statement^  or 

(afUr  a  pause)  Coward ! 

«The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  incident  of  the  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  oocoRed 
some  time  ago,  and  there  were  no 
doubt  responses  made  which  I 
need  not  characterize.  The  hon. 
Member    for    Cork     afterwards    rose 
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to  make  hU  statement,  and  he  invited 
any  hon.  Member  to  make  a  declaration 
or  a  sign  of  that  character.  To  that 
there  was  no  response.  With  that  the 
incident  closed.  Now  I  mast  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  8<x>tland  Di- 
▼ision  of  Liyerpool  to  witibdraw  the 
word  which  I  heard  him  use. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB:  After  your 
condemnation,  I  have  not  the  least  ob- 
jection or  hesitation  in  withdrawing  the 
expression. 

•Sib  HENET  JAMES  (Bury) :  Sir,  a 
Besolution  was  passed  in  this  House  in 
the  month  of  June,  1858,  which  declares 
that  no  Member  is  entitled  to  take  any 
part  in  any  discussion  arising,  directly 
or  indirectly,  out  of  any  matter  in  which 
he  has  been  engaged  as  counsel.     I  be- 
lieve that  it  was  the  desire  tocarry  outthe 
spirit  of  that  Besolution  that  has  led  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  who  are  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  also  Members  of 
the  English  and  Irish  Bars,  and  who 
have  represented    interests  hostile   to 
those   which   I  have  advocated  before 
the    Commission,     to    take     no    part 
either  by  word  or  by  vote  in  this  de- 
bate.    I  should  ill  repay  that  conduct, 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  worthy  of 
recognition,  if  I  were  to  throw  myself 
into  the  debate  in  any  ordinary  sense 
of  those  words.     But  1  ask  the  Com- 
mittee   to  allow    me  to    occupy   their 
attention  for  a  very  few  minutes  while 
— within  the  limits  of  what  I  wish  to  call 
a    personal   explanation— I   deal   with 
those  matters  with  which  I  am  person- 
ally connected.     I  am  very  sensible  of 
the  great  and,  I  fear,  unmerited  cour- 
tesy which   my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  has    extended    to    me 
in  his  speech  this  evening,  and  I  shall 
endeavour  to  speak   of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  same  courteous  tone.    I 
am  bound  to  take  part  in  this  discus- 
sion for  one  reason  which  is  not  entirely 
personal  to  myself.    The  charge  made 
against  the  Attorney  General  is  a  charge 
made  against  him  as  counsel  conducting 
the  interests  of  the   7Vm#«  newspaper^ 
There   have  been,   and    are   still,   six 
counsel  to  whom  the  interests  of  that 
newspaper  have  been  entrusted.     Four 
of  them  are  absent  from  this   House. 
They  are  men  who  are  dependent  upon 
their  profession,  and  dependent   upon 
the    position    they   hold    in  that  pro- 
fession ;      and    Uiey     are     subjected 
to  the    same  charge  as  the  Attorney 


GenersiL      It  is  scarcely  to  be  treated 
as  a  matter  of  degree ;  if  charges  ar«r 
made  against  the  Attorney  General^  oC 
dishonourable    conduct    while    taking 
charge  of  the  interests  of   the  Times, 
those  who  are  his  colleagues  are  charged 
equally  with  him.     f''No,  no!'']     I 
hear  a  voice  say  '*  No ;  "  but  I  am  sur» 
that  the    hon.    and    learned    Gentle- 
man   the  Member  for   Longford    will 
say    that    they    are.      And    for    thia 
reason.      If  the  Attorney  General  haa 
committed   one   dishonourable  act,   or 
has  taken    one  dishonourable   course, 
even  it  he  took  the  primary  responsi'* 
bility,  those  who  are  associated  with  him 
can  and  ought  to  dissociate  themselves 
from  any  further  dealing  or  responsi* 
bility,   so  long  as  they  think  he  haa 
acted  in  a  dishonourable  or  improper 
way.     On  the  part  of  these  four  absent 
men,  I  am  requested  to  say  that  they^ 
stand  or  fall  by  the  course  which  the> 
Attorney  General  has  taken.     They  will 
dissever  themselves  from. nothing  that 
he  has  done;   and  now,  watching  all 
that  he  has  done,  they  claim  that,  if  th» 
House  passes  this  vote  for  the  reduction, 
of  the  salary  of  the  Attorney  General,, 
the  censure  shall  not  rest  upon  hint 
alone,  and  one  and  all  declare  that  they 
will  stand  by  his  side,  and  ask  to  share^ 
in  his  condemnation.     If  it  had  been 
said  that  the  Attorney  General  should 
not    engage    in    private    practice,     I 
and    my    colleagues    would    not  havo* 
had  anrthing  to  say  to  that ;  and  if  it 
had  been  suggested  that  he  should  not, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  have 
taken  any  particular  brief,  that  is  not  a. 
question  which  we  need  have  entered 
upon ;  but  when  the  charge  is,  in  the- 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the    Member    for     Derby,    that    the* 
Attorney  General  has  acted  in  an  im- 
becoming  manner  as  an  advocate,  and 
when  instances  are  given  of  that  con- 
duct which  is  termed  dishonourable  and 
discreditable  to  any  member  of  the  Bar, 
those  who  are  the  colleagues   of  the 
Attorney  General  will  immediately  pro* 
test.      That   portion    of    the    chargea 
which  were    contained  in  the    earlier 
part    of   the    right    hon.   Gentleman's^ 
speech    my  hon.   and    learned  Friend 
the   Attorney    General  has   answered, 
and    I    need     not,     therefore,    refer 
to    them.      But    I    wish    particularly 
to    address   myself    to    the    grewmm 
of  the  indictment  which,  I  think,  waa 
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oontained  in  the  latter  portion  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman's  speech.  And 
let  me  first  say  that  this  is  an  inoon- 
Tenient  tribunal  to  submit  the  decision 
of  professional  conduct  to.    In  the  first 

Elace,  if  the  Attorney  Oeneral  has  be- 
ayed  discreditabljr  or  dishonourably, 
theUommission  which  is  sitting  had  and 
hastheopportuni^  to  check,  and  censure, 
and  oondemni  ana  would  condemn ;  but 
beyond  that  everyone  of  us,  my  col- 
leagues and  mprself,  are  subject  to  a 
Court  of  disciphne,  which  is  such  that, 
if  it  errs  at  all,  it  is  generally  on  the 
ground  of  sererity ;  and  if  there  has  been 
one  act  of  the  Attorney  General's  which 
has  been  so  discreditable  to  him  that  a 
Yote  of  Censure  ought  to  be  passed 
upon  him  by  this  House,  the  Court  of 
discipline  to  which  I  refer  would  be  the 
first  to  pass  censure  after  full  iuTCsti- 
gation,  and  make  him  bear  the  penalty 
of  his  conduct.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Memoer  for  Hackney 
is  a  member  of  that  Court  of 
disoiDline,  and  if  he,  who  has 
heard  erery  word  uttered  by  the 
Attorney  General  in  this  inquiry, 
if  he  has  the  slightest  reason  to  say  that 
dishonourable  and  discreditable  conduct 
has  been  indulged  in,  if  he  can,  upon  his 
own  authority,  charge  the  Attorney 
General  with  haviog  deyiated  from 
his  duty,  and  there  is  an  impartial 
Court  and  a  certain-  tribunal  to 
deal  with  the  matter.  But,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  has  made 
oertain  charges  in  this  House.  His 
first  charge  against  the  Attorney  General, 
as  I  understand  it,  was  that  when  he 
had  learned  that  the  witness  Pigott  was 
a  man  whose  character  would  not  bear 
investigation,  he  oup^ht  to  have  risen 
before  the  Commission,  and  said,  "I 
withdraw  the  charges  and  acquit  the 
accused."  Those  are  the  words  of  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman.      I    will    see 

KMently  how  he  minimised  them. 
at  was  the  charge,  and  it  is  a 
charge  ap;ainst  every  counsel  en- 
mged  with  the  Attorney  General. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sajrs  it  was 
our  duty  after  consultation  to  nse  before 
the  Juages  and  say : 

"We  withdraw  the  charge;  we  adjadge 
ihsee  letten  to  be  f orgeriei,  uid  we  ask  yoa  to 
aoqnit  the  aooused." 

J  think  I  am  right  in  stating  that  that 
3S  the  first  charge  in  this  indictment 
I^et  us  examine  it.    I  am  afraid  that 
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many  hon.  Members  of  this  House  will 
not  understand  the  position  so  well  as 
hoa.  Gentlemen  who  are  members  of  my 
profession.  But  what  is  the  position  of 
aiffairs?  The  Commission  was  appointed 
by  Statute  to  investigate  these  matters, 
including  the  authentioihr  of  the  letters, 
and  bear  in  mind  before  the  Com- 
mission the  admissions  a  witness  with 
respect  to  his  past  life  would  be  made 
the  subject  of  severe  cross-exsmination. 
That  Mng  the  case,  my  ri^t  hoB» 
Friend  affirms  that  we,  the  counsel  for 
one  of  the  parties,  ought  to  have  sat  in 
judgment  upon  this  man  and  said, 

'*  We  will  not  allow  hiai  to  go  into  the  wit- 
nese-boz;  we  will  withdraw  him  from  the 
petition  in  whioh  he  would  hare  to  answer 
qaeetions,  there  shall  be  no  oroei^xaaination, 
and  we  will  leare  the  pablic  for  ever  in  doaVt 
whether  theee  letten  were  forgeriee  or  not.'* 

That,  Sir,  was  a  course  which  it  was 
not  possible  for  any  counsel  to  take.  It 
was  a  course  we  never  could  pursue,  and 
the  Committee  will  see  the  reason  for  it. 
What  should  we  have  been  doing  ?^  We 
should  have  been  sending  a  witness 
away,  with  the  result  that  me  ftiU  and 
complete  truth  could  never  be  known. 
We  should  have  been  asking  that  our 
judgment  should  be  accepted  instead  of 
the  judgment  of  the  Court.  What 
would  the  hon.  Member  for  the  (Xty  of 
Cork  have  said  in  his  own  interests,  and 
in  his  deeire  to  show,  as  I  think  he  has 
shown,  that  he  had  not  written  theee 
letters— what  would  he  have  said  if  wa 
had  withdrawn  the  witness  from  wfaoae 
mouth  it  is  alleged  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  was  to  extract  the  admission  that 
the  letters  were  forgeries  ?  The  first 
persons  to  protest  would  have  been  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  an4 
his  immediate  friends.  They  would 
have  had  the  right  to  say,  "This 
course  shall  not  be  pursued."  I^ 
then,  the  Attorney  General  had  taken 
that  course,  he  would  have  been  richtfy 
arraigned  in  this  House  and  elsewhetis. 
It  would  have  been  said  of  him  that  ha 
sent  this  witness  away  to  prevent  disolo* 
sure.  The  course  would  be  one  which 
public  opinion  would  never  have  tolen* 
ted,  and  which  no  counsel  would  haT« 
attempted  or  dared  to  take.  What 
would  it  have  involved  f  It  would  havm 
involved  the  assertion  that  in  our  jadga^ 
ment  based  upon  the  mere  statementv 
contained  in  two  letters  of  disoreditablf 
as  a  Nationalist  journalist,  this  man  had 
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lieeh  gmllj  of  forgery.  We  ahonld  have 
l)6fn  Mffi1^:  isiaigee  mpon  this  man, 
«iid  ▼irtniuly  nare  eentenoed  him  to 
penal  Mrritude  for  life  as  a  forger.  But 
even  to  that  maa,  as  to  the  most  guilty, 
jQetioe  is  doe.  We  have  no  right  to  act 
4M  his  judges,  and  say,  "  Because  this 
«r  that  letter  has  been  written  you  are 
fguilty."  Yet  the  proposition  of  the 
srjgfat  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  we  ought 
to  done  all  this ;  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ehould  haye  said,  "  I  withdraw  the 
•diarges  and  aoquit  the  accused." 

fliB  W.  HAEOOUBT :  I  beg  your 
pardon  for  interrupting  you,  but  allow 
me  to  point  out  that  you  might  haye 
^called  him  at  once. 

8iB  H.  JAMES:  I  wiU  deal  with 
that  in  one  moment.  When  the 
iright  hon.  Gentleman  is  attacking  the 
•oiutfacter  Qf  men  to  the  death,  he 
thinks  little  of  minimizing  the  atoms 
of  his  charge,  and  shifting  them  from  a 
principle  down  to  a  date.  I  tioist  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  in- 
dulging in  gestures  and  interruptions, 
"Will  be  good  enough  to  understand  that 
;a  principle  remains  the  same  whether  it 
IS  to  be  applied  in  October  or  December. 
I  am  asking  whether  at  any  time  coun- 
sel, whose  judgments  must  be  fallible, 
ought  to  have  sat  in  judgment  upon 
this  man  and  oonricted  him  of  being  a 
forger?  Upon  what  g^unds  were  we 
to  say  this?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•says  you  knew  from  his  letter  this  man 
«ays  his  cross-examination  would  be  in- 
jurious to  his  CTidence  in  chief.  And 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
elicited  loud  cheers  by  reading  part  of 
Pigott's  letter  of  May  22 ;  but  the  hon. 
Jfember  omitted  to  read  the  context, 
^hichis — 

'*I  wish  yoa  to  understand  that,  if  called 
«p(m  to  ^ye  eridenoe,  I  shall  refuse,  no  matter 
what  the  oonsequenoe  may  be." 

Then  the  writer  went  on  to  say  that  in 
those  circumstances  it  was  certain  that 
if  the  proceedings  relied  for  success 
upon  his  testimony  the  case  would  fail. 
The  attitude  of  the  man  was  that  he 
would  not  20  into  the  witness-box  at 
all,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  reveal  certain 
information.  Then  he  said,  *'  My  cha- 
racter as  a  Nationalist  journalist  in  the 
past  will  not  bear  inyestigation,"  and  it 
%B  because  the  Attorney  General  and 
bis  colleagues  did  not  upon  those 
Matementa,  and  those  statements  only, 
frush  to  the  condliigiQn  that  the  man 


was  a  for^r  and  ought  to  h0  handed 
orer  to  justice  that  we  are  now 
charged  with  dishonourable  oonduot. 
I  cannet  conceive  that  any  person  who 
knows  the  duty  of  a  counsel,  or  any  one 
would  wish  that  we  should  act  unfairly 
to  any  man,  however  lost  he  may  be  to 
a  sense  of  right  in  his  conduct,  and  tha^ 
we  should  possibly  have  acted  in  the 
manner  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
suggested.  I  will  go  further,  and  I  say 
now  that  if  Pigott  had  gone  to  any  ad- 
vocate and  said,  "  I  have  forged  these 
letters,  what  am  I  to  do  ?  "  the  answer 
would  have  been,  ''  Go  into  the  box  and 
say  you  have  done  it,  and  then  take  the 
consequence  of  your  assertion."  No 
counsel  would  have  told  him  not  to  go 
into  the  box,  and  not  to  prove  the  in- 
nocence of  the  accused.  Well,  Sir, 
strangely  enough,  my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby,  with  all  his  greiut 
experience,  suggests  that  the  proper 
course  was,  that  this  man  should  not 
have  been  given — by  the  advocates  of 
the  TVmM^an  opportunity  of  giving 
evidence. 

Sir  W.  HABOOUBT  :  I  never  said 
that  Pigott  should  not  have  been  put 
into  the  box.  I  always  thought  tnat 
Pigott  should  have  been  called,  but  his 
proper  cbarcuster  ought  to  have  been 
stated  to  the  Court.  If  it  was  thought 
proper  that  the  truth  should  be  known, 
Pigott  should  have  been  called,  and  he 
should  have  been  called  as  soon  as  it 
was  known  that  he  was  untrustworthy, 
and  the  Member  for  Cork  ought  not  to 
have  been  kept  for  two  months  under 
the  charge  of  naving  written  the  letters. 

Sib  HENBT  JAMES :  This  is  the 
fif^  time  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  time.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  cannot  and  shall  not 
escape.  When  he  charged  us  with  dis- 
honourable conduct  my  ri^ht ,  hoiy 
Friend  should  either  stick  to  his  charges 
or  withdraw  them.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  distinctly  that  the  duty  of 
the  Attorney  General  was  to  rise  in 
Court  and  say,  "  I  withdraw  the  charges 
and  acquit  the  accused ; "  and  now 
he  says  that,  having  withdrawn  the 
charges  and  acquitted  the  accused, 
we  were  afterwards  to  call  Pigot^  to 
support  the  charges.  I  tell  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  that  statement  of 
his  will  be  received  with  derision  tOr 
morrow  morning  by  the  whole  of  the 
profession  who  know  the  late  Solicitor 
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General.      Now,   Sir,  I  trill  take  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  view,  with  all  his 
great  professional  experience  as  a  law 
offlcer  of  the  Crown.     1  can  see  him  as  a 
law  officer  of  the  Crown  rising  and  saying 
to  the. tribunal,  **  I  am  goinR  to  call  a  wit- 
ness, and  I  ask  the  tribunal  to  determine 
whether  what  he  is  about  to  say  is  trae 
or  false.    You  are  juds^s  of  the  facts, 
but  I  tell  you  that  the  witness  is  a 
man    of   bad    character,    that   we    do 
not  believe  a  word  he  says,  and  we 
will   tell  you  that  you  ought   not  to 
believe  him."    That  is  the  second  pro- 
position by  virtue  of  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  charges  the  counsel  for  the 
Timsi  with    grossly  dishonourable  and 
disreputable  conduct.    The  third  charge 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  that  it  was  th^ 
duty  of  the  Attorney  General  personally 
to  have  made  inquiries  as  to  Pi^ott's 
character  and  antecedents.    That  is  not 
quite  compatible  with  his  previous  argu- 
ment that  the  letters  disclosed  so  much 
that  no  inquiry  was  needed,  and  that  on 
the  strength  of  the  letters  the  charges 
ouffht    to    have  been  abandoned.     My 
rignt  hon.  Friend  now  says  that,  as  the 
letters    did   not   disclose    enough,    the 
Attorney     General     ought     to     have 
added  to   them  by  a  personal  inquiry 
as    to     the     antecedents    of     Pigott. 
My    right  hon.   Friend    has  acted  as 
counsel  in    many  cases;    has  he   ever 
made    inquiries,    as  counsel,   into  the 
antecedents  of    any  witness  he  might 
call?    He  may  have  done  many  things 
in    Party    struggles   and   for   political 
purposes,  and  surely  one  who  so  nearly 
approached  the  head   of   the  English 
Bar  should  not  have  resorted  to  such  an 
argument  as  this— and  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  a  practising  Member  of 
the  English  Bar  he  would  not  have  used 
such  an  argument    as  this — which  he 
knows  every  member  of  his  profession 
will  hear  of  with  astonishment.    These 
are  the  charges  on  which,  as  far  as  pro- 
fessional conduct  is  concerned,  my  right 
hon.    Friend    attacked    the     Attorney 
General.   He  attacks  him  for  not  making 
this  communication.      I  am  not  going 
to  make  any  observation  as  to  whether 
Mr.    Soames    offered    the    information 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  appears  to  have  received  at 
some  time.    I  am  glad  to  eather  that 
my    right  hon.    Friend  had  no   com- 
munication with  the  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, and  I  tell  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 

Sir  Hinry  Jamu 


the  character  of  my  hoo.  and  learned' 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  will 
rise  higher  to-morrow  when  it  is  learnt 
that  he,  neither  directly  nor  indirectly, . 
has  taken  any  part  in  bringing  this 
charge  against  the  Attorney  General. 
I  am  happy  to  think  that  whilst  mj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  knew  how  to 

Sain  a  victory — and  he  did  gain  one-— - 
is  conduct  will  bear  contrast  with  that 
of  his  colleagues  who  do  not  seem  tO' 
know  how  to  use  it.     I  am  not  about' 
to  make  any  appeal  to   the   Members 
of   the  House.     I    am  glad  to  know 
that  this  arraignment  is  to  be  followed' 
by    a    verdict.     Late  in   the   evening* 
a    motion  has  been    made  to    reduce- 
the  Vote,  and  consequently  there  wHI 
be  a  Division.    I  am  making  no  appeal 
to  the  Members  of  the  House,  but  there* 
are  some  Members  of  the  profession  of 
the  Attomev    General    sitting  behind 
me.     TMr.  A.  Morley:    Hear,   hear.]' 
The  late    Secretary    to    the    Treasury* 
ironically  says,  **Hear,  hear."     There 
are  .many  ways  in  which  the  honour  of 
our  profession  may  be  maintained,  but 
there  is  not  one  of  our  profession  who 
does  not  know  that  we  have  never  had 
a  leader  who  has  been  more  desirous  of 
truthfully  doing  his  duty  than  the  man- 
who    has   been    attacked    to  night.     I 
ask  the  members  of  the  profession  to^ 
show  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General   no  favour  to-niffht. 
Let  them  all  vote  according    to    their* 
belief.     Is  there  one  of  you  who  be* 
lieves  the  suggestion  that  the  Attorney* 
General  is  a  cozening  knave  ?    Is  there^ 
one  of  you,  true  Liberals  as  you  may 
be,  who  does   not  deplore  that  Party^ 
exigencies  have  driven  this  question   so^ 
far? 
Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcastle) :  We, 

on  this  side  of  this  House,  listened  to^ 

the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 

Friend   (Sir   H.    James)   with    speoiali 

interest  on    the   occasion,    because   he^ 

spoke  on  behalf  of  a  profession  of  whioiki 

he    is    himself   a    very    distinguished 

ornament.    Into  the  controversy  as  ta 

professional  conduct,   it  would  not  be- 

proper  for  me,  a  mere  nominal  membai^ 

of  the  profession,  to  toter;  but  I  ank 

constrained  to  state   that  Sir  Oharles 

Bussell    ["Order''}— the    hon.      aaA 

learned  Member  for  South  Hadkney— *> 
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antiiorixas  lit  to  say  that  he  ia  entirely 
in  aooord  with  the  action  we  have 
taken;  [Hon.  Members: — Where  is 
he  P]  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
asks— <' Where  is  he?"  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub:— No;  I  did  not.]  This  is 
not  only  what  he  authorizes  us  to  say,  but 
it  was  what  he  has  repeatedly  said  in  the 
Ctonrt  before  the  Judges.  How  many 
times  has  he  complained  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Attorney  General 
has  presented  the  case?  Again  and 
again  he  complained  of  the  unpro- 
feesional  way  in  which  the  case  was 
presented.  [**No.'']  J!  repeat  that 
again  and  again  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hackney  complained  of  the  want 
of  fairness  which  characterized  the  con- 
duct of  the  Attorney  General.  But  we 
are  not  here  to-night  to  settle  the  eti* 
qnette  of  Inns  of  Court.  We  have  had 
a  very  exciting  debate,  and  we  had  some 
painful  incidents.  We  had  the  incident 
with  reference  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo.  I  shall  g^ve  no  opinion  on  that, 
bat  I  am  disappointed  at  the  impatience 
shown  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
are,  after  all,  Englishmen,  with  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  who  are 
the  aooused  persons.  Surely  after  nine 
years,  during  which  time  they  have 
been  labouring  under  these  accusations, 
it  can  not  be  wondered  at  if  they  give 
way  in  the  excitement  of  debate  to  a 
little  impatience-.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Sleaford 
Division  (Mr.  Chaplin)  said  that  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  was  received  in  a  chilly  manner 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  be  con- 
trasted  that  chilliness  of  manner  with 
the  rapturous  cheers  with  which  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  re- 
ceived the  tipologia  of  the  Attorney 
General.  Tes ;  but  the  whole  point  of 
the  debate  turns  on  one  incident — when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  challenged 
his  opponents  to  show  even  by  gesture 
that  they  believed  the  forged  letters, 
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which    the    Attorney    General    euphe* 
mistically  calls  even  now  the  facsimilo 
letters  were  written  by  him.    I  regret  to- 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London,  who  has  now  disappeared, 
and  who  was  prominent  in  this  matter 
previously — even  he  made  no  sign  under 
that  challenge  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  notice' 
that  under  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  we  all  admitted  that  thero 
is  no  answer  to  the  challenge.     Apart 
from  that  we  need  not  go  behind  the^ 
manly  and  straightforward  declaration 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend' 
(Sir  H.  James)  that  nobody  believes — 
except  the    Prime  Minister — that    my 
hon.  Friend  could  possibly  have  writton 
those  letters.      The  Attorney  General 
read  a  passage  from  the  charge  of  the 
Lord     Chief     Justice   in    •*  O'Donnell 
9.  Walter,"  the  drift  of  which  was  that 
there  were  other  charges  still  pending' 
of  a  character  equally  serious  as  the* 
issue  of  the  letters.     Is  there    one  of 
those  charges  which  was  not  brought 
before  the  House  in  January  or  Febru* 
ary,    1883,    by  the   lato   Mr.   Forster? 
There  is  not  one,  and  yet,  although  the^ 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  under  those 
charges,  Lord  Carnarvon  and  the  Tory- 
Party  went  into  a  confederacy  with  him. 
[**No."]       You  may  say  '*  No,"   but 
Lord  Carnarvon    will  not   say    **  No.'* 
[^'Yeshe  will,  he  has  denied  it  again 
and  again."]     I  do  not  wonder  at  your 
anger   when  this  is  mentioned.     Hon. 
Members  opposite   will  not  deny  that 
their  own  Viceroy  went  twice  and  had. 
interviews    with    the    man   who     was^ 
labouring    under  those    very    charges 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member- 
said  were  so  much   more  serious  than 
the   forged  letters.      For    my  part    I 
should   have  liked  to  avoid  a  violent 
personal  issue  of  this  kind,  and  I  am 
not  desirous  of  finishing  this  debato  ia 
a  spirit  of  personal  opposition  to  tho* 
hon.  and  learned  Member  beyond  what 
the   necessities   of  the  case  demands^ 
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Bat  I  have  rod,  on  k  platform,  not  long 
ago  when  I  liad  the  honour  to  nt  side 
b;  lide  with  107  hon.  Friend  tha  Hem- 
l>eT  for  Cork  (Ur.  FKroell],  that  the 
apologj  in  the  21'mMwaa  mean,  shabby, 
«nd  unmanly,  and  I  must  eay  nothing 
lias  amased  me  more,  eonrid^ng  the 
«Btimatioii  in  which  I  vaa  glad  to  hold 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  than 
~Ut  find  that  he,  after  all,  was  the  author 
of  that  mean,  shabby,  and  unmanly 
iipolc^y.  Bemember  what  the  oiicnm- 
Stanoes  are.  A  Uember  who  has  held 
an  important  position  in  this  House  has 
a  very  grave  charge  made  against  hiu, 
BOgraTe  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  said  it  was  the 
charge,  and  if  that  charge  was  disposed 
of  all  the  rest  would  be  of  no  conse- 
quence. My  right  hon.  Friend  said  on 
the  iBt  of  August,  1888— 

"  It  tha  Tiaut  failt  to  maintain  ita  prindpal 
charges,  I  do  not  think  maoh  importance  will 
tw  attached  to  the  other  charges.  Anj  attempt, 
at  it  a^tean  to  me,  on  the  part  of  the  Ttiiui 
to  pat  aside  those  prindpal  ohargei,  or  not  to 
pot  them  in  the  forefront,  will  redonnd  to  their 
-diiorsdil." 

— the  forefront  meant  about  the  G6th 
.  sitting — 

"I  doa't  think  the  hon.  and  laamed  Qentle- 
<  roan  need  fear  in  the  ilighteat  degree  that  thi 

chaises  against  kimeelf  and  his  oolleagues  can 

be  or  will  be  ignored." 

Remember  the  situation  in  which  the 
■apology  was  tendered.    The  hon.  Uem- 

'l)er  for  Cork  had  a  charge  brought 
against  him  which  would  hare  damned 
him  in  his  political  career  if  it  had  been 

'.proved.  That  charge  ,was  withdrawn 
after  it  bad  hung  over  the  hon.  Uember 
for  months  and  years,  and  this  is  what 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  said — 

"  I  now,  on  hehalf  of  thoae  whom  we  represent, 
.ask  permisuan  to  withdraw  from  yoat  eon- 
.■ideration  the  question  of  tha  genuiDnnaas  of 

the  letters  whidi  have  baan  submitted  to  yon. 

the    aDtheDticit}r  of    which  has  been  denied. 

with  a  full  acknowledgment  that  after  the 
'Sridence  which  has  been  given  we  are  not 
.eotitlad  to  mj   that    thej  are  genniae.    Mf 

Lords,  although  it  is  possible  that  any  ex- 
ipreiaion  of  re^at  Bade  by  me  in  making  thia 
!ltsteaMnt  may  be  mitint^iiTeted  "— what  un- 

gaienniB  language—"  thoae  whom  I  Tapreaent 

reqaeat  me  to  expraaa  their  uncere  regret  that 

thoae  lettwa  were  published." 

JNow,  if  we  want  a  measure  of  the  shab- 
^rneas,  meanness,  and  unmanlioessof  tha 
Ur.  Johm  UorUa 
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apology,  we  find  it  lower  down  in  flu 
oolnmn  where  the  limm  itaeU  exproMSJ 
its  own  view  of  the  extent  to  whiak 
their  oalumniea  had  been  found  out.  I 
oommend  theae  words  to  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite.    It  is  their  own  oraole  speak- 


ing— 

Ur.  Pamell  baTing  in  the  witnaa-bsx 
flUted  that  the  letten  attribnted  to  Urn 
were  forgeriea  we  aooapt  in  ev<t7  lesfaot  ths 
truth  of  that  statement.  ^liB  espraaian  of 
(egret  we  need  hardly  aay  inolndas  slwi  flie 
letters  faleelj  attributed  to  Ur.  Egan,  Ur. 
UsTitt,  and  Ur.  O'Edly." 

If  I  want  any  justifloation  for  a  wota 
showing  disapproval  of  the  oondnot  o( 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentlamaa,  I 
should  find  it  in  the  faot  that  aftss  the 
charge  was  withdrawn  by  the  auUion 
of  it,  he  had  no  more  to  say — not  a 
word  of  regret  to  expreos  to  the  hon. 
Uember  for  Cork — than  the  poor  wotdl 
I  hare  just  read  to  tiie  Hotua. 
Now,  there  are  one  or  two  points  nisad 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  which  were  not  tonohed  in 
the  least  d^r^e  by  the  hen.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  In  the  first  place,  he  mad* 
no  attempt  to  answer  the  poution  taken 
up  by  my  ilght  hon.  Friend — that  ha 
ought  never  on  any  account  to  have 
[^aoed  himself  in  a  position  which  dis- 
abled him  from  acting,  as  he  mi^tt 
have  been  called  upon  lo  act,  as  FnbUe 
Proseoatur,  either  against  the  pro* 
prietors  of  the  TimM  or  against  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  That  is  a  moat 
important,  a  vital  proposition,  gcnng  to 
the  root  of  the  Vote  to-night;  but  on 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  nothing  more  to  say  than  tha^ 
possibly  his  conduct  might  not  hava 
been  altogether  prudent.  It  was  mnoli 
more  than  that.  It  was  a  grievous  em* 
of  judgment,  and  it  is  for  that 
error  of  jadgment,  among  other  thiaga, 
that  I  am  going  to  vote  for  til* 
reduction  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman's  salary.  With  referenoa  to 
the  oondact  of  the  hon.  and  leamaf 
Gentleman  in  the  matter  of  Figott,  aa 
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we  now  knowi  he  knew  for  the  first  time 
of   Pigott'a  letter  in   the   middle   of 
Deeember.    Thnt  letter  he  kept  in  his 
own  bosom,  so  far  as  the  Ctoort  and 
opposing  oounsel  were  oonoemedi  for  a 
period  of  two  months  and  a-half .    My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
eeems  to  think  it  would  have  been  very 
txniair  if  there  had  been  any  premature 
declaration    of   the    existence    of   the 
document;    but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
eeems  to  forget  that  during  those  two 
months  and  a- half  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  lying  under  this  charge,  a 
•charge  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
to-night  fully  and  manfully  withdrawn. 
Supposing    Pigott    had    said    to    Mr. 
6oameS|  '*I  am  a  forger,"  would  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  have 
felt  bound  to  go  on  with  the  case  on  the 
footing  on  which  it  then  stood  f    Pigott 
<did    not    say     that ;     but   what     he 
tsaid  was  enough  to  hare  caused   the 
Attorney  General  or  Mr.  Soames,  or 
anyone  else  concerned  on  behalf  of  the 
!7V#M«,  to  at  least  set  inquiries  on  foot 
as  to  the  character  of  their  chief  wit- 
ness.   I  happen  to  know — I    suppose 
most  of  us  do— that  the  correspondent 
•of  the  TVfMM  in  Dublin  is  a  certain  Dr. 
Patton,  editor  of  the  IMlm  Bxpr$9i^  so 
that  the  readers  of  the  Tim$%  get  their 
Irish  news  through  the  editor  of  the 
high  Tory  and  Orange  organ  in  Ireland. 
Those  concerned    for    the    Tiwu9    had 
nothing  to  do  but  to  send  a  telegram  to 
Dr.  Patton,  who  knew  eyery  particular 
as  to  the  character  of  Pigott.    I  have 
t>een  a  journalist,  and  I  know  perfectly 
well,  from  my  own  experience,  from 
Attempts   of    Pigott  to  have  relations 
with  me — (a  laugh) — Oh,  not  sinister 
relations,    although  I  have  no  doubt 
Pigott  would  haTo  written  me  a  Na- 
itionalist  article,  or  hare  forged,   if  you 
^ease,  a  document  discrediting  the  Na- 
tionalist party,  if  I  had  been  as  eredu. 
Jons  as  Mr.  Macdonald.    I  knew  that 
ihere  wis  no    man   in  Dublin  whose 
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character  was  more  notorious.  That  is 
really  the  ^momm$n  of  the  charge  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend — that  baring 
Pigott's  own  assertion  that  he  could 
not  go  into  the  box,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlexhan,  and  those  con- 
cerned for  the  Tim$9^  took  no  trouble 
whatever  to  find  out  what  manner  of 
man  he  was.  If  they  had  taken  any 
trouble  in  that  direction  they  would  haye 
found  that  the  whole  of  their  fabrio 
rested  on  a  foundation  that  was  abso- 
lutely  rotten.  Again,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  never  dealt  with  the 
challenge  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 

explain  his  statement  on  July  4  that  the 
authenticity  of  the  letters  had  been 
tested  by  experts  and  in  other  ways. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  m^ 
chance  even  now,  but  up  till  now  he  has 
never  dealt  with  the  point  He  has 
never  explained  in  what  other  wav  he 
meant  the  Time*  had  tested  the  authen- 
tioity  of  the  letters. 

«SiB  B.  WEBSTEB :   As  oounsel  for 

the  Time$  and  .until  some  later  day 
my  mouth  is  absolutely  closed. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOHLEY :  I  am  amazed 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  plead  his  mouth  was 
closed.  This  really  sheds  a  most  extra- 
ordinary light  on  professional  etiquette. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  supposing 
he  knew  that  Pigott  was  a  forger  his 
mouth  was  closed  ?  My  point  is  this — 
he  said  the  Tim$9  had  tested  the  authen- 
ticity of  the  letters  by  the  examination 
of  experts,  and  in  other  ways.  Well, 
what  privilege  of  counsel  is  there  when 
I  ask  '<  What  were  the  other  ways  ? '' 
Are  we  to  understand  that  he  was  at 
liberty  to  tell  the  country  that  the 
letters  had  been  tested  in  other  ways 
and  yet  was  not  at  liberty  to  say  what 
other  ways  had  been  resorted  to  ?  We 
needs  must  ask  ourselves  what  "  other 
ways"  were  resorted  to;  we  ask  our- 
selves was  the  Attorney  General  justi- 
fied by  any  sort  of  canon  of  professional 
etiquette,  or  in  any  way,  in  putting  for* 
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wftrd  the  sUtAfDeot  thiU  other  tesU  f  tide 
were  reeorted  to,  wheo  it  appeen,  ee  • 
matter  of  feet,  other  waje  had  not  been 
reeorted  to.  I  will  not  keep  the  Com- 
mittee an  J  loog^y  bat  I  think  mjaaeer- 
tioD  le  tme,  that  the  moet  important 
artielee  in  the  ebarg^  made  bj  my  right 
hon.  Friend  haTe  not  in  the  alighteet 
degree  been  met  bj  the  Attomej 
Oeneral.  One  point  which  joa  thooght 
he  had  made,  and  the  onlj  point,  was 
that  he  had  giTen  either  a  copy  or  in- 
telligence of  the  existence  of  Hgott's 
self-abnegating  letter,  bat  that  point 
loses  significance  when  joa  remember 
this  was  done  only  after  Mr.  Soames 
had  in  his  eridence  alluded  to  the  exist- 
ence of  this  letter,  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  C.  Bossell)  had 
called  for  its  prodaction.  That  is  the 
only  point  made  on  which  you  ex- 
oltingly  thought  he  had  scored.  As 
I  have  said,  I  had  no  intention  of  taking 
part  in  this  discussion,  and  I  am  only 
using  unpremeditated  words.  I  feel 
our  discussion  of  to-nigftt  and  the  three 
days*  controTorsy  to  which  it  is  the  tem- 
porary and  provisional  end,  will  be  fol- 
lowed by  many  other  discussions,  until 
we  bring  you  face  to  face  with  tnose 
who  have  the  right  to  pronounce  judg- 
ment upon  all  this.  This  marks  a  very 
important  stage  in  a  long  controversy 
I  have  watched  the  controversy  very 
closely  and  vigilantly  before  I  came  into 
the  House  and  since  I  have  sat  here* 
The  first  vote  I  ever  gave  in  the  House,  I 
gave  in  support  of  a  Bill  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork — I 
think  there  were  53  or  65  of  us  in  one 
lobby — and  from  that  date,  which  is 
exactly  six  years  ago,  ther^  has  been  no 
pause  in  the  movement,  which  has  been 
all  in  one  direction.  We  were  65  then, 
we  are  now  six  or  seven  times  as  many. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
there  has  been  no  pause  or  check 
in   the  flow  of  the  stream,    and    the 
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rising  swift^.      The 

are  opoa  to-nigfat 
the  eharaeter  of  m j  hon.  Fnenl  the 
leader  ol  the  Irish  Party  haa  by  tha 
ndmissifvn  of  the  hoa.  and  leacaad  Mem- 
ber for  Bory  (Sir  H.  Jamaa) 
him  firom  one  of  the  moat 
charges  ever  made  agaiaal  him,  aad 
shows  we  hare  tamed  ovie  of  the 
sharpest  comers  in  oar  long  and 
ardnoua  journey.  I  wonder  you  do  aoi 
see  it.  I  wonder  that  hon.  Gentleoiea, 
instead  of  indulging  in  passionate 
cheers,  where  any  hope  ia  held  oat  to 
them  that  posably  some  shred  or  frag* 
ment  of  the  charges  made  against  mj 
hon.  Friend  may  prove  to  be  tme — X 

wonder  they  do  not  ask  tfaemaelTea 
whether  they  are  not  fighting  a  hopeleas 
battle,  and  whether  it  woold  not  be 
better  for  the  interest  of  anforionats^ 
distracted  Ireland,  and  for  this  onfoar* 
tunate  and  rather  distracted  Hooae,  thai 
they  should  face  the  facta,  that  they 
should  abandon  this  mood  of  fietes^ 
bitter  political  passion  against  thoae' 
who  are  our  colleagues,  and  whom  yon 
insist  on  retaining  as  oar  oolleaguee^ 
and  whether  it  is  worth  while  for  yoa 
very  much  longer — I  would  g^ve  yon  aa 
much  time  as  is  necessary  to  sare  yoar 
political  honour — whether  in  yoar  hearta 
you  believe  it  is  possible  for  yoa  maoh 
longer  to  persist  in  the  anfortanato 
course  upon  which  you  have  embarked. 
Whatever  the  result  of  the  division  may 
be— and  for  my  part  I  do  not  care  in 
the  least  about  it — \^Laughter\ — no,  I  do 
notcare  about  the  division  — \^Laught§r\^-^ 
hon.  Gentleman  need  not  laugh  w^irf 
hilariously  at  that,  because,  as Isaid ihft 
other  day,  and  say  it  now — ^not  in  a 
harsh,  offensive  sense — the  division  will 
be  won  by  a  fraudulently  obtained 
majority.  I  feel  sure  that  if  we  arOk 
here^we  shall  not  all  be  here,  I  hope— «- 
six  years  hence,  those  of  us  who  are  her» 
will  find,  looking  back,  that  this  debate^ 
which  clears  the  character  of  the  hmu 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends,  marka- 
the  point  of  the  decisive  and  final. 
advance. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarke,  Plymouth):  I  hopo> 
before  the  division  is  taken  the  Com- 
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mittee  will  indulge  me  with  a  few 
sBinatee  and  allow  me,  more  for  the  sake 
'of  the  personal  and  professional  re- 
lations between  myself  and  my  hon.  and 
lammed  Friend  than  for  any  necessity 
ibr  defending  him  against  this  attack* 
to  associate  myself  with  him  in 
defence.  In  the  speech  we  have  just 
listened  to  there  were,  I  think,  certain 
premeditated  sentences  that  have  done 
•duty  elsewhere,  although  they  found 
their  way  into  the  peroration  of  that 
unpremeditated  speech.  la  that  speech 
there  was  yery  little  that  touched  the 
^question  we  are  debating.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  charged  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  with  being  mean,  shabby, 
and  dishonest  in  framing  the  apology 
for  the  TVffiM,  and  we  have  been  treated 
again  to  suggestions  which  I  thought 
had  been  absolutely  demolished,  not 
only  by  the  Attorney  Oeneral,  but  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury, 

4>f  a  conspiracy  to  suppress  what  had 
taken  place  in  regard  to  Pigott  ; 
but  what  more  was  there  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man?  He*  wandered  off  into  all 
sorts    of     topics,     and     revived    that 
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subject  of  these  charges,  which  I  say  is 
important. 

*SiB  E.  CLAJKEE :  I  though  I  heard 
a  statement  as  to  the  Tory  Party.  I 
accept  at  once  in  all  completeness  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  what  does  the  accusation  come  to  ? 
Does  he  suggest  that  it  was  discreditable 
for  liord  Oamarvon  to  have  met  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  ?  I  am  going  to  put 
a  perfectly  fair  interpretation  upon  his 
words;  he  does  not  say  it  was  discredit- 
able on  the  part  of  Lord  Oarnarvon  to 

meet  the  hon.  Member,  but  he  said  there 
was  some  inconsistency,  because  it  im- 
plied a  suggestion  that  Lord  Carnarvon 
made  those  proposals  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  which  Lord  Carnarvon  has 
again  and  again  in  specific  terms 
denied. 

Several   hon.    Msmbebs:      No,    no. 
Never  denied. 

«SiB  E.  OLA.BKB:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  House  should  yiew 
with  leniency  and  indulgence  the  exhi- 
bition of  strong  feeling  on  the  part 
of  Irish  Members,  and  I  quite  agree  it 
is  impossible  that  they  should  be  sub- 
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forgotten  fable  about  Lord  Carnarvon  ?^^*^^  [^  express  strong  feeling ;  and 
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tive  Partr.  Is  it  necessary  once  more 
to  remind  him  that  when  these  allega- 
tions about  a  confederacy  between  the 
Conservatives  and  the  Irish  Party  were 
'first  set  on  foot,  not  only  a  letter  was  writ- 
ten by  the  late  '<  Whip  "  of  the  Con- 
eeryative  Party,  denjring  that  any  such 
confederacy  existed,  but  a  letter  was 
also  published  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
tTork  denying  in  the  most  emphatic 
terms  that  any  such  confederacy  existed. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attempts 
•to  quote  and  give  back  to  puluic 
currency,  as  if  it  were  accepted  truu,  this 
statement  of  a  confederacy  with  Lord 
^Carnarvon  and  the  Tory  Party. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY:  I  never  said  that* 

.1  was  extremely  careful  to  limit   my 

iproposition  to  this,  that  Lord  Carnarvon 

;met  twice,  and  had  an  interview  in  a 
xroom  with,  the  hon.  Member  who  is  the 


says 
and  justification  for  that  exhibition  of 
feeling,  tumultuous  and  occasionally 
turbulent  as  it  may  have  been,  seeing 
the  accusations  to  which  they  have  been 
exposed  for  nine  years. 

Mb.  MORLEY:  Seven. 

♦Sib  E.  CLARKE :  I  will  not  pin  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  nine  years, 
seven  is  quite  sufficient.  I  forget  what 
date  it  was  in  1882  when  we  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Haroourt) 
make  his  accusations  across  the  floor  of 
the  House  against  his  present  allies. 
Take  it  as  seven  years,  and  during  the 
greater  part  of  those  seven  years,  who 
are  the  men  who  have  made  the  bitterest 
and  most  violent  accusations  against  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Newcastle  waits  to  find  a  catena  of 
phrases — a  whole  magasine  of  vitapera- 
tion  against  Memhers  below  the  Gang- 
way— he  has  onlj  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Member  Tory  near  him  to  lend  him  that 
treasured  Tolame  in  which,  no  doubt, 
some  friendly  hand  inserts  the  speeches 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby.  This  is  no  mere 
Iff  fuoque.  If  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
says  these  accusations  hare  existed  for 
seren  years,  it  is  only  fair  we  should 
hand  oyer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  the  greater 
portion  of  the  credit  of  exciting  the 
present  feeling.  How  curious  is  the 
debate  now  taking  place!  Does  the 
Committee  quite  realize  what  is  being 
done  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
has  proposed  a  reduction  in  the  salary 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  he 

was  supported  in  anticipation  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
rMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  Both  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  beinff  prosecuted  by  the 
Attorney  General;  they^are  being prose- 
oated  in  this  sense,  they  are  defendants 
in  an  action  in  which  the  Attorney 
General  b  appearing  in  circumstances  he 
has  explained  to  the  House,  as  counsel 
Ibr  those  who  are  putting  their  case  be- 
fore a  judicial  tribunal  that  has  been 
f6rmed  for  the  purpose. 

An  Hon.  Msxbxb:  Private  prosecu- 
tion or  State  trial  ? 
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statements,  and  bring  forward  their 
witnesses  in  the  first  instance.  TtSs 
tribunal  decided  that  the  names  of  those 
who  were  eharged  should  be  given,  and 
there  b  a  list  of  names  in  this  book  of 
those  who  are  included  in  the  charges 
and  allegations.  Among  these  names 
are  those  of  the  hon.  Members  forWez« 
ford  and  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool. 

Bin.  T.  M.  HEALT:  What  book  is 
it? 


*8iB  E.  CLABKE  :  I  am  going  to  deal 
with  that  in  a  few  minutes.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  has  been  established 
a  great  judicial  tribunal,  and  to  that 
tribunal  has  been  handed  over  for  deci- 
sion matters  which,  however  they  may 
ultimately  be  decided,  are  no  doubt  of 
very  great  importance.  No  decision  has 
yet  been  given  on  any  single  point  of 
the  accusations.  This  tribunal  decided 
in  what  way  the  inquiry  should  be  con- 
ducted; decided  to  call  upon  those 
who  had  made  themselves  princi- 
pally responsible  for  the  accusations 
to  be  inquired  into  to  formulate  their 
Sir  E.  Clarle 


*SiR  K  CLARKE :  The  Report  of  the 
proceedings  before  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion. These  two  hon.  Members  propose- 
to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Attorney 
(General.  But  thb  b  not  all.  We  havie- 
had  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who- 
has  been  flitting  hither  and  thither 
to-night.  He  came  in,  made  his  speeoh, 
and  departed ;  and  I  will  say  no  ndor^ 
than  this,  that  he  ha^  been  under  the- 
consideration  of  the  tribunal,  and  so- 
far  as  we  know  he  continues  to  be  under 
the  consideration  of  the  tribunal  now.  I 
confess  when  I  heard  him  talk  aboai 
evidence  and  cross-examination,  it  did. 
occur  to  me  that  many  of  us  would  Vkm 
to  cross-examine  the  hon.  Oentleman  to 
get  an  explanation  of  certain  trmnsao* 
tions  in  relation  to  thb  inquiry.  Another 
speech  there  was  from  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  who, 
I  persume,  b  going  to  give  evidenoe- 
before  the  Commissiout  because  a  piece- 
of  evidence  has  been  given  before  the- 
Commission  affecting  him.  He  took  the- 
opportunity — I  suppose  it  b  a  privilegie^ 
of  his  great  position — to  write  to  the 
newspapers  denying  the  statement  made 
by  a  witness;  but  that  stalemeet 
was  made  on  oath  before  the  Commie-* 
sion,  and  the  CommbsionerSy  befbre- 
they  can  consider  it  denied  end 
refuted,  must  undoubtedly  require* 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  giTO* 
hb  evidence.  I  confess  I  have  listened! 
with  great  amusement  to  the  right  hoa» 
(Gentleman — amusement  tempered  with. 
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a  litde  indij^tion^as  he  referred  to 

Tiriotis  matters  in  his  speech.    He  con- 

tinually  talked  of  the  "  man  Houston," 

and   mentioned   him  by  name.     After 

speaking  of  the  "miserable  wretches" 

with  whom  the  Attorney  Oeneral  had 

had  to  deal,  he  denounced  Houston  for 
haTine  burned  oorrespondence.  Well, 
he  wul  hare  an  opportunity  of  denying 
the  statement  made  on  oath,  that  in  18S8 
he  advised  or  suggested  the  destruction 
of  certain  documents  about  the  Kilmain* 
ham  Treaty. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  No  such  statement 
was  made. 

*SiB  E.  OLABKE :  It  was  made  early 
in  November.    I  am  absolutely  correct. 
An  hon.  Membbb  :  Quote. 

Sib  W.  HABCfOUBT :  No  such  state- 
ment as  that  was  made  in  March. 

*SiB  E.  OLABKE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken.  The  statement 
was  denied  by  him  in  a  letter  to  the 
newspapers,  but  the  statement  was  made 
by  Captain  O'Shea  early  in  the  course 
of  the  proceedings  bcKfore  the  Oom- 
mission,  that  in  1888,  when  there  was 
talk  of  a  Gommittee  of  the  House  to 
inquire  into  matters  connected  with  the 
Kilmainham  Treaty,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  documents  were  to 
be,  or  had  been,  destrojred. 

Mb.  PABNELL :  No  such  thing. 

*SiB  E.  CLABKE :  The  name  of  a 
more  illustrious  person  even  than  this 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mentioned  as 
having  been  consulted.  I  am  only  point- 
in^  out  the  peculiar  position  of  those  who 
are  making  these  accusations  against  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  ask  the  Gom- 
mittee to  note  the  way  in  which  these 
accusations  have  changed  their  form 
from  time  to  time..  First,  the  accusation 
was  that  the  Attorney  General  ought 
not  to  have  taken  the  brief,  and  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  his  speech 
has  answered  that  accusation.  ["No!"] 
I  do  not  say  he  has  answered  it  to  the 
satisfaction  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 1 

; 


tlemen  opposite;  my  hon.  and  learned 

Friend  would  need  miraculous  power  to 

do  that ;  but  he  has  explained,  and  it  i» 

perfectly  clear  that  before  this  became 

matter  for  a  Special  Commissioa,  he  held 

a  brief  in  the  private  action  of ' '  0*DonnelI 

V.  Walter,"   and  so  became  cognizant 

of  all  the  proceedings  in  respect  to  which 

the  Commission  was  set  up.    When  the 

Commission  was  established,  is  it  to  be 

supposed  the  Attorney  General  was  not* 

entitled  to  appear  for  his  former  clients, 

who  were  putting  forward  the   same 

charges  as  they  had  made  through  hia 

mouth,  and  supporting  them  by  the  same 

evidence  as  had  been  communicated  to 

him?    I  express  no  opinion  as  to  the 

wisdom  of   the   decision  he  came  to^ 

but  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  waa 

anything  inconsistent  with  professional 

honour  or  political  duty  in  taking  the 
brief.    It  is  suggested  that  doing  so 
prevented  him  nom  doing  the  work  of 
the  Gkrremment,  and  on  this  I  have 
more  right  to  speak  than  alky  man  living*. 
I    am    associated    with    the    Attorney 
General   in   the   greater   part  of  his 
official  work,  and  I  can  testify  to  hie- 
amasing  capacity  for  work— a  capaci^ 
for  work  surpassing  that  of  any  man  I 
have  ever  met  in  my  professional  career*. 
There  never  has  been  the  slightest  delay 
in   undertaking   and    discharging  the 
work   that    had  to  be   done   for   the^ 
Gknremment,    and     at     this    moment 
there    is    not    on    my    table,   nor  I 
believe    on    that    of    my    hon.    and 
learned  Friend,  a  single  set  of  Govern- 
ment Papers  on  which  our  opinions  have  • 
been  asked  and  not  given.    Throughout 
there  has  not  been  any  interruption  iot 
the  Court  work  or  advising  work  of  the 
Attorney  General.    I  do  not  say  that, 
all  men  could  have  done  this,  but  ex- 
ceptional capacity  for  work  on  the  part 
of  my  hon.  ana  learned    Friend  has 
accomplished  it.    Another  accusation  ia 
not   so    much    against    the    Attorn^ 
General   as  against  the    Government. 
The   right   hon.    Ctotleman    (Sir  W* 
Haroourt)  was  anxious  to  refer  to  this 
as  a  State  inquiry. 

SiB   W.  HABOOUBT:    The  Home* 
Secretary  said  it. 
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^8iB  E.  OLABKB :  The  words  <'  State 
inquiry "    were    a   quotation.      When 
the  Oommission    Bill  was   before   the 
House  I  described  it   as  not  a   judi- 
'Oial    tribunal    set    up    to    decide    be- 
'tween  two    parties,    but    a    Oourt    of 
Inquiry  set  up  to  inquire  into  matters 
<of  great  importance  to  the  State.     Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Oourt 
was  formed  by  the  Qovernment,  the  in- 
/diotment  was  framed  by   the  Qovem- 
iinent,  and  the  parties  were  summoned 
(by  the  Qovernment.     Now,  there  is  no 
foundation  for  these  statements  at  all. 
The  Court  formed  by  the  QoTernment  ? 
It  was  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House.    We  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  speech 
made  at  Derby  the  other  day,  said  the 
Oourt    consisted   of   '^  Judges    of    the 
highest  and  most  dignified  impartiality." 
ITes ;  we  will  remind  him  of  that  by-and- 
bye,  if  the  decision  of  the  Oourt  should 
not  be  quite  to  his  taste.    The  Govem- 
jnent  did  not  frame  the  indictment ;  that 
was  framed  by  the  parties  whom  the 
Commission  called  upon  to  state  their 
specific  charges,  and  with  the  charges  or 
the  persons  named  the  GoTcmment  had 
nothing  to  do.  Throughout,  the  position 
of  the  Government  has  been  a  steadily 
impartial  one.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  formation  of  the  Commission  and 
the  powers  to  be  given  it.    Full  powers 
were  g^ven  the  Commissioners  to  deal 

.  completely  with  the  matters  before  them, 
and  I  absolutely  decline  to  discuss  any- 
^thing  ^hat  has  taken  place  before  the 
Commission  in  reference  to  the  charges 
.or  even  to  the  letters,  which  were  not 
part     of    the    charges    so    much    as 
*part  of  the  evidence  upon  which  those 
charges  were  to  be  sustained.    (<*  No.") 
This     is     not    said    todav    for    the 
rlirst  time;  it  has   been  said  through- 
out.   Even  upon  the  letters  the  Court 
has  expressed  no  opinion  whatever,  and 
I  wait  until  that  opinion  is  expressed. 
I  must  say,  however,  I  am  extremely 
glad  this  cuscussion  has  taken  place,  and 


especially  for  the  sake  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
Although  he  may  not  have  felt  the 
strain  and  pressure  of  aocoeations 
of  this  kind,  yet  those  who  have 
been  associated  with  him  for  years  in 
professional  and  political  life,  ae  well  as 
m  personal  friendship,  have  felt  for 
him;  and  the^  have  looked  forward 
with  great  anxiety  to  this  disousaion,  in 
the  hope  it  would  come  quickly  before 
the  House,  and  satisfied  that  he  would 
give  a  triumphant  and  conclusive  answer 
to  the  charges  made  against  him.  Under 
the  fostering  influence  of  speeches  from 
below  tiie  Gangway,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  l)erby  is 
recovering  a  little  from  the  pitiable 
condition  to  which  he  was  reduced  by 
the  reply  of  the  Attorney  (General 
Those  who  have  been  in  this  House  will 
never  forget  the  way  in  which,  when 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
answering  him,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  interposed  and  shifted  his 
charges,  trying  to  minimize  the  meaninff, 
and  explain  away  the  terms  he  had  usea. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  very 
glad  indeed  that  an  opportunity  has  been 
given  for  this  discussion  and  this  vindi- 
cation,  and  I  almost  envy  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  that  he  has  had,  in 
the  hearing  of  so  many  of  his  fellow 
Members,  and,  I  believe,  to  their  abso- 
lute and  entire  satisfaction,  an  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  away  the  oalunuuous 
accusations  which  have  been  made 
against  him. 

*Me.  a.  STAVBLBY  hill  (Staflford- 

shire,  Kingswinford) :    After  what  has 

fallen    from     the     learned     Solicitor 

General,    I    feel    bound   to    say   that 

I  hope  it  will  be  clearly  understood  that 

my  vote  to-night  will  be  given  with  the 

most  thorough  acooeptance  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  non.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  that  the  letters  are  rank 
forgeries. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (North  Long- 
ford) :  I  rise,  not  to  prolong  the  debate, 
but  rather  to  make  an  appeal  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  and 
to  my  colleagues.  Out  of  the  entire 
ranks  of  the  Conservative  Party  opposite 
only  one  gentleman  has  risen  to  express 
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his  opinion  that  the  letters  were  forged, 
and  by  implication  his  condemnation 
of  the  methods  used  against  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork. 
The  learned  Solicitor  Qeneral,  who  has 
just  sat  down,  said  he  could  not  accept 
the  withdrawal  of  these  letters  as  any- 
thing definite  ;  he  suggested  that  they 
were  only  shaken  in  proof.  The  Leaders 
of  the  Unionist  Party,  who  started  the 
Oommission  last  year,  have  not  one  word 
to  say,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Itossendale,  the  main  pillar  of  the 
Government,  lies  silent  to-night  like  a 
pike  at  the  bottom  of  a  pond,  from 
which  he  never  emerges  except  when 
JBOme  favourable  occasion  is  g^ven  of 
coming  to  the  assistance  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  my  words 
will  be  very  few,  and  they  will  be  ad- 
dressed to  my  fellow  countrymen. 
This  is  the  first  assembly  of  Gentle- 
men in  the  world.  These  letters 
are  put  forward  as  an  accusation  invol- 
ving the  grossest  and  most  fearful 
charges.  The  learned  Solicitor  General 
thinks  lightly  of  them  now,  although  he 
said  on  the  23rd  July,  1888,  that  in  a 
civil  action,  if  the  libel  were  proved 
against  the  Times  newspaper,  any  jury 
would  give  most  ample  damages  for  the 
injury^-damage  sufiicient  to  satisfy  the 
instinct  of  revenge  as  well  as  that  of 
cupidity.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  said 
that  these  letters  constituted  the  grava- 
men of  the  charge,  and  if  they  were 
shown  to  be  forgeries,  the  rest  of  the  case 

would  be  so  prejudiced  that  the  public 
would  not  pay  much  attention  to  it. 
Now,  Sir,  if  anything  has  been  proved 
as  plainly  as  that  two  and  two  make 
four,  it  is  that  the  letters  were  forged, 
and  yet  the  first  nobleman  of  the  land, 
the  Leader  of  a  party  of  Gentlemen,  not 
of  a  party  of  raparees  and  rapscallions 
«nch  as  that  to  which  I  myself  belong, 
alleges  that  these  letters  may  still  be 
treated  as  authentic,  and  to-night  an  ex- 
Lord  Mayor,  who  is  always  put  forward  as 
a  representative  of  the  Party,  has  given 

JVOL.  OOOXXXrV.    [third  skribs.] 


his  adhesion  to  that  statement.  If  that 
is  the  line  the  First  Assembly  of  Gentle- 
men in  the  world  takes,  what  hope  of 
justice  have  the  Irish  Members  in  minor 
matters  ?  What  is  the  use  of  our  goinfi^ 
on  any  further  with  this  Commission, 
if  now,  when  the  letters  have  been 
proved  to  demonstration  to  be  the  basest 
forgeries,  you  for  Party  purposes  by 
your  Leader,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
this  country,  and  by  your  Solicitor 
General  take  up  this  line  ?  And  this, 
I  repeat,  is  the  First  Assembly  of 
Gentlemen  in  the  world.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  before  another  month  has 
passed,  just  as  Lord  Salisbury  has  de- 
clared that  these  letters  may  still  be 
genuine,  some  Conservative  Member 
will  come  forward  and  say  that  the 
letters  have  been  conclusively  proved, 
and  that  Pigott  has  been  assassinated  in 
Madrid  by  an  emissary  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  I  have  a  precious 
relic  at  home  ;  it  consists  of  my  warrant 
of  imprisonment.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
so  little  do  I  care  for  what  the  verdict 
of  your  Commission  may  be,  that  the 
first  thing  I  propose  to  do,  if  I  succeed 
in  getting  a  certificate  of  acquittal  or 
indemnity,  will  be  to  put  it  under  the 
kitchen  grate.  Now  that  the  Times  case 
is  closed,  and  Irish  Members  know  the 
worst  to  be  said  against  them,  now  that 
emissaries  have  been  brought  from 
America  and  the  prisons  have  been 
emptied  of  all  the  perjury  and  forgery 
they  contain,  I  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friends  whether  they  should  not  wash 
their  hands  of  the  business,  and  let  their 
carefully- selected  tribunal  make  its  Ke- 
port  ?  Let  your  Prime  Minister  and  your 
Attorney  General  say  against  us  what 
they  please.  I  have  never  cared  one 
twopence  for  the  Times^  charges.  I  have 
never  read  *'  Parnellism  and  Crime," 
and  I  never  intend  to  do  so;  but  I  think 
that,  considering  the  attitude  which  has 
been  taken  up  with  regard  to  our  proof 
of  innocence,  the  dignified  attitude  for 
my  countrymen  to  take  up,  and  for  their 
Representatives  in  the  English  Parlia- 
ment to  assume,  standing  independently 
before  the  world  in  regard  to  these 
matters,  should  be  one  of  contempt. 
That  will  be  my  recommendation  to  my 
hon.  Friends,  and  that,  at  all  events,  is 
the  attitude  which  I  shall  take  up  as  far 
as  I  am  personally  concerned.  Our 
treatment  by  the  Attorney  General  is 
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exactly  what  I  expected  from  him  ;  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  is  exactly 
what  I  expected  from  them,  and  the 
action  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  private 
friend  of  Houston,  was  exactly  what  I 
expected  from  him.  And  as  to  those 
men  who  imagine  that  we  are  fighting 
this  fight  for  Ireland  for  the  sake  of  a 
few  years  or  a  few  days,  or  for  the  sake 
of  our  private  characters,  let  us 
leave  them  to  their  fond  imaginings. 
Let  us  go  on  as  our  forefathers 
went  OQ.  You  who  slandered  John 
Mitohell  and  Smith  O'Brien;  you 
who  employed  that  dirty,  filthy  news- 
paper, which  has  betrayed  all  its 
traditions ;  and  you  who  slandered 
Hobert  Emmett  in  his  grave ;  you  who 
slanderd  Wolfe  Tone ;  you  who  put 
poison  in  the  wine  cups  of  the  Irish 
chieftains,  go  on — go  on  with  your 
slanders  and  moral  assassination,  go 
bn  and  do  your  worst.  We,  Sir,  stand- 
ing safe  in  the  confidence  and  faith  of 
our  fellow  countrymen,  will  go  on 
raising  up  the  fiag  of  the  Irish  nation- 
ality, and  will  keep  it  aloft  untarnished, 
whatever  may  be  the  issue  of  this 
struggle. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ayes  206 ; 
Noes  286.     (Division  list  No.  38.) 

Original  question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Kesolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS. 

Eesolution  reported — 

'*That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
years  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1888 
and  1889,  the  sum  of  £131,059  lis.  2d.  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,*' 

Kesolution  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1) 
Bill,  That  they  have  power  to  make  provision 
therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution. 


WATS  AND   MEANS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the  i 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service 

Mr.  7,  M,  Eealy  ' 


of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 let  day  of  Maroh, 
1890,  the  sum  of  £3,729,203  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom." 

Resolution  to   be   reported  upon   Monday 

next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 
CONSOLIDATED    FUND  (NO.   1)  BILL. 

Oonsidered  in  Committee,  and 
reported,  with  an  amended  tide;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  upon  lionday 

next. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  BEDEMFHON. 

Kesolutions  reported. 

(1.)  "That  it  is  expedient  to  authorifle  the 
redemption  of  the  Consolidated  Three  per 
Cent  annuities,  and  the  Reduced  Three  per 
Cent  Annuities,  and  the  issue  out  of  the  G^- 
solidated  Fund  of  the  necessary  amounts  to 
pay  off  the  principal  sums  payable  to  holders  of 
such  Stocks." 

(2 .)  *  *  That  the  sums  required  for  such  redemp  - 
tion  be  raised  by  the  creation  of  Two  and 
Three-quarters  per  Cent  Consolidated  Stook 
or  by  borrowing  for  a  limited  period,  the 
principal  moneys  so  raised  and  the  interest 
thoreon  being  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund." 

(3.)  "  That  all  expenses  incurred  in  canning 
out  such  redemption  of  Stock,  and  for  provid- 
ing for  the  payment  of  dividends  in  certain 
cases,  as  well  as  additional  remuneration  to  the 
Banks  of  England  and  Ireland,  be  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund. 

(4.)  **That  provision  be  made  for  oazrying 
out  the  arrangements  necessary  for  such  vs* 
demption  of  Stock." 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.   Chancellor  of  the   ~ 
chequer,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

M  OTI  ON. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  BEDEMFTION  BILL. 

"  To  provide  for  the  Redemption  of  the  Oon- 
soldated  Three  per  Cent  Stock  and  the  reduced 
Three  per  Cent  Stock,"  presented  acoordinglyp 
and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  r«id  a  second 
time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  170.1 

House  adjourned  at  twentj 

minutes  before  Two 

o'olo^ 
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LABCENT  ACT,    1861,    AMENDMENT  (X78B 
OF  FISEABMS)   BILL.      (nO.    30.) 

A  Bill  for  the  farther  security  of  the  persons 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  personal  violence 
— Was  presented  by  the  Earl  of  Milltown; 
read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 

CHAIBMAN    OF  COMMITTEES. 

MoTed,That  the  Earl  Beauchamp  be  appointed 
to  take  the  Chair  in  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  this  day,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  from  illness. 
— {Th$  Marqueu  of  Salisbury) ;  agreed  to. 

Moved,  That  the  Earl  Beauchamp  do  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  upon  Private  Bills 
to-morrow  in  the  absence  of  the  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham and  Chandos  from  illness,  except  where 
it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directea  by  the 
House. — {The  Marqueu  ofSaltsbury) ;  agreed  to. 

THE  COLONIAL  CONFERENCE,  1887. 

♦LoBD  8TRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  move  ''  That,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference of  1887  has  led  to  good  results, 
and  ought  to  be  the  basis  of  further 
measures  tending  to  Imperial  security," 
•aid :  My  Lords,  the  first  thing  to  mention 
to  the  House  is  that  some  discussion  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  Conference  was  not 
to  be  avoided.  It  seemed  to  me  that  it 
might  take  place  in  June  or  July  with 
advantage.  The  Colonial  Office  were 
not  of  that  opinion,  and  prevented  it. 
The  notice  was  adjourned  to  the  i2th 
of  November,  on  which  day  it  was  not 
the  pleasure  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  the  House  should  assemble. 
Nor  could  it  be  brought  forward  on  any 
of  the  isolated  Tuesdays,  when  Bills 
having  precedence  wholly  occupied  your 
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Lordships,  and  when  the  ocean  travellers 
or  former  Viceroys  whom  the  House 
would  wish  to  hear,  were  generally 
absent.  I  do  not  touch  at  present  on  the 
circumstances  which  led  me  to  approach 
the  Blue  Books  or  their  theme,  as  I  am 
anxious  to  avoid  whatever  looks  like  an 
exordium.  It  is  better  to  g^  on  at  once 
to  the  first  position  of  the  notice — 
namely,  that  the  results  of  the  Con- 
ference in  1887  were  satisfactory.  Its 
main  result  has  been  to  establish 
the  scheme  of  naval  defence  in  the 
Australian  waters  which  had  been 
well  elaborated  in  the  despatches  of 
Admiral  Tryon,  a  name  well-known  in 
connection  with  the  topic.  The  local 
Parliaments  have  all,  or  nearly  all, 
accepted  the  decisions  of  the  Confer- 
ence. Some  minor  changes,  which  re- 
late to  bankruptcy  and  to  companies 
and  postage,  have  been  mooted,  but 
have  not  reached,  I  think,  an 
actual  conclusion.  On  all  of  these 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  must  be  a  far  better 
expositor.  By  him  the  Conference  was 
guided;  by  him  the  rather  intricate 
agreements  as  to  outlay  were  deter- 
mined ;  by  him  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Colonial  Parliaments 
have  been  habitually  scrutinized  with 
every  advantage.  Let  me  consider^  there- 
fore, the  next  and  last  position  of  the 
notice,  a  task  to  which  I  shall  be  pain- 
fully and  consciously  unequal,  without 
the  friendly  aid  and  the  remarkable 
indulgence  of  your  Lordships.  It  is 
desirable  at  once  to  throw  some  light 
upon  the  origin  of  the  movement 
which  led  on  to  the  Conference  at  West- 
minster. The  movement  seems  to  have 
originated  in  the  war  of  1870  between 
France  and  Prussia.  Soon  after 
it,  a  publication  in  the  same  form 
as   <*The   Battle    of   Dorking"    oame 
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out,  to  indicate  a  nearer  union  of 
Great  Britain  and  the  Ooloniea  as  the 
result  of  an  invasion  or  disaster,  the 
object  being  to  show  that  it  ought  to 
precede  and  to  prevent,  not  to  repair  and 
follow,  a  catastrophe  of  that  kind.  In 
1871  a  great  discussion  took  place  in  the 
Westminster  Palace  Hotel,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Duke  of  Manchester,  at 
which  M.  de  Labilliere,  an  Australian, 
read  a  paper  giving  the  whole  argument 
in  favour  of  what  is  termed  Imperial 
Federation.  M.  de  Labilliere  and  the 
Duke  of  Manchester  may,  therefore,  be 
oonsidered  as  the  founders  of  the  system. 
In  1875  the  well-known  address  of  the 
late  Mr.  Forster,  at  Edinburgh,  gave 
uncommon  circulation  to  the  subject.  It 
was  applauded,  and  in  some  degree  en- 
dorsed, for  the  time  at  least,  by  the  noble 
Earl  now  sitting  just  beneath  me  (the 
Earl  of  Derby.)  In  1876  Sir  Frederick 
Toung  sent  out  a  formal  treatise  in  the 
same  direction.  But  soon  a  most  extra- 
ordinary reasoner  appeared  in  a 
Oanadian  politician  who  contributed 
three  articles  in  1879  to  a  celebrated 
periodical,  the  Westminster  Jteview,  which 
placed  on  dear  foundations  and  reduced 
to  practical  detail  the  kind  of  change 
which  Mr.  Forster  recommended.  There 
cannot  be  too  strong  a  recogpiition  of  that 
admirable  trilogy.  Thenceforward,  hardly 
any  magazine  has  left  the  question 
unconsidered.  Among  the  strong  oppo- 
nents of  the  project.  Professor  Gold  win 
Smith  ought  to  be  mentioned.  The 
voyage  of  Lord  Bosebery  round  the 
world,  the  impressions  he  brought  back, 
the  language  he  has  held,  the  public 
dinners  he  has  g^ded,  may  be  regarded 
as  another  stage  in  the  transaction.  But 
the  most  extraordinary  power  exerted  on 
the  public  mind  has  been  that  of  Mr. 
Froude  and  Baron  Hubner,  who  have 
separately  visited  the  distant  regions 
of  the  Empire,  and  published  striking 
views  on  Federation,  without  entirely 
ranking  as  its  advocates.  The  financial 
classes  were  thus  so  much  awakened  and 
excited  that  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  resolved  in  1886  on  what 
might  seem  at  first  a  startling  decision 
from  so  respectable  and  business-like  a 
quarter.  They  offered  a  prize  to  essayists 
upon  it,  which  was  obtained  by  Mr. 
Gress  well,  a  distinguished  author  of  South 
Africa,  and  which  produced  a  volume 
from  various  contributors  of  greater 
value,  as  they  are  nearly  all   of  them 
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colonial  either  by  residence  or  origin. 
In  that  volume,  which  must  have  reached 
some  Members  of  the  Legislature,  the 
whole  subject  may  be  easily  investigated. 
In  1886  also  the  Colonial  Exhibition 
drew  the  public  gaze  towards  the  pro- 
blem. In  August  of  that  year,  directly 
the  present  Government  was  formeo, 
a  deputation,  led  by  Mr.  (now  Loxd) 
Brassey,  urged  the  noble  Marquess  the 
First  Minister  to  act  in  some  donee 
upon  the  movement.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess did  not  give  the  depuuttion  an 
ungenial  reception.  He  did  not  seem 
to  view  it  as  deputations  sometimes  have 
been  regarded  like  *'  a  noun  of  multi- 
tude, wUch  signifies  many,  but  does  not 
signify  much."  A  few  weeks  after  the 
Queen's  Speech  referred  to  the  topic. 
The  same  autumn  saw  the  famous 
and  frequently  alluded  to  despatch  of 
Mr.  Stanhope,  the  Colonial  Secretaiyi 
by  whom  the  Conference  at  Westminster 
was  summoned,  but  under  a  restriction 
that  what  is  termed  Imperial  Federation 
should  not  be  debated  in  it.  In  1887 
the  Conference  assembled  without 
Mr.  Stanhope,  who  had  reached  an- 
other post,  but  with  a  Ohairman 
in  Sir  Henry  Holland,  who  is  now 
amongst  us  by  another  designation. 
The  proceedings  of  the  Conference  are 
recorded  in  the  volumes  now  before  ns» 
which  also  contain  an  interesting  speech 
of  Mr.  Hoffmeir,  the  delegate  from 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  upon  the 
method  of  arriving  at  an  Imperial 
revenue.  I  recommend  that  speech  in 
some  degiee — it  is  to  be  found  at  page 
463  of  the  1st  volume — to^the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships.  It  is  not  with- 
out an  object  I  have  presumed  to  toodi 
upon  these  stages.  The  Conference 
proceeded  from  a  movement  which  it| 
therefore,  stamped  with  authenticity. 
But  yet  the  Conference  leaves  unre- 
solved the  leading  problem  towards 
which  the  movement  was  directed.  It 
cannot,  therefore,  be  contended  that  the 
Conference  is  final. — Indeed,  the  lan- 
guage of  the  noble  Marquess  when  he 
delivered  the  inaugurating  speech,  and 
the  language  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  aid  repudiated 
most  distinctly  all  finality  of  that 
kind.  According  to  one,  it  was  to 
be  but  a  starting  point ;  according  to 
the  other  it  was  to  lead  on  to  many 
similar  proceedings.  The  Government 
are  only  now  recalled  to  their  original 
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intention.  They  are  only  asked  to  build 
•on  tVeir  exertions — ^not  merely  to  enjoy 

success  when  it  is  possible  to  utilize 
:it.  It  should  be  remembered  also 
tthat  if  the  movement  was  deprived 
•  of  action,  its  leading  object  unattained, 
"the  Couference  wo«ud  be  its  sepulchre 

instead  of  its  encouragement.     It  has 

been  shown  this  very  aututmn  that  the 
^movement  was  not  composed,   or  tran- 

?uillized,  or  satiated  by  the  Conference. 
t  has  been  loud  and  energetic  since  the 
Conference  has-terminated.  In  Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  Jedburgh,  and  other  Scottish 
cities,  considerable  bodies  have  assembled 
in  the  autumn  to  demand  some  further 
-measures  of  a  nature  to  promote  the 
union  of  the  Empire,  beyond  the  mea- 
sure which  the  Conference  arrived  at. 
The  leading  Scottish  journal  has  opened 
its  columns  widely  to  the  subject.  Again, 
the  League  whose  members  brought 
about  this  movement,  the  League,  from 
which  the  Conference  proceeded,  the 
League,  whose  action  led  to  the  Queen's 
Speech  and  the  despatch  of  Mr.  Stanhope, 
survives,  but  ougnt  to  die  if  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Conference  are  satis- 
factory and  final.  However,  it  is  easy 
to  contend  that  the  necessity  for  further 
action  rests  on  grounds  less  technical 
an^  narrow.  Apart  from  India  and 
from  the  Colonies,  who  have  a  basis  of 
their  own,  dependencies  must  gradually 
incline  to  separation  from  Great  Britain. 
The  experience  of  our  couiitry,  of  Spain, 
of  Portugal,  would  point  to  this  con- 
clusion. Adam  Smith,  Sir  George  Corne- 
wall  Lewis,  in  their  well  known  works. 
Viscount  Bury  in  his  Exodus  of  Nations, 
are  all  agreed  on  this  inevitable  ten- 
dency. You  could  not  have  three  minds 
acquainted  with  the  subject  more  remote 
from  one  another.  Adam  Smith,  as 
your  Lordships  know,  was  a  recluse 
who  spent  10  years^at  Kirkcaldy  in  the 
preparation  of  his  celebrated  treatise. 
Sir  George  Lewis  was  an  active  poli- 
tician well  known  to  many  here.  He 
personally  visited  none  of  our  de- 
pendencies but  Malta.  Viscount  Bury, 
a  much  younger  man,  has  had  ex- 
perience and  ties  upon  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic.  It  is  remarkable  that 
thinkers  placed  so  differently  should  all 
pronounce  a  similar  conclusion  on  this 
matter.  But  not  to  urge  too  far  the  pro- 
position, it  may  be  granted  that  de- 
pendencies of  that  kind  will  not  leave 
Ureat  Britain  except  in  the  event  of 


war  by  which  their  coasts  are  threatened. 
When  war  arrives — as  it  may  always  do 
— ^the  temptation  to  break  off  might  then 
be  irresistible.  The  Marquis  de  Beau- 
voir,  the  great  French  traveller  in  Aus- 
tralia, a  few  years  back  arrived  at  this 
conclusion.  In  Canada  we  sometimes 
hear  of  that  which  tends  to  separation. 
In  Queensland  the  title  of  the  Crown 
to  appoint  Governors  has  been  loudly  if 
not  universally  disputed.  In  South  Africa, 
Majuba  Hill,  of  which  we  heard  so  much 
from  the  late  Lord  Cairns,  may  be 
remembered.  There  is  at  least  a  germ 
which  you  may  call  centrifugal  in  the 
self-governing  dependencies,  except, 
perhaps,  New  Zealand.  Since  the 
Crimean  War,  there  is  no  criterion  to 
guide  us  as  to  the  fear  of  similar  con- 
tingencies. At  that  time  the  power  of 
Ghreat  Britain  to  blockade  aU  hostile 
ports  was  thoroughly  relied  on.  We 
openly  declare  it  ought  not  now  to  be 
so.  in  the  Crimean  War  the  opera- 
tion against  Petropaulouskie  not  having 
been  remarkably  successful,  Petro- 
paulouski  still  survives  and  menaces  the 
harbours  and  coaling  stations  of  the 
British  Empire  to  the  South  of  it.  It  is 
clear  that  in  the  event  of  war  these 
great  Dependencies  may  possibly  escape 
us.  It  is  no  less  clear,  however,  that 
Great  Britain  cannot  acquiesce  in  any 
imredeemed  and  unconditional  de- 
tachment of  them.  Some  20  years,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Froude,  who  knows  much 
of  offices  and  statesmen,  as  well  as 
history  and  philosophy,  there  was  a  dis- 
position to  do  away  with  Colonies  in  a 
quarter  where  it  could  not  be  anticipated. 
It  was  an  un'^rthodox,  unwholesome 
mixture  of  red  tape  and  revolution. 
But  all  that  has  evaporated,  before  the 
ill-omened  alliance  was  in  any  way  pro- 
ductive. Another  fashion  has  set  in,  wnich 
Government  must  recognize.  The  domi- 
nant opinion  now  amongst  all  classes  is 
tenacious  of  every  post  nrom  Hong  Kon^ 
to  Vancouver's  Island.  To  be  reduced 
to  the  United  Kingdom  would  be  a  blow 
to  systematic  colonization,  which  in  the 
days  of  Sir  Bobert  Peel  found  an  incom- 
parable advocate  in  the  late  Mr.  Charles 
BuUer,  as  it  has  now  a  steady  friend  in 
a  noble  Earl  who  often  sits  on  the  Cross 
Benches  (the  Earl  of  Meath).  To  be  re- 
duced to  the  United  Kingdom  would  be 
a  loss  of  European  prestige.  By  European 
prestige,  I  mean  only  the  spirit  which 
prevails  against  the  matter  which  exceeds 

2  A  2 


663 


The  Colonial 


(LOBDS) 


Con/ir^nM,  1887. 


6M 


it;  the  force  which  guards,  although 
it  may  be  latent  and  invisible ;  the  arm 
which  overcomes,  although  it  still  con- 
tinues in  its  scabbard.  Above  all,  to 
lose  our  transmarine  possessions,  would 
discredit  us  at  Berlin,  where  support 
is  often  necessary.  It  would  discredit 
us,  because  the  German  Empire  has 
become  a  colonizing  Power;  and  it 
would  not  find  a  natural  connection 
with  a  Power  abandoning  its  Oolo- 
nies.  The  sacrifice  alluded  to  is 
also  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
line  of  reasoning  which  Oanon  Dalton 
and  Professor  Seeley  had  remarkably 
exhibited,  one  in  a  luminous  discourse, 
the  other  in  a  celebrated  volume,  which 
may  be  thus  imperfectly  resumed — that 
the  wars  of  the  last  century  and  this  one, 
down  to  1815,  were  only  justified  in 
principle,  redeemed  from  loss  and 
balanced  as  to  outlay  by  colonial  acqui- 
sitions which  have  followed  them  at  all 
the  European  settlements  from  Utrecht 
to  Vienna.  If,  therefore,  the  present 
status  cannot  be  relied  upon  for  a  year,  or 
even  for  a  month,  some  new  method  of 
colonial  policy  is  evidently  needed.  It 
is  only  in  this  manner,  and  not  from 
vague  ideas  or  from  declamatory  phrases, 
that  we  are  forced  to  examine  the  now 
often-repeated  term,  Imperial  Federa- 
tion. If  the  noble  Marquess  the  First 
Minister  gave  a  favourable  welcome  to 
the  deputation  in  1886,  he  has  been 
more  recently  inclined  to  hold  up  its 
project  rather  to  derision.  There  is 
much,  however,  to  entitle  it  to  scrutiny. 
The  whole  subject  of  federation  has 
been  handled  by  Professor  Freeman  in 
a  treatise  of  which  the  second  volume  is 
still  impending  on  society.  It  is  allowed 
to  mean  autonomy  of  parts  subordinated 
to  a  centre.  It  is  seen  in  public  schools, 
where  houses  governing  themselves  are 
all  connected  by  a  general  authority. 
It  is  known  in  Universities,  where  col- 
leges of  various  pursuits  and  various 
foundations  are  all  subjected  to  a  body 
which  confers  degrees  and  chooses  re- 
presentatives. To  come  to  practical 
detail,  it  may  be  said  to  exist  whenever 
a  superior  assembly  is  added  to  the 
several  assemblies  of  the  country 
thrown  together.  There  are  many 
types  of  union,  and  only  one  of  federa- 
tion. Its  proper  use  appears  to  be  where 
certain  groups  can  neither  be  entirely 
divided  nor  entirely  amalgamated. 
At  this  moment   we  may  contemplate 
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and  study  it  in  the  United  States,  in 
Austro-Hungary,  the  G^erman  Empire, 
and  Switzerland.     There  is  no  absolute 
impediment  to  its  existence  in  regions 
intercepted  by  the  ocean,  if  evexy  coast 
and  every  port  remains  approaohable- 
by  navies.    It  was  by  ships  alone  that 
Athens  was  enabled  between  the  Pelopo- 
nesian  and  the  Persian  Wars,  to  keep 
the  sort  of  empire  she  had  fonndecL 
But  the  defence  of  federation  belongs 
more  properly  to  the  Ohairman  of  the 
League  established  to  support  it.     We- 
have  been  told  by  one  of  our  earliest 
instructors     not     to    approach     heroic^ 
themes,   if    some  one  else    is    bound 
and       qualified       to      handle     them, 
I  go  on  therefore  to  admit  that  there 
are  many  grounds  for  hesitation  witb 
regard  to  it.     It  could  not  easily  arise,. 
except  after  great  organic  changes  in 
Great   Britain.     It  is  not  certain  that 
the  best  Colonials  would  have  leisure 
to  transfer  themselves  to  an  Imperial 
Assembly.     As  they   would    be    in    a 
minority    for  a  considerable  time,    it 
must   not  always  be  an  easy   or  har- 
monious one.    Above  all,  the  central 
Power  must  make  up  its  mind  before- 
hand to  preserve  the  system  by  force  of 
arms  when  once  it  is  arrived  at.    The- 
Civil  War  of  the  United  States  still 
vividly  impresses  on  us  the  fundamental' 
lesson  it  embodied ;  that  is,  the  melaUf 
choly  consequence  of  leaving  it  ambigu- 
ous how  far  incorporated  units  retain 
the  power  to  withdrawthemseives.  None 
of  the  essayists  or  reasoners  on  Imperial 
federation  appear    to    have   maae  up 
their  minds  on  this  part  of  the  subject. 
It  becomes  necessary,  therefore,  to  con- 
sider whether   any  other  kind  of  policy 
is  open,  as  it  is  shown  that  we  cannot 
stand  still  or  give  up  every  link  with 
the  colonial  system.      Sir  John   Mao- 
donald,  the   Canadian  Minister,    in  a 
speech     which     was     reported    about 
a    year     ago,    adverted     to     the    im- 
portance    of     transforming     Ooloniee 
into     auxiliary    powers.     It    appears 
also   from    his    recent    correspondence 
that    Sir     Henry    Taylor,    the     great 
colonial     administrator,     as    well     as 
author    of     "  Philip    van    Artevelde," 
leant  to  the  same  solution.     It  might, 
no  doubt,  be  plausibly  defended.     Our 
Colonies, '  like  the  vassal  principalities 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  may  still  be 
under  the  Suzerainty  of  Oreat  Britain. 
Or  the  acknowledgment  of  a  Supreme 


<665 


The  ColonM 


{Mabch25,  1889} 


Conferenedf  1887.        6(J6 


Oourt  might  still  continue  to  unite 
them.  A  guarantee  against  external 
•dangpers  would  induce  them  to  place 
their  fleets  and  armies  at  the  disposal 
of  this  country.  As  we  adhere  to  many 
unproductive  guarantees,  a  productive 
guarantee  oan  hardly  be  objected  to.  It 
IS  generally  seen  in  history  that  fleets 
and  armies  gain  a  quick  and  wonderful 
development  in  countries  which  are 
thrown  in  some  degree  upon  their  own 
responsibilities.  Canada,  South  Africa, 
Australia,  would  have  a  greater  num- 
ber of  armed  men  if  they  approached  to 
independence  than  if  a  federal  connec- 
tion had  united  and  submerged  them. 
Besides,  arrangements  of  that  kind 
involve  no  revolution  or  transition  in 
^reat  Britain.  So  much  could  hardly  be 
affirmed  of  what  is  called  Imperial 
federation.  On  the  other  hand,  there 
would  be  a  risk  of  such  auxiliary 
>powers  escaping  us.  They  might 
then  be  launched  into  the  world 
without  the  institutions  they  require  for 
their  stability.  The  balance  of  power 
possibly  would  suffer.  It  is  no  light 
thing  to  form  approximative  nations. 
Tempests  may  arise  as  to  a  descending 
suffrage,  an  elective  presidency,  or  a 
national  religion.  There  must  be  there- 
fore hesitation  in  adopting  the  idea  of 
Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  Henry 
Taylor.  There  must  also  be  hesitation 
in  rejecting  it.  We  are  thrown  into  an 
abyss  of  doubt,  not  only  between  two 
systems,  but  between  the  views  by 
which  either  may  be  recommended  or 
renisted.  In  a  perplexity  of  this  kind 
it  is  not  improper  to  turn  to  standard 
authors  on  colonial  policy.  Important 
as  they  are,  they  would  be  hardly 
able  to  direct  us.  Neither  Gibbon 
Wakefield,  the  great  master  of  colonial 

•  questions,  who  used  to  be  consulted  as 
an  oracle  by  Members  of  both  Houses, 
nor  Lord  Grey,  who  wrote  with  the  im- 
mense authority  the  Colonial  Office  had 

'imparted  to  him,  nor  Mr.  Hoebuck,  for 
a  long  while  a  Canadian  representative 
or  agent,  nor  Lord  Brongnam,  whose 
treatise  on  Colonial  Policy  at  the 
beginning  of  the  century  first  made 
him  known   to    society,   and   still  re- 

'  wards  the  student  who  goes  back  to  it, 
is   wholly   equal    to    the    function    of 

directing   us.      But   there    ia    another 

•  class  of  leaders  we  might  be  more  in- 
clined   to    follow  and  rely  upon  with 

/«anguine  hope  of  being  sufficiently  en- 


lightened.    They    are    such    travellers 
as  Mr.  Froude,  Baron  Hubner,  whom  I 
have  mentioned,  Mr.  Finch- Hatton,  and 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  come  back,  and 
once  directed  the  Colonial  Office  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon).     Their  merit  is  be- 
yond* indeed,  my  power  to  describe  it. 
Mr.  Froude  has  been  charged  with  in- 
accuracy.    There  is  more,  however,  to 
be  gained  from  his  inaccuracy  than  from 
the  erudition   of    many  other  persons. 
Baron  Hubner  has  so  wonderful  a  power 
of    grasping    causes    and    elucidating 
difficulties  that  you  would  think  he  had 
held    high  office  in   all  the    countries 
which  he  traverses.     Mr.  Finch- Hatton 
is  instructive  on  everything  in  Australia, 
whether  the  procesRes  of  a  gold  mine, 
the    habits  of  a  buck  jumper,  or   the 
manoeuvres  of  a  faction.     In    graphic 
power,  if  I  am  not  deceived,  the  noble 
Earl  surpasses  all    of    them   together. 
But  he  and  they  are  equally  unwilling 
to    arrive     at    or     promulgate    states- 
manlike    conclusions    on    the    course 
to     be    adopted,     while    none     deny 
a  further  course   to    be  essential.     It, 
therefore,  becomes  appropriate  to  look 
at  further  methods  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment.    It  is  only  on  comparison  they  can 
be  expected  to  adopt,  or  even  to  consider, 
the  one  which  I  should  be  disposed  to 
recommend  to  them.    The  first  method 
would  be  another  Conference  at  West- 
minster.    But  you  could  not  a  second 
time  exclude  Imperial  Federation  from 
it.      Delegates  would  come   instructed 
to  opposejor  to  support  the  measure.    It 
is  not  thus  that  sound  conclusions  can  be 
hoped  for,  as  the  instructions  could  not 
possibly  be  based  on  long  consideration 
or  perfect  g^asp  of  such  a  topic.     Be- 
sides this,  it  might  be  difficult  a  second 
time  to  draw  first-rate  colonials  to  this 
country.      It  has  been    proposed  that 
they  should  meet  elsewhere — at  Ottawa, 
for  instance ;  but  such  a  plan  is,  on  the 
face  of  it,  imprudent  and  impracticable 
from  the  jealousies  which  must   arise 
around  it.     Another  course  would  be  to 
draw     reports     from     every    Colonial 
Gk>vemor    on    the    dispositions    which 
exist     to     closer    union    with    Great 
Britain,  and  the  manner  of  attaining  it. 
About  20  years  ago  a  process  of  this 
kind     was     resorted     to     in     India, 
to    gather    popular    opinion    on    the 
administration  which   exists.      It  had, 
no  doubt,  some  interest  and  value ;  but 
a  collection  of  Beports  from  GK>Temora 
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would  hardly  satisfy  the  public  that 
Imperial  Federation    was    tenable    or 
otherwise.     An  appeal  would  be   de- 
manded   from    their    judgment.      Sir 
Frederick  Young,  whose  work  I  have 
alluded  to,   and   who    has    been  long 
known  as  a  Colonial  politician,  main- 
tains that   one   mission  ought  to  go, 
under  a  well-chosen  director,  to  all  the 
regions  where  the  system  would  be  con- 
templated.    There  is  much  to  recom- 
mend  a  course  of  that  kind ;   but  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  too  high 
and  too  laborious  a  function  to  con^r 
on  anyone,  unless  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  himself  resolved  to  undertake 
it.     The  Secretary  of  State  may  well 
derive    from    the      late      Sir    Henry 
Holland,     the    curiosity    and    energy 
of  travelling.    Those  who  know   him 
best   would    guarantee   his    going    all 
round  the  world  without  ever  saying  or 
doing   anything  imprudent.     In  1855 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  at  that 
time,  Lord  John  Russell,  went  out  on  a 
mission  to  Vienna  unconnected  with  his 
OflBce.     It  would,  therefore,  be  within 
the  bounds  of  precedent,  at  least,  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  go  out  on  a  mis- 
sion vitally  affecting  his    Department. 
It  is  not  probable,  however,  that  he  can 
be  spared  for  so  long  a  period   from 
Ministerial     and     private    obligations. 
In  that  event,  a  different  method  may 
suggest  itself,  and  for  rapidity  in  some 
degree  a  better  one.     A  mission  goine 
successively    to    every   point    required 
would  not  complete  its  task  for  3  years 
at  the  soonest.    But  long  before  that 
time  the  sort  of  chart  aud  compass  which 
we  aim  at  may  be  necessary.     On  this 
ground  alone,  as  well  as  others,  simul- 
taneous proceedings  are  desirable.     If 
inquiring  bodies   were  sent  at  once  to 
Canada,  South  Africa,  and  Australia,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  by  a  year  from  Easter 
their  reports  would  be  in   our  posses- 
sion.    There  is  no  political  contingency, 
of  many  which  may  strike  us,  in   iirhich 
it  would  not  be  desirable  to  have  them. 
'At  first,  and  very  properly,  the  Colonial 
Office  may  be  led  to  feel  some  hesitation 
and  aversion  as  to  any  course  whatever. 
On  one  point  they  would  go  with  me, 
however. — They  would  recognize  the  vast 
advantage  of  the  official  ana  responsible 
over  the  unofficial  and  irresponsible  in- 
quirer.    It  arises  in    this    way.    The 
rormer  goes  out  with  a  staff  to  aid  him, 
he  remains  as  long  as  is  found  neces* 
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sary,  he  draws  into  activity  all  the  able- 
minds  of  the  dependency  he  visits,  he 
labours  under  great  responsibility,  hie 
report    is    accurate     and     searohing^ 
as    he    is    not    bound    to    have    hie 
eye,  like  ordinary  travellers,  upon  the 
literary    market.    But  in  Canada,    at 
least,  there  is  remarkable  experience  to- 
guide  and  to  encourage  us.  The  mission, 
of  Lord  Durham  in  1838  can  never  be- 
forgotten.     It  would  stand  out  Tividly 
from  the  transactions  of  the  day,  if  it 
ever  fell  into  the  hands  of  any  qualified 
historian  who  had  gained  the  power  te 
foreshorten  and  develop.  The  essence  to- 
be    borne    in    mind    is     that     while- 
the      mission      was      attended      with 
every    species    of    disaster    and    im- 
pediment,  so  much    that   the    Earl  o£^ 
Durham   gave  it  up  and  did  not  long- 
survive  it,  the  report  was  so  laminons- 
and  solid  that  it  served  for  many  years 
as  the  basis  of  Colonial  policy,  while  it 
was  the  immediate  stepping-stone  to  the 
tranquility  of  Canada.  Lord  Durham  was- 
exposed  to  the  intense  hostility  of  an  ex- 
cited opposition  in  this  country.     The 
greatest  orator  of  that,  perhaps  of  any- 
time, the  first  Lord  Brougham,  rendered 
him  the  object  of  brilliant  and  implacable 
invective.      Some   of   his   prooeediugs^ 
justly  or  unjustly,  were  disavowed  by 
those   who    had   appointed  him.     His- 
authority    in    Canada     was    therefore- 
seriously  compromised.    But  still,  with. 
the  distinguished  aid  of  GKbbon  Wake- 
field  and  Charles  BuUer,   who  aoCx>m- 
panied  him,  he  was  able  in  a  few  months* 
to  present  to  the  Queen  and  the  two- 
Houses  a  State  paper,  which  might  jusUy 
be  considered  as  immortal,  and  whiok,. 
at  least,  was  far  from  unproductive-    It 
would  be  absurd  to  imagine,  however, 
now,    when   the   union   of  Upper   aacL 
Lower  Canada,  which  it  authorized,  has- 
passed     away     and     merged    in    the* 
Dominion,   nothing  more  of  the  same 
kind  is  wanted   to  replace  it.     As  to* 
South  Africa,  the  need  of  information, 
more    authoritative     than    any    whioh 
exists,  has  been  exhibited  in  nearly  alii 
the  many  controversies  and  embarras* 
ments  of  which  the  country  has  been  so- 
fertile.    It  was  seen  in  the  exodus  of' 
the  Boers,  which  led  to  the  establishment 
of  independent  States  on  our  frontiers^ 
It  was  seen  in  the  hurried  measure  of 
annexing  the  Transvaal,  and  still  more^ 
in    the    precipitate    conclusion   to    fljr 
from  battle  fields  which  followed*     & 
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was  seen  in  the  acquisition  of  the 
Diamond  Fields,  as  some  have  reasoned, 
by  encroachment  on  a  treaty.  It  *was 
seen  in  the  war  directed  against 
Oetywayo  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere.  Yon 
have  only  to  refer  to  authors  such  as 
Francis  Galton,  Anthony  Trollope,  Mr. 
Gbeswell,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  for  evidence  of 
our  perplexity.  But  it  would  need  a  life- 
time to  become  master  of  South  African 
affairs.  I  therefore  hurry  over  them.  At 
this  moment  there  is  the  greatest  pos- 
sible diversity  of  judgment  as  to 
whether  the  offices  of  Governor  at 
the  Gape  of  Good  Hope  and  High 
Oommissioner  of  Africa  ought  to  be 
united  in  one  person.  There  is  a  far 
stronger  case  as  to  Australia,  based  on 
estimates  and  facts,  which  do  not  bear 
on  other  parts  of  the  Colonial  world, 
and  ought  not  to  escape  us.  It  is  the 
most  remote  (if  you  include  New 
Zealand)  and,  therefore,  according  to 
the  beautiful  and  ofteo  cited  passage 
of  Mr.  Burke,  the  most  precarious 
of  our  dependencies.  It  is  the  most 
extensive  in  its  area.  It  is  the 
largest  in  exports,  imports,  and  revenue. 
A  variety  of  questions  well  known 
to  Parliament,  connected  with  New 
Caledonia,  the  New  Hebrides,  New 
Guinea,  have  in  some  degree  impaired, 
although  they  have  not  shaken,  its 
allegiance.  Such  men  as  Dr.  Lang 
have  done  their  utmost — it  may  not  be 
very  much — to  excite  the  love  of  national 
existence.  The  poetry  of  the  country — 
for  poetry  has  occurred  in  Gordon,  and 
in  Kendal  —  breathes  a  kindred  as- 
piration. It  cannot  be  denied  that 
there  is  a  dominant  idea  of  con- 
necting with  Australia  all  the 
islands  which  surround  it,  as  New 
2iealand  was  connected  by  our  action. 
It  cannot  be  denied  either  that  the 
British  tie  is  not  regarded  as  an  aid  to 
the  eventual  consummation.  In  1850 
the  want  of  information  on  Australia  was 
deeply  felt  in  Parliament  when  the  ques- 
tion of  forming  Upper  Chambers  was 
debated,  although  the  critical  return  of 
Mr.  Lowe  (Lord  Sherbrooke)  did  some- 
thing to  abate  it.  In  I  b56,  when  another 
and  more  vital  Act  of  Parliament  was 
carried,  a  greater  knowledgpe  of  Australia 
would  have  been  most  important  to  the 
Legislature.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to 
refer  in  detail  to  the  transaction  of  New 
Guinea,  which  could  not  have  pursued 
its  dangerous  course  had  proper  light 


existed.  Last  of  all,  in  November  and 
December,  the  appointment  to  Queens- 
land, however  unoojectionable  in  itself, 
and  which  I  have  referred  to,  became  na 
doubt  a  blow  to  the  connection  of  Aus- 
tralia with  Great  Britain.  To  what  ex- 
cept imperfect  knowledge  at  the  Colonial 
Office  could  it  be  attributed  ?  We  hav& 
also  to  remember  that  Australia,  be- 
ginning as  a  convict  settlement,  has 
need  of  all  the  elevating  influences  which 
you  can  bring  to  bear  upon  it.  The 
discovery  of  gold,  whatever  anima* 
tion,  or  wealth,  or  numbers  it 
created,  was  not  a  balance,  but  an 
aggravation,  morally  and  socially,  of 
the  original  misfortune.  What  sort  of 
Governors  have  been  appointed  ?  Even 
at  best  they  have  been  local,  and  with- 
out a  general  control  over  the  mighty 
area  which  stood  in  need  of  organizing 
force,  and  of  regenerating  influence. 
So  far,  Australia  has  not  even  the  good 
fortune  of  New  Zealand.  New  Zealand 
has  been  formed  by  the  rare  virtue, 
indomitable  energy,  heroic  type  of 
Bishop  Selwyn,  the  mature  experience- 
of  Sir  George  Grey,  the  masterly  acumen 
of  GKbbon  Wakefield,  who  may  be 
considered  as  its  founder.  Australia 
has  never  had  a  mind  or  character  im- 
pressed on  its  mysterious  extent  and 
hidden  capability,  which  would  suggest 
the  paralM  of  Washington  in  the  United 
States,  or  of  many  others  in  Great 
Britain.  Beyond  Captain  Cook,  they 
have  no  founder  to  look  back  to.  It  is 
desirable  that  such  a  want  should  ba 
redressed,  even  if  Imperial  Federation 
is  a  vision,  even  if  no  assistance  can  be 
drawn  from  this  extraordinary  settle- 
ment.  Allusion  has  been  made  to 
circumstances  tending  to  relax  the 
bonds  between  Australia  and  Great 
Britain.  Another  ought  not  to  escape^ 
us.  It  is  the  hatred  which  exists 
of  Chinese  immigration.  •  It  is,  of 
course,  seen  that  the  Mother  Country 
cannot,  without  some  inconvenience 
at  Pekin,  effectually  discourage  it.. 
A  gpround  of  alienation  both  eco- 
nomical and  social  may  at  any 
time  present  itself.  But  there  is  a  larger 
view  upon  this  subject  I  cannot  go  inta 
this  evening.  Even  if  mistaken  scruples 
of  economy  deter  the  Government  from, 
immediate  action  as  regards  Canada  and 
South  Africa,  the  title  of  Australia  to 
the  best  support  by  which  her  future 
can  be  organised  would  stand  alone,  and 
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special,  and  imperative  upon  them. 
The  Motion  offered,  it  should  be  re- 
marked, however,  does  not  bind  the 
Government  to  any  courae  whatever. 
They  may  reject  the  method  I  prefer, 
adopt  the  methods  which  appear  to  me 
inaaequate,  or  hit  on  means  of  action 
which  entirely  escape  me.  The  Motion 
only  gives  the  possibility  of  acting.  It 
^ves  the  possibility  of  acting,  be- 
cause, without  some  indication  from 
Parliament  or  from  the  public,  the 
Government  can  do  nothing  at  pre- 
sent. The  deputation,  brought  about 
the  Conference  at  Westminster.  There 
"would  have  been  no  Conference  if  there 
had  been  no  deputation,  and  no  further 
course  will  be  pursued  unless  some 
agency  impels  it.  There  is  not  any 
other  agency.  It  has  been  said  that 
Governments  are  only  gauges  of  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  upon  them.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  First  Minister  is 
himself  the  author,  and  he  is  bound, 
perhaps,  to  be  from  time  to  time  the 
illustration,  of  the  maxim.  There  are 
some  fallacies  which  stand  in  the  way 
of  any  Kesolution  which  hardly  need  a 
serious  reply,  and  yet  cannot  be  wholly 
disregarded.  It  is  said  that  time  alone 
will  bring  about  the  necessary  union. 
Unfortunately,  time  is  by  itself  an  agent 
in  the  opposite  direction.  Dependencies 
of  large  extent,  it  has  been  shown,  are 
always  on  the  road  to  nationality. 
Time  also  may  produce  the  war  so 
dangerous  to  cohesion.  Time  ought  to 
be  embraced  by  us,  but  not  relied  on  for 
this  purpose.  It  is  said  that  commercial 
union  will  tend  to  the  political  arrange- 
ments wished  for.  Unfortunately,  the 
commercial  union  is  quite  beyond  our 
reach,  and  if  we  wait  for  that  we  shall 
have  to  wait  for  ever.  It  is  said  that 
federation  will  spring  up  by  gradual 
process,  like  the  British  Constitution. 
The  British  Constitution  may  have  been 
in  some  degree  evolved,  but  its  main 
features  have  been  brought  about  by 
perilous  exertions,  such  as  Magna 
Charta  or  the  Revolution  of  1688, 
of  which  the  anniversary  is  near 
us.  The  true  principle  is  rather: 
there  is  a  price  for  everything — results 
of  an  extraordinary  kind  are  only  to  be 

Surchased  by  remarkable  exertion, 
bjection,  therefore,  can  only  come 
irom  those  who  question  altogether  the 
necessity  of  strengthening  the  Empire. 
Oan  they  deny  me   weakness  of    the 
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Empire?  Has  it  not  been  seen  in 
various  transaotionB  ?  Bat  that  inquiry 
is  superfluous.  It  is  admitted  by  the 
language  of  the  Gbvemment.  It  is  the 
foundation  and  the  shelter  of  the 
Naval  project  they  are  offering.  It  is 
true  that  Naval  project,  as  regards 
security,  and  as  regards  defence,  may 
remedy  to  some  extent  the  weakness 
which  provokes  it.  But  we  are  not  to 
forget  the  volume  which  the  noble 
Marquess  elicited  some  years  ago  on 
purpose  to  exhibit  the  range  or  our 
guarantees,  the  insufficiency  of  power  to 
maintain  them.  In  that  volume,  which 
may  be  considered  as  a  text  book  of 
European  policy,  equally  adapted  to 
the  novice  and  the  expert,  we  ob- 
serve our  duties  to  Portugal,  to  Bel- 
gium, to  the  Ottoman  Empire.  It  leads 
us  to  a  well-founded  incredulity  — 
it  was  meant  to  do  it — as  to 
how  far  the  United  Kingdom,  stand- 
ing by  itself,  is  qualified  to  execute 
and  meet  them.  We  cannot  do 
it  wholly  by  a  Navy,  unless  indeed  con- 
siderable bodies  of  marines  are  placed 
on  board  the  further  ironclads  you 
organize.  It  remains  only  to  point  out 
the  error  of  those  who,  while  acoedinff 
to  the  train  of  reasoning  submittedt 
suggest  that  this  House  is  not  entitled 
to  come  forward  or  point  to  any  sort  of 
action  on  the  subject.  The  Governmentv 
it  has  been  shown,  are  chained  until 
some  agency  releases  and  impels  them. 
It  cannot  be  the  other  House,  which 
very  probably  is  buried  in  the  Esti- 
mates from  February  to  Easter.  This 
House  alone  is  equal  to  the  function. 
It  has  not  ceased  to  be  the  Council 
of  the  Realm,  as  it  was  before  Simon  de 
Montford  added  representatives  in  1 265, 
and  before  those  representatives  were 
separately  organized.  The  House  of 
Lords  is  deemed  by  some  to  be  less 
stable  than  it  used  to  be.  An  Upper^ 
Chamber  and  a  suffrage  more  than 
democratic  may  be  some  day  irrecon- 
cilable. But  while  the  decay  of  men  is 
quick  there  is  a  lingering  vitality  in 
institutions  and  assemblies.  A  Senate 
which  resolves  upon  a  step  to  pave  the 
way  for  union  with  its  dependencies  may 
draw  from  climes  and  races  the  moiA 
various  an  echo  to  reward,  perhaps  an 
echo  to  immortalize  it.  But  if  the  House 
is  doomed  to  pass  into  abeyance,  its  last 
decrees  and  waning  efforts  might  be 
well  subordinated  to  the  maxim,  lu  reg$r$ 
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imptrio  populoi  JZomwMM  tntwuHto,  and 
thns  directed  to  traosform  an  orer- 
burdened  State  into  a  preponderating 
Nation.  On  these  gronnda,  and  many 
Others  I  have  not  been  able  to  advert  to, 
I  move  the  Besolution  aa.it  etanda  upon 
the  paper. 

Moved  to  resolve.  That  in  the  opinion 
of  tihie  House  the  Oolonial  Conference 
of  1887  has  led  to  good  results,  and 
ought  to  be  the  basie  of  further 
measures  tending  to  Imperial  secu- 
rity.—(7^   Lord   Strathtdtn  and  Camp- 

*Loiu)  KNUTSFOBD  :  My  Lords,  we 
have  heard  with  interest  the  speech 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  delivered 
upon  a  subject  in  which  he  has  taken 
great  interest,  and  a  subject  of  which  I 
am  the  laatpersontodeny  the  importance. 
This  Empire,  though  so  vast  in  extent, 
cumprisinR  aa  it  does  some  S,000,000 
square  miles  and  321,000,000  of  inhabi- 
tants, has  probably  the  least  systematic 
organization  of  any  Empire  of  the 
preaent  day,  or  of  any  of  the  great 
Empires  which  have  flourished  and  passed 
away.  Tliis  Empire  baa  been  built  up 
by  conqueat,  cession,  annexation,  and 
Bottlement;  and  the  result  of  those 
different  modes  of  acquisition  has  been 
that  within  its  limits  there  is  a  variety 
of  races,  ofreltgions.  languages,  customs, 
laws,  and  constitutions.  probably 
unequalled  in  any  Empire,  ancient  or 
modem.     So  far,  then,  I  a^ee  with  the 


noble  Lord  thatthi 
to  be  done  in  re-organi 
To  bring  togeth< 


finding  fault  with  her  for  not  pressing  it 
on  the  country.    Her  reply  was — 

"Yea,  Mr.  Philosophet  ;  bat  yoo  Msm  to 
forgfst  the  very  different  pogilioDB  thst  we  hold 
wi^  Tsapect  10  reform.  You  work  on  paper, 
wUch  endiiron  all  things,  and  preaent*  no 
obrtaclotoyonriniBginatJoa  or  joarplan;  tut  I 
have  to  work  on  the  human  skin,  which  is 
ticklish  and  irtitable  to  an  alarming  degree.'' 

That  reply  is  very  much  in  point.  I  ven* 
ture  to  think,  with  respect  to  this  ques- 
tion. I  may  aeree  in  the  outlines  of  the 
picture  which  the  noble  Lord  has  drawn, 
but  I  confess  I  feel  great  difficulty  in 
filling  up  the  details.  One  consideration 
appears  to  me  to  lie  at  the  very  root  of 
the  matter,  and  to  bear  strongly  upon 
many  parts  of  his  speech.  It  is  this — 
that  looking  to  the  rapid  increase  and 
the  extraordiDary  development  and  great 
responsibility  of  self-governing  Colo- 
nies such  as  Canada,  Australasia,  and  the 
Cape,  I  take  it  to  be  clear  that  any  pro- 
posals which  tend  to  alter  the  relations 
between  the  Mother  Country  and  the 
colonies  muot  coma,  if  they  are  to  be  of 
any  service  at  all,  from  the  Colonies  them- 
selves in  the  first  iDstanca.  Our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  Colonies  view  with, 
perhaps  not  unnatural  jealousy,  any 
proposals  which  come  from  this 
country.  They  are  apt  to  think 
— I  hope  that  their  belief  is  un- 
founded — that  we  consider  too  much 
our  own  interests,  and  are  not  suffi- 
ciently alive  to  their  interests  and 
position.     Personally,   I  have  i 


.ng  the  Etnpiri 


a  much    tation  in  saying  that  I  believe  it  to  be 


1  the  interest,  not  only  of  the  Mother 


omponent  parts  |  Country  but  of  the  Colonies,  that  they 


of  the  Empire  into  closer  union ;' should  remain  integral  parts  of  the 
to  unite  more  closely  the  Colonies  '  Empire — and.  not  only  so,  but  that  they 
between  themselves  by  some  syRtem  of  should  be  as  far  as  possible  more  closely 
Oolonial  Federation  ;  and  to  strengthen  united  by  ties  of  commerce,  increased 
theltnksbetween  the  Mother  Country  and    facilities  of    communication. 


the  Colonies  hy  some  syst< 
called  Imperial  Federation,  is,  I  admit, 
not  only  the  dresm,  but  the  legitimate 
aim  and  object,  of  Imperial  statesmen. 
But  the  subject  is  one  of  great  difficulty 
And  delicacy,  and  no  one  can  approach, 
or  ought  to  approach  it,  without  fence  of  thi 
due  and  careful  regard,  and  fuU 
inquiry  and  examination  into  the  wishes, 
the  views,  and  the  interests  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  great  Colonies.  One  is 
reminded  of  the  reply  that  the  Empress, 
Catherine  II.,  gave  to  the  philosophi 


Ity  of  laws,  and    ultimately — if  it 

an  be  found  possible — by  their  bearing 

ome   more    direct  share,    aud  having 

,   more  direct   voice,    in   the    Counoila 

if  the  Empire,  and,  as  a  result  of  that, 

bearing  a  larger  share  in  the  de- 

of  the  Empire  and  Imperial  re- 

I pons ibili ties.     But  though  any  Gt^vern- 

ment  —  Her   Majesty's  CoTernment  or 

any  succeeding  Oovernmeat — would  be 

ready  and  anxious  to  consider  csrefully 

any  well-thought-out  scheme  which  lies 

that  direction,    I  believe  that  i 


Diderot,  who  had  favoured  her  with  a  out   Oovemment  would  have  to  be  satisfied 
«nd  dried  system  of  reform,  and  was   that   the   eoheme — as   I   have   before 
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said — must  come,  in  the  first  instance, 
from  the  Colonies  themselves.  The 
consummation  may  be  devoutly  to  be 
wished,  but  it  is  a  long  way  off,  and 
those  who  desire  to  see  closer  union 
must,  I  think,  be  contented  to  wait  until 
the  inhabitants  of  our  great  Colonies  are 
themselves  satisfied  that  their  best  in- 
terests will  be  secured  by  a  closer  union. 
These  and  like  questions  must  be  fought 
out  in  the  Colonies.  The  noble  Lord 
has  admitted — and  no  one  who  has 
read  the  debates  in  the  Assemblies  of 
the  Australasian  Colonies  can  doubt  it — 
that  there  is  a  party — I  will  not  stop  to 
inquire  how  large  it  is,  or  whether  it  is 
increasing ;  but  there  is  a  party  of  men 
who  most  conscientiously  believe  that 
the  Colonies  are  now  sufficiently  in- 
dependent to  stand  by  themselves ;  that 
they  would  be  better  freed  from  the 
responsibilities  of  the  Empire;  and  in 
fact  that  it  would  be  better,  as  they  ex- 
press it,  to  cut  the  fainter.  Well,  that 
IS  the  view  of  a  party  in  Australasia, 
and  it  appears  to  me,  as  I  think  it  must 
to  your  Lordships,  that  that  is  a  question 
which  must  be  decided  in  the  Colonies, 
and  that  until  it  is  decided  it  would  be 
useless,  nay,  even  mischievous,  for  us  to 
formulate  in  this  country  schemes  for  a 
closer  union.  I  believe,  also,  that  some 
system  of  Colonial  Federation  must  pre- 
cede any  such  closer  union  with  this 
country.  If  one  could  look  forward  and 
see  the  great  Australasian  Colonies 
federated  as  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is 
federated;  see  also  the  West  India 
Islands  federated,  and  perhaps  our 
Eastern  Colonies,  it  would  be  within 
the  bounds  of  possibility  that  those 
great  federations  might  be  properly 
represented  in  this  country;  but  I 
think  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  have  any  system  of  repre- 
sentation of  the  separate  Colonies  as 
they  now  are.  For  these  reasons  I 
confess  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  unnecessary  for  me  to  go  in  detail 
into  the  difi'erent  suggestions  that  have 
been  made  by  the  noble  Lord.  Of 
course,  I  must  not  be  understood  as 
finding  fault  with  the  noble  Lord  for 
bringing  forward  this  motion.  It  is 
very  desirable  that  independent  persons 
who  take  keen  interest  m  Colonial  sub- 
jects should  ventilate  their  opinions  for 
the  consideration  of  people  here  and 
in  the  Colonies,  but  it  would  be  im- 
possible     for     me     to     pledge     Her 

Lari,  JTnutsford 


Majesty's  Gk>yemment  to  any  of  the 
noble  Lord's  suggestions;  and  in  the 
circumstances  it  would  be  prematnre  for 
me  to  express  any  opinion  on  the  |»ri 
of  the  Government.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  of  the  success  of  the  Conference  of 
1887.  I  concur  in  the  hope  expressed 
by  the  noble  Lord  that  this  Conference 
may  be  succeeded  by  other  Conferences, 
because  I  consider  they  tend  to  draw 
closer  and  closer  those  bonds  which  hare 
been  created  by  a  common  origin,  a 
common  history,  and  a  common  allegi- 
ance. I  hope,  further,  that  any  future 
Conferences  will  partake  more  truly  of 
an  Imperial  character,  and  will  include 
representatives  from  the  leading  Crown 
Colonies,  because,  as  your  Lordships 
are  aware,  only  the  responsible  govern* 
ing  Colonies  were  represented  in 
1887. ''  But,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  him- 
self pointed  out,  the  decision  as  to 
holding  future  Conferences  does  not 
rest  with  us— it  rests  with  the 
Colonies  themselves.  To  what  was  the 
success  of  that  Conference  owing  ?  It 
was  owing  mainly  to  the  character  of 
the  delegates  sent  over  by  the  different 
Colonies.  They  sent  over  Premiers, 
ex- Premiers ;  men  who  were  then  takings 
their  share  in  the  administration  of  the 
Colonies,  and  men  who  had  taken  a. 
leading  part  in  the  administration  of  the 
Colonies ;  men  who  had  won  their  spurs- 
in  Colonial  political  battles,  and  whe 
were  men  of  distinction  and  experience.. 
They  came  over  at  personal  incon- 
venience to  themselves,  and  secured  the^ 
success  of  the  Conference  by  lending  us- 
their  loyal  aid,  which  was  based  upon 
their  knowledge  and  experience.  Bat- 
it  would  be  a  question  for  the  Ooloniea 
to  consider  when,  and  under  what  con- 
ditions, they  can  again  spare  their 
leading  statesmen  to  come  over  here. 
The  noble  Lord,  in  one  part  of  hi» 
speech,  seemed  to  think  it  a  very  easy 
thing  for  a  Minister  to  be  spared,  and 
he  suggested  my  going  round  the  world 
picking  up  information,  and  neglect- 
ing  the  Crown  Colonies  and  the 
duties  of  my  office ;  but  it  is* 
not  so  easy  to  spare  statesmen 
from  the  Colonies  to  come  over  to  thi» 
country,  and  I  have  never  yet  heard  any 

Eroposal  that  a  Conference  should  be 
eld  in  one  of  the  Colonies.  There  is  a. 
sufficient  amount  of  jealousy  between 
the  Colonies  to  make  it  doubtful  whether 
a  Conference  would  be  successful  if  held 
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in  an  J  Colony.  I  think,  also,  it  is  not  desir- 
able to  deal  with  any  question  of  a  Con- 
ference until  the  results  of  the  present 
Conference  have  been  more  fully  worked 
out.  There  is  the  question  of  defence. 
It  must  be  admitted  that  the  Colonies 
are  deeply  interested  in  the  question  of 
defence ;  but  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
upon  this  subject  to  read  to  the  House 
the  words  of  the  noble  Marquess,  spoken 
at  the  opening  of  that  Conierenc. 

**Oii  this  question  of  defence  the  Colonies 
have  a  very  real  and  genuine  interest  in  the 
shield  which  their  Imperial  connection  throws 
over  them,  and  they  hare  a  ground  for  joining 
with  us  in  making  the  defence  of  the  Empire 
effective,  a  ground  which  does  not  rest  upon 
their  allegiance  to  this  country,  but  which  is 
based  on  the  most  solemn  and  reasonable 
foundations  of  self-interest  and  security." 

The    ships    which    are    to    be    added 
to   the  Australian  Squadron   are   now 
in    coarse     of    construction,     and    all 
the    Colonies,      with     the     exception 
of     Queensland,     have    passed,     with 
unanimous      acclaim,     the     legislation 
necessary  to  secure  their  co-operation. 
In  Queensland,  it  is  true  that,  owing  to 
a  change  of  GoverDment,   and  to  the 
General  Election,  no  Bill  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Queensland  Parliament.  It 
is  also  true  that  Sir  Thomas  Mcll  wraith, 
the    present   Premier,   has  pronounced 
himself  against  the  arrangement;  but 
I  have  very  little  doubt  that,  when  the 
matter  is  again  seriously  considered,  and 
long  before  the  time  for  payment  arrives, 
Queensland   will   waive    any  difficulty 
upon    the     point,    and    will     see    the 
desirability  of    not  separating    herself 
from  the  other  Australasian  Colonies,  and 
also  losing  the  advantage  of  the  increase 
of  the  Squadron.     I  will  not  go  into 
further  details  as  to  the  measures  for 
defence.      Several   measures,    such    as 
those    for   the   defence   of  Esquimalt, 
Thursday  Island,  and   of  St.  George's 
Sound,  are  under  consideration,  and  I 
should  hope  for  a  speedy  decision  upon 
them.     Then    I  may  mention    one  of 
what  may  be  called  the  unheroic  means 
of  securing  closer  union,  and  that  is  the 
uniformity  of  laws.     As  the  noble  Lord 
has    stated,    several  legal   subjects  of 
considerable  importance  were  brought 
forward,  and  discussed  at  the  Coni^r- 
ence,  and  though  they  have  not  yet  been 
finally  worked  out,  they  have  been  care- 
full  v  considered.  I  will  only  refer  to  three 
subjects    of    considerable    importance, 
and   to  which    the  delegates  attached 


great  weight.     One  is  the  enforcement 
in  this  country  of  the   judgments  of 
Colonial  Courts,  and,  of  course,  enforcing 
also    in  the    Colonies   the    judgments 
of  the  Courts    of   this    country.    The 
second  is  the  enforcing  orders  of  Colonial' 
Courts  in  Bankruptcy,  and  in  winding-  up 
of  companies  and  winding-up  estates. 
And  the  third  was  the  providing  ma- 
chinery for  the   speedy  recognition  in^ 
England  of  probates  and  letters  of  ad- 
ministration granted  out  in  the  Colonies. 
Bills  have  been  framed  by  the  Govern- 
ment draftsman  on  all  these  points.  The^ 
have  now  been  sent  out  to  the  Colonies, 
and   when    we    get    replies    from  the 
Colonies  I  should  hope  that  we  should 
be  enabled  to  legislate.    There  are  some' 
other  legal  subjects  with  which  I  think  I. 
need     not    now    trouble    your    Lord- 
ships;   but,  before    these    legal   mat- 
ters  be  disposed    of,    and    before    we 
have  ascertained  by  practical  experience 
how    they    work,   I    think   that,    con- 
sidering there  is  no  burning  question, 
that  could  now  be  brought  before  a- 
Conference,  it  would  not  only  be  un- 
necessary,   but     would,    in    truth,    be 
inconvenient    to    attempt    to    summon 
any    other    Conference  for  some  time. 
I  may  very  shortly  refer  to  two  of  the 
suggestions  that  the  noble  Lord   has 
made  in  default  of  a  Conference.     The 
first  suggestion,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
that  we  should  call  for  Beports  on  the 
question  of  Imperial  Federation.     That 
appears  to  me,  for  reasons  I  have  already^ 
given,   very  undesirable.     I  think  the 
Colonies     would      view     with      great 
jealousy  any  attempt  on  our  part  to  bring^ 
forward   that    question,    and  to  obtain 
Reports  in  the  manner  suggested.     The 
second  was — if  I  may  call  it — a  scram- 
bling general  inquiry  in  which  I  was  to^ 
take  somewhat  a  leading  part,  with  some 
minor  officials.  Really  the  same  objection 
applies   to  that  proposal.     The  person 
who  would  be  sent  out  as  a  Commissioner 
would  have  no  powers  to  call  anybody 
before  him  or  to  get  books  before  him 
to  examine.     He  must  trust  entirely  te 
the  information  that  is  given  him,  and* 
it  would  be  given  him  reluctantly  if  he 
were  in  an  official  position.     It  could  be 
far  more  readily  obtained  by  gentlemei^ 
travelling  inofficially  in   the  Colonies^ 
but  with    their   eyes   and    ears  open. 
I    believe  such  a  semi-official  inquiry- 
would    not    be    viewed    with    favour- 
In     all    the    circumstances    I    wonl£ 
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ask  the  noble  Lord,  as  the  subjeot  has 
been  ventilated  and  discussed,  and  as  he 
is  now  made  aware  of  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  he  would 
consent  to  withdraw  this  Motion.  He 
-assumed  that  it  is  a  Motion  that  means 
nothing ;  but  if  it  means  nothing,  we 
•should  hardly  be  justified  in  agreeing 
i»  it,  and  it  is  hardly  worth  while  for 
him  to  press  it.  But  it  does  mean  some- 
thing as  I  understand  it;  it  is  a 
Hesolution  which  binds  Her  Majesty's 
'Oovernment  to  take  some  steps  in  tbe 
direction  that  he  has  indicated,  or  to  take 
some  abstract  and  undefined  measures 
■which  he  has  not  indicated,  but  which  are 
Tto  "  tend  to  Imperial  security."  There- 
fore it  must  mean  that  the  Government 
should  take  some  steps  at  an  early  stage 
by  Conference,  inquiry,  or  otherwise, 
and  I  am  bound  to  state  frankly  that 
Her  Majesty's  Goverment  cannot  con- 
H3ent  to  be  bound  by  such  an  engage- 
ment. 
*LoRD  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  I  know  the  House  to  be  impa- 
tient of  reply,  and  I  only  ribe  because  no 
»one  else  seems  now  disposed  to  do  so.  In- 
deed, the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  offered  nothing  which  I  ought 
to  counteract,  nor  given  reasons  for  the 
Motion  being  avoided.  It  is  true  that 
'he  has  criticized  the  modes  of  action  I 
rejected  as  inadequate,  but  luckily — and 
this  ought  to  be  noted — he  has  not  said  a 
word  against  the  simultaneous  missions 
I  recommended  to  his  judgment.  There 
may  not  be  between  him  and  me  the  slight- 
-est  difference  of  opinion.  However,  he  re- 
quests me  to  withdraw  the  Motion.  I 
cannot  do  so,  because,  if  I  am  permitted 
to  repeat  a  former  phrase,  it  is  the  only 
way  to  cause  a  possibility  of  action,  and 
because  no  species  of  objection  has  been 
offered  to  it.  If  the  Government  de- 
cline to  accept  the  Resolution,  they  may 
amend  it  or  move  the  Previous  Question 
-without  resistance  upon  my  part.  I 
<{annot  withdraw  the  Resolution,  and  to 
negative  it  would  be  a  Vote  of  Censure 
on  the  Conference  of  1887,  and  those 
by  whom  it  was  originated. 

On  question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.l.] 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order);  An  amendment  made;  The 
Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Mon- 
day next. 

Lord  KnuUford 


ARBITRATION  BILL.— (No.  6.) 
COMMISSIONERS  FOR  OATHS  BILL.- 

(No.  6.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  order). 

AFFAIRS  AT  LAKE  NYA8SA. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN,  in  rising 
to  ask  if  further  information  can  now  be 
given  as  to  the  present  condition  of  affain 
at  Lake  Nyassa,  especially  with  reference 
to  the  reported  arrest  (and  sabseqnent 
release  on  bail)  of  Mr.  Rosa,  British 
Vice  Consul,  said :  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  at  all  unreasonable  that 
a  question  such  as  I  have  placed  on 
the  Paper  should  be  asked  at  the  present 
time,  although  I  am  aware  that  so 
recently  as  the  early  part  of  last  week 
a  question  bearing;  upon  the  matter  was 
put  in  another  place  and  answered  by 
tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  ;  but  at  that  time  the  matter  to 
which  I  allude  in  this  question  had  not 
been  reported  to  this  House,  at  any  rate 
it  was  not  alluded  to  on  that  occasion. 
There  is  no  doubt  a  very  large  amount  of 
interest  has  been  attracted  in  this ooantzy 
towards  affairs  in  the  Nyassa  Territory, 
and  I  think  this  interest  has  been  ex- 
tended and  increased  owing  to  the  fast 
that  an  association  known  as  the  African 
Lakes  Company  has  been  carrying  on 
operations  recently  in  that  region.  That 
Company  had  its  origin  in  S^tland,  and 
is  chiefly  equipped  by  Scotchmen.  It 
carries  on  operations  designed  to 
stimulate  and  encourage  the  develop* 
ment  of  the  country  both  in  the 
matter  of  trade  and  missionary  enter- 
prize,  and  these  two  objects  are  carried 
on  harmoniously  and  in  perfect 
consistency.  For  example,  one  pf  the 
rules  of  the  Association  is  that  no  intoxi* 
eating  drinks  should  be  sold  in  their 
district,  and  though,  of  course,  every  such 
effort  requires  caution,  I  have  heard  no 
complaints  as  to  the  Company  havinff 
shown  a  want  of  discretion  in  the  zau 
that  they  have  displayed  in  their  work. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  led  to  suppose 
that  at  present,  if  they  are  involved  in 
any  complications,  that  is  not  in  con- 
sequence of  any  aggressiveness  on  their 
part,  but  rather  in  consequence  of  the 
jealousy,  and  I  venture  to  say  the  un- 
reasonable jealousy  and  suspicion  of 
others.  My  question  is  rather  incomr 
plete,  because  I  do  not  state  what  the 
district    is   in  which  Mr.  Ross  is  Yioe 
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OonBnl.  It  is  in  the  Fillamare  territory, 
which  is  Portuguese  territory,  aud  I 
understand  that  he  is  supported  by  our 
Oonsul  at  Mozambique.  This  gentleman 
is  also  agent  for  the  African  Lakes  Com- 
pany to  which  I  have  referred.  I  can 
quite  understand  that  the  noble  Marquess 
who  will  answer  the  question  may  deem  it 
necessary  to  exercise  considerable  reti- 
cence on  the  subject,  especially  in  view  of 
the  actual  proceedings  which  have  been 
taken  by  the  Portuguese,  but  1  sincerely 
hope  that  it  will  be  possible  for  him  to 
give  some  information  which  may  allay 
uneasiness,  more  especially  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  African  Lakes 
Oompany. 

♦The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY  :  In 
answer  to  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  to  say 
that  we  have  no  information  at  the 
Foreign  Office  with  reference  to  the  in- 
cident alluded  to  in  this  question.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  has  actually  taken 
place  or  not.  But  the  place  which  he 
mentions  is  not  in  connection  with  the 
telegraph,  and  we  have  little  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  African  Lakes 
Oompany  which  would  at  all  satisfy  the 
very  natural  interest  which  the  noble 
Lord  feels  in  the  subject.  The  enter- 
prize  is  one  which  we  all  regard  with 
the  greatest  sympathy,  and  the  progress 
of  which  will  be  advantageous  not  only 
to  the  progress  of  this  country,  but  to 
the  civilization  of  those  who  dwell  in 
those  regions.  I  hope  that  enterprize 
will  go  on  and  be  successful.  It  has  at 
present  met  with  no  actual  obstacle 
except  that  very  serious  obstacle  offered 
by  the  hostility  of  the  Arabs — who  fear 
that  their  slave- trading  operations  may 
be  interrupted  by  the  success  and  pros- 
perity of  the  company  ;  and  undoubtedly 
they  have  met  with  very  serious  resist- 
ance, and  some  of  their  agents  have 
been  exposed  to  considerable  danger. 
But  so  far  as  I  know  there  has  been  no 
loss  of  British  life  in  the  struggle.  Still, 
veiT  great  danger  has  been  incurred, 
and  it  is  obvious  that  we  can  do  little 
or  nothing  to  shield  them  against  the 
enterprize  of  these  various  tribes  of 
natives,  especially  the  Arabs,  whose 
opportunities  of  hindering  them  are 
very  considerable.  With  respect  to  the 
position  of  the  Portuguese,  all  I  have 
to  say  is  that  the  discussions  relating 
to  our  itatus  in  that  district,  and  the 
status  of  the  Portuguese  are  going  on 
at  the  present  moment,  and  it  is,  there- 


fore,   not    convenient    that    I    shouldl 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  that  matter. 
None  of    the    obstacles    which    have 
interfered    with  the  development    and 
prosperity    of  the    African  Lake  Com- 
pany   have   been    interposed    through 
the    agency,    as   far    as    I    know,    of 
the  Portuguese.      We  have,  therefore, 
on  that  ground  no  international  com- 
plaint against  them.     The  whole  ques- 
tion is   one  of  great  difficulty,    and    is 
being    watched    with     great    anxiety 
and     vigilance      by     Her     Majesty's 
Government.       I      can      assure      the 
noble     Lord    that      we    shall     spare 
no  effort  that    we  can   properly  make 
for    the    purpose     of     furthering    the 
salutary    enterprize    and    designs    of 
British,  and  especially  Scottish  traders 
in  that  district.     But  the  region  is  not 
British  territory,  and  it  is  not  under 
British  protection,  and  at  present  any 
action  we  might  take  must  be  limited 
and  controlled  by  the  circumstances  to 
which  I  have  referred.     If  there  is  any 
other  matter  on  which  I  can  give  the 
noble  Lord  any  information,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  do  so.     But  I  do  not  know  that 
I  can  now  usefully  pursue  the  subject 
any  further. 

The  Earl  of  DUNDONALD  : 
There  is  one  point  on  which  I  should 
like  information,  and  that  is  as  to  the 
action  of  the  Portuguese  with  regard  to 
the  munitions  of  war — whether  they 
permit  munitions  of  war  to  go  up  to  our 
countrymen  ?  I  believe  that  they  did 
allow  three  guns  to  go  up  there — an 
Armstrong,  a  Nordenfelt,  and  a 
mountain  g^n,  and  a  certain  amount  of 
ammunition.  If  they  did  so,  it  would 
have  a  very  good  effect.  Of  course,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  our  countrymen 
on  the  Lake  to  resist  an  Arab  attack 
unless  they  had  an  unlimited  supply  of 
ammunition.  Therefore,  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  could 
give  any  information  to  the  House  as  to 
whether  the  Portuguese  are  more 
liberal  in  allowing  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion to  go  up  for  the  use  of  our  country- 
men. 

♦The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
The  policy  of  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment, resembling  that  of  other  Govern- 
ments on  the  coast  of  Africa,  is  to  forbid 
the  importation  of  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion for  fear  of  their  reaching  the  tribes 
in  the  interior,  so  as  to  give  additional 
opportunities  for  conflict  and  bloodsheds 
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I  do  not  know  that  we  can  take  any  ex- 
ception to  that  general  policy.  Un- 
doubtedly we  have  had  occasion  to  urge 
upon  them  to  relax  that  prohibition  for 
the  purpose  of  permitting  warlike  stores 
which  were  required  by  the  agents  of 
the  African  Laixe  Company  in  defend- 
ing themselves  against  the  Arab  attacks ; 
find  it  is  also  true  that  we  have  not  met 
with  that  willinguess  to  aid    us  in  a 

Suestion  dictated  by  obvious  motives  of 
umanity  that  we  should  have  expected. 
A  considerable  quantity,  however,  both 
•of  arms  and  ammunition  have  been 
passed  by  the  Portuguese,  and  it  is  not 
-within  my  knowledge  now  that  agents 
of  the  African  Lake  Company  are  suf- 
fering any  inconvenience  in  consequence 
of  obstacles  which  are  imposed  to 
the  importation  of  arms  by  the  fiscal 
regulations  of  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
.  ment. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday y  25th  March,    1889. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

MERSEY    DOCKS     AND    HARBOUR 
BOARD  BILL. 

*8iE  W.    H0ULD8W0RTH    (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  move — 

*'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Bill  to 
inquire  whether  or  not  any  modifications  of 
the  constitution  or  mode  of  election  of  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  may  be  ne- 
cessary or  expedient,  and  to  make  provision  for 
the  same  accordingly;  and  that  all  Petitions 
against  the  Bill  presented  within  the  time 
limited  b^-  the  Standing  Orders  relating  to  the 
constitution  or  mode  of  election  of  the  Board  be 
referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of 
the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  them- 
selves, their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses 
be  heard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitions." 

The  object  of  this  Instruction  is  simply 
to  enable  the  Oommittee  sitting  on  this 
Bill  upstairs  to  make  inquiry  with  re- 
gard to  two  points  in  the  constitution 
and  mode  of  election  of  the    Board; 
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and  althoup^h  the  subject  is  not 
cally  contained  within  the  olausaB  of  the 
Bill,  it  is  so  closely  connected  with  it 
that  I  venture  to  ask  the  House  to  allow 
this  Instruction  to  be  passed  in  order 
that  these  two  points  may  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Oommittee.  The  Motion,  I  may 
say  at  the  outset,  does  not  prooeed 
from  any  hostile  or  outside  body. 
Those  whom  I  represent  are,  practically, 
the  proprietors  of  the  Trust.  The  Trust 
itself  was  constituted  in  1857.  Before 
that  the  Harbour  Board  was  elected 
upon  an  entirely  difiPerent  principle,  but 
it  was  felt  that  the  management  of  the 
Docks  should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  Board 
elected  by  those  who  use  the  port  and 
pay  the  harbour  dues.  That  principle 
was  strongly  affirmed  at  the  time  tbe 
trust  was  constituted,  and  especially  on 
a  report  presented  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.     That  report  says : — 

**  The  principle  adopted  is  that  with  whioh 
the  country  is  lamiliar — ^namely,  that  taxation 
and  representation  should  go  together ;  thoie 
who  pay  directly  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
Trust,  i.e.,  the  Dock  and  Harboor  ratepayers, 
are,  it  is  proposed  by  the  Bill,  to  elect  the 
Trustees.  My  Lords  believe  that  this  is  the 
true  principle,  and  that  no  other  will  be  found 
to  be  at  once  just  and  practicable.  That  local 
bodies  having  interests  often  directly  at 
variance  with  those  of  trade  ought  not  to  nave 
the  control  is  clear  from  the  hutory  of  Liver- 
pool itself;  and  management  by  the  Oentaral 
Grovemment  is  not  to  be  thought  of.  A  ques- 
tion might  be  raised  to  what  extent  representa- 
tion should  go,  as  all  persons  produoing  or 
consuming  goods  exported  or  importedhavs 
more  or  less  direct  interest  in  the  harbonr  aaid 
docks  through  which  they  pass.  But  the 
principle  representation  will  probably  be 
thought  to  be  carried  as  far  as  praoaoable 
when  it  is  extended  as  in  the  present  Bill  to 
all  merchants,  manufacturers,  or  dealers,  who 
pay  rates  on  goods  or  on  ships  to  a  certain 
given  amount,  more  especially  as  they  can  vote 
by  proxy." 

The  persons  I  represent  are  the  traders 
who  form  the  electorate  of  the  Mersey 
Dock  and  Harbour  Board,  and  they 
have  been  affirmed  by  Parliament  to  be 
the  proper  persons  to  manage  this  im- 
portant Trust.  Their  Petition  Lets  out 
that  those  who  take  an  interest  in  tluB 
matter  consist  of  30  Corporations,  Local 
Boards,  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and 
trading  societies  in  the  No|rth  of  Eng- 
land ;  and  it  is  also  signed  by  300  firma 
or  individuals  not  connected  specially 
with  Lancashire,  but  spread  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  in- 
cluding Cork  and  other  paces  in 
Ireland.      It     cannot,    therefore,     be 
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Baid    that    we    are    intmding    upon 
a     measure    which    has    no    oonnec- 
tion  with  us.     We  approach  it  in  no 
hostile  spirit ;  but,  being  our  own  Bill, 
we  think  we  have  a  right  to  lay  before 
the  Committee  the  views  we  entertain 
in  regard    to    the  constitution   of  the 
Dock  Board.     Nor  do  we  entertain  the 
slightest    iiostiiity    to    Liverpaol    and 
Liverpool  interests    as  represented  by 
the  Dock  Board.    There  are  naturally 
a  large  number  of  the  electorate  who 
reside  in  or  about  Liverpool,  and  we  do 
not  propose  to  destroy  their  rights.     All 
we  say  is  that  they  possess  too  exclusive 
powers  at  present.   It  has  been  asserted 
that  this  IS  a  device  on  the  part  of  the 
Manchester    Ship    Canal    Company  to 
throttle  the    Docks.     That  assertion  is 
entirely  without  foundation.     I  do  not 
represent  the   Ship   Company  in    any 
way.     This  is  an  old  question,  which 
was  discussed  long  before  the  projection 
•of  the  Ship  C^nal.    In  fact,  I  represent 
a  large  number   of  persons  who  must 
always  use  Liverpool  both  for  the  im- 
port   of    their    raw   material   and  the 
•export  of  their  goods,  and  all  they  wish 
to  do  is  to  place  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee the  two  points  I  have  mentioned. 
At  present  electors  who  live  at  a  dis- 
"tanoe  from  Liverpool  will  not  take  the 
trouble  to  place  themselves  on  the  re- 
gister of  electors,  because  they  know 
that  it   would  be  necessary  to  go  to 
Xiiverpool  on  a  particular  day  in  order 
to  exercise  the  right  of  voting.     All  we 
ask  is  that  in  future  they  shall  enjoy  the 
same  privilege  that  every  railway  share- 
holder in   the    Kingdom  has — namely, 
the  right    of    voting  by  proxy.     The 
Board  of  Trade,  in  the  Report  to  which 
I  have  referred,  placed  great  emphasis 
OB  that  condition,  so  that  the  traders 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  dealing 
with  their  property   in  the    way  they 
bought  best.  It  may  have  been  natural ' 
in  1857  to  require  a  candidate  for  a  seat 
on  the  Board  to  reside  within  10  miles  of 
Liverpool,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  50 
miles  form  no  greater  distance  now  than 
10  miles  did  in  1857 ;  and  there  can  be 
no  difBculty  in  getting  a  man  who  re- 
sides 50  miles  from  Liverpool  to  perform 
his   duties   as  a  member  of  the  Dock 
Trust.      At    present    there    are    2,481 
electors  on  the  register,  the  qualification 
being  the  payment  of  £10  in  the  course 
of  the  year  in  dues.     That  by  no  means 
irepreeents  by  many  thousands  the  num- 


ber who  ought  to  be  on  the  register, 
but  of  those  2,481  electors  2,239  are 
connected  with  Liverpool,  leaving  only 
242  for  the  area  outside  Liverpool.  Out 
of  24  elected  Members,  there  is  not  a 
single  representative  of  any  interest  out- 
side Liverpool.  So  far  as  a  precedent 
is  concerned,  a  similar  Instruction  to  the 
one  which  I  now  move  was  passed  in 
the  case  of  the  Aire  and  Calder  Canal. 
It  is  said  that  the  bondholders  ought  to 
be  consulted,  and  that  they  ought  to 
appear  before  the  Committee  before  any 
alteration  in  the  constitution  takes 
place;  but  I  do  not  see  how  the  in- 
terests of  the  bondholders  can  possibly 
be  affected  by  this  Instruction.  The 
principles  on  which  the  Trust  is  managed 
have  alreadv  been  settled  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  all  we  ask  by  the  Instruction 
is  that  the  Committee  shall  consider 
whether  greater  facilities  shall  be  g^ven 
to  the  electorate  in  order  that  they  may 
record  their  votes,  and  greater  Uberfy 
be  given  to  them  in  the  choice  of  repre- 
sentatives. A  suggestion  has  been 
made  that  the  Instruction  should  be 
amended  by  introducing  the  words — 
«*If  the  Committee  think  fit.''  We 
should  have  no  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  those  words,  and  we  are  quite 
willing  to  allow  the  Committee  to  decide 
whether  they  will  enter  into  these 
questions  or  not.  Another  suggestion 
is  that  the  words  '^and  to  make 
provision  for  the  same  accordingly  "  be 
omitted.  I  cannot  consent  to  that  for 
this  reason — that  if  the  Committee  think 
it  is  right  to  make  a  change^  that  change 
should  be  carried  out  at  once.  The  In- 
struction deals  with  a  grievance  which 
for  30  years  has  existed  between  the 
Dock  Board  and  the  traders,  not  only 
of  Lancashire,  but  of  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  we  are  desirous  of  seeing 
the  grievance  removed.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Instruction  which  stands  in  my  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill 
to  inquire  whether  or  not  any  modifications  of 
the  constitution  or  mode  of  election  of  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Bo^rd  may  be 
necessary  or  expedient,  and  to  make  provision 
for  the  same  accordingly  ;  and  that  all  Peti- 
tions against  the  Bill  presented  within  the  time 
limited  by  the  Standing  Orders  relating  to  the 
constitution  or  mode  of  election  of  the  Board 
be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of 
the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  them- 
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opposite  largely  represents  those  who 
are  interested  in  that  Oanal.  Now,  if  the 
Canal  is  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  country, 
it  must  be  kept  entirely  distinct  from 
the  Eailways  and  the  Harbour  Trust, 
because  the  three  bodies  ought  to  be  in 
competition,  or  the  public  will  get  no 
advantage  from  the  new  undertaking. 
If  those  who  are  in  favour  of  this  In- 
struction can  show  any  way  by  which 
this  National  Trust  can  be  made  more 
national  and  more  beneficial  to  the 
country  at  large  nobody  will  be  more 
glad  to  see  it  than  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, whose  prosperity  is  so  extensively 
bound  up  with  it.  Their  desire  is  that 
the  Dock  rates  should  be  kept  as  low 
as  possible.  Nobody  is  interested  in 
having  them  high.  If  it  is  considered 
necessary  to  make  a  change,  it  ought 
only  to  be  done  by  a  carefully  drawn  Bill 
regularly  laid  before  the  House,  instead 
of  being  dealt  with  by  a  side  wind  in 
this  manner. 
*Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  Although  there  are  numerous 
Members  representing  Liverpool  and 
Manchester  and  the  a^'acent  towns,  not 
to  speak  of  others  like  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Sinclair),  who  are  more  or  less  connected 
with  Liverpool,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed 
to  intervene  early  in  the  debate,  as  I 
would  wish  the  question  at  issue  to 
be  settled  without  raising  too  keenly 
those  local  jealousies  that  seem '  to 
lurk  about  it.  It  has  been  truly  said 
that  this  Bill  is  in  itself  a  compara- 
tively moderate  measure,  but  the  In- 
struction which  has  been  moved  is  one 
which  raises  a  very  important  principle. 
Moderate  as  the  Bill  is,  there  are  in  it 
some  alterations — not,  I  admit,  of  a 
very  important  character — but  still 
alterations  which  do  affect  the  mode  of 
electing  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board.  Therefore  the  Instruction,  as  far 
as  it  relates  to  the  mode  of  election,  is 
not  out  of  order.  The  Instruction,  how- 
ever, goes  further,  and  it  expresses  a 
desire  that  the  conditions  of  the  qualifi- 
cation upon  which  persons  may  be 
elected  shall  also  be  inquired  into.  That 
is  a  somewhat  large  question,  which  is 
not  directly  raised  by  the  Bill  itself. 
The  Instruction,  therefore,  is  an  expan- 
sion of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and 
an  expansion  such  as  I  think  the  House 
ought  to  be  slow  to  entertain.     I  believe 
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that  many  Memben  will  regard  with 
jealousy  any  proposals  to  raise  in  Oom- 
mittee  with  Bills,  simple  and  restricted 
in  their  scope,  large  questions  not  in* 
volved  in  them  as  submitted  to  Parlia-^ 
ment.  I  gave  expression  to  that  iealoiiS7 
last  year  in  reference  to  the  Aire  and 
Calder  Bill,  but  on  that  occasion  the* 
House  showed  itself  so  bent  on  having 
its  own  way  in  the  Instruction  then 
moved  that  it  was  carried  without  a 
division.  It  did  not  result  in  anything, 
because  the  Bill  was  afterwards  dropped, 
but  still  the  House  insisted  on  carnring 
it.  In  this  case  the  opponents  of  the 
Instruction  are  willing  that  there  should 
be  inquiry,  but  they  are  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  should  not  be  entmsted 
with  the  power  of  making  a  proyision 
to  carry  into  effect  any  change  which 
they  may  deem  necessary.  That,  I 
think,  would  be  a  lame  and  impotent 
conclusion.  It  amounts  to  this — ^that  we 
are  to  entrust  a  Committee  with  the 
power  of  inquiry,  but  not  to  entrust 
them  with  any  further  power  which  may 
result  in  a  particular  course  of  action ; 
and  I  therefore  feel  that  those  who  are 
opposed  to  any  alteration  are  practically 
adopting  an  inconsistent  position  when 
they  say  that  inquiry  may  be  made,  but 
that  it  shall  not  be  followed  by  reyision* 
The  issues  raised  are  of  a  most  im- 
portant character,  and  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr. 
Eathbone)that  the  Trust  may  be  exposed 
to  risk  if  any  undefined  alteration  is* 
made  in  the  constitution  of  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board,  who  are- 
charged  with  important  functions  in  con- 
nection with  interests  which  make  the 
Mersey  Board  a  National  Trust.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  we  may  be 
exposing  to  risk  the  interests  of  persona 
who  have  lent  the  Board  between 
£14,000,000  and  £16,000,000,  seeing 
that  the  credit  of  the  Trust  rests 
entirely  upon  the  ^ood  management  of 
the  Board.  I  would  therefore  suggest  as 
the  best  way  out  of  the  difficulty,  while 
at  the  same  time  safeguarding  the  in- 
terests of  the  bondholders,  that  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, and  that,  in  addition  to  four 
Members  appointed  by  the  House, 
there  should  be  three  Members  added 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  You 
would  then  have  a  Committee  of  weight 
and  authority.  If  that  suggestion  is 
adopted  it  will  be  necessary  as  a  matter 
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of   form  to  withdraw  the  Inatraction 
altogether,  and  to  moye  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee. 
♦Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  8.E.,  Hey- 
wood):   When  the  Mersey  Docks  and 
Harbour  ^oard  come  here  for  additional 
powers,  surely  it  is  not  unreasonable 
that  the  Committee  to  whom  their  Bill 
is  referred  should  look  all  round  the 
question,  and  have  power  to  make  such 
Amendments  in  the  Bill  as  circumstances 
require;  that,   as  I  understand  it,   is 
what  the  Motion  of  the  hon.   Baronet 
comes  to.      There  is  a  population  of 
some  millions  of  people  residing  within 
40  or  50  miles  of  the  Port  of  Liverpool, 
and  the  Mersey  is  the  chief  inlet  for  the 
food  of  that  population,  as  well  as  the 
chief  outlet  for  the  products  of  their 
industry.    They  have  certainly  a  right 
to  some  share  in  the  management  of 
the  port.    Take  one  trade  alone — the 
cotton  trade.     The  imports  and  exports 
of  that  trade  amount  to  something  like 
£100,000,000  sterling  a-year,  the  greater 
part  of  which  goes  through  the  Mersey. 
What    do    those    who    are    intimately 
connected  with  that  trade  want  ?    First, 
sufficient  accommodation  for  the  traffic 
they    send;     and,    secondly,   that    the 
management  of  it  should  be  economical, 
so  as   to    ensure   reasonable  charges. 
They  think  that  those  two  objects  would 
be  best  secured  by  giving  those   who 
pay  the  dues  a  larger  share  in  the  ad- 
mini  stration .    It  is  o  bj  ected  that  person  s 
elected  from  a  wider  radius  than   10 
miles  from  the  centre  of  Liverpool  would 
rarely  attend  the  meeting;     but  that 
objection  answers  itself,  for,  if  so,  the 
people  of  Liverpool,  in  the  absence  of 
Members    from   a  distance,   will   have 
matters  all  their  own   way.     It  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  Manchester  is  only 
40  or  45  minutes  from  Liverpool,  and 
so,  practically,  as  near  the  docks  as  per- 
sons living  in  the  suburbs  of  Liverpool. 
For  these  reasons  I  heartily  support  the 
Instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Baronet. 

*Mr.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) :  I  represent  those  who  would 
be  most  affected  by  this  Instruction,  but 
I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  come  to  any 
decision  upon  the  merits  of  the  question 
on  this  occasion.  It  is  not  a  question  as 
to  whether  the  constitution  of  the  Dock 
Board  is  the  best  that  could  be  obtained, 
or  whether  any  alteration  might  improve 
it.  But  it  is  a  matter  of  such  great  im- 
portance, affecting  such  varied  interests, 


that  I  think  it  would  be  wrong  for  the 
House  to  take  a  course  which   would 
enable  those  who  are  opposing  the  Bill 
of  the  Dock  Board  in  an  indirect  and 
irregular  way  to  effect  a  reconstruction 
of  uie  Board.    The  persons  who  are 
advocating  this  proposal  to- day  are  the 
persons  who  are  most  interested  in  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  and  the  owners 
of  a   rival   port.    You  are,    therefore, 
asked  to  put  into  the  hands  of  a  rival 
port  the  administration  of  the  Liverpool 
Docks.     [**0h!'']    It  is  all  very  well 
to  say  *•  Oh,  !  oh "    but  I  would  ask 
hoD.  Members  to  wait  and  see.    If  you 
give  the  right  to  vote  by  proxy  to  all 
traders  who  pay  £10  a-year  in  goods  or 
tonnage,  and  the  right  of  selecting  their 
candidates  within  a  radius  of  50  miles 
of   Liverpool,   you   will  virtually  take 
away  from  Liverpool  the  management  of 
her  own  Docks,  and  make  alterations  so 
extreme  as   to  be  utterly  indefensible. 
Liverpool,  which  is  so  much  affected  by 
the  action  of  the  Dock  Board,  does  not 
wish  to  exclude  investigation  into  the 
way  in  which  the  Docks  are  managed. 
At  the  same  time,  I  do  say  this — that  if 
so  important  a  change  is  to  be  made  it 
ought  to  be  made  in  a  regular  way. 
Why,  in   a  Bill  of   this  kind,   should 
issues    be    raised    which    are    totally 
outside  the  subjects  with  which  it  at 
present  deals  ?    I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  only  alterations  which  are  to 
be  made  by  the  Bill  in  the  method  of 
voting  are  the  increase  by  one  hour  of  the 
time  during  which  votes  may  be  given 
and  the  prolongation  of  the  notice  which 
is  to  be  issued.     I  would  ask  the  House 
to  bear  in  mind  that  these  alterations 
were  inserted  in  the  Bill  at  the  request 
of  Manchester   men  themselves.     The 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  were 
asked  to  make  these  changes    in    the 
method  of  voting,  and  now  they  have 
done  so  their  concession  is  used  as  a  peg 
on  which  to  hang  the  Instruction  which 
has  been  moved  in  the  House  to-night. 
This  is  a  matter  of  immense  importance 
to  Liverpool,  and  I  contend  that  hon. 
Members  ought  not  to  use  the  omnipo- 
tence of  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
denying  to  the  people  of  that  city  what 
I  submit  are  their  ordinary  rights. 
♦The     UNDEE     SECRETAEY    of 
STATE    FOB    FOREIGN     AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  House  will 
think  of  heanng  all  the  Members  who 
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are  interested  in  this  question  on  one 
side  or  the  other,  but  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  immediate  question  before  the 
House  is  the  Amendment  last  submitted, 
which  would  have  the  effect,  if  carried, 
of  debarring  the  Select  Committee  from 
giving  any  effect  to  the  decision  they 
come  to  upon  the  Instruction.  The 
result  would  therefore  be  to  nullify  the 
reference.  Hon.  Members  have  said 
that  great  interests  are  at  stake  in  this 
matter.  Well,  I  do  not  think  the  House 
has  so  little  confidence  in  its  Committees 
as  to  doubt  that  any  proposal  of  this 
Icind  will  be  considered  with  all  the  care 
which  it  deserves.  I  do  not  see  why  it 
€hould  be  thought  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee will  not  be  thoroughly  competent 
to  do  justice  to  both  sides  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  nothing  is  more  common 
than,  when  a  Corporation  asks  for  addi- 
tional powers,  the  occasion  should 
'be  seized  to  propose  changes  in  its 
constitution  which  experience  has 
prompted.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, that  the  Select  Committee 
should  be  strengthened  by  the  addition 
of  Members  to  be  chosen  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  I  do  not  think  any- 
one who  desires  the  Select  Committee  to 
oome  to  a  fair  conclusion  can  oppose  that 
suggestion.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
object  of  this  proposal  is  to  give  rival 
ports  the  right  to  interfere  with  the  Port 
of  Liverpool.  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  there  are  a  great  many  more 
large  centres  of  industry  concerned  than 
merely  the  City  of  Manchester.  liver- 
pool  is  surrounded  by  a  network  of 
railways  connecting  many  towns  which 
are  concerned  in  the  management  of  its 
port.  I  hope  the  House  will  reject  the 
Amendment. 

*SiR  W.  H0ULD8W0RTH:  If  I 
understand  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  be  merely  that  this  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  will  accept 
it. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  The  question  before 
the  House  is  the  proposal  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  (Mr.  W.  P.  Sinclair).  Does  the 
hon.  Member  accept  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  ? 

Sir  J  Ferguison 


Mb.  W.  p.  SINOLA.IB:  I  propcMe, 

Sir,  to  move  the  Adjournment  ox  the 
Debate,  in  order  that  those  whose  inte- 
rests I  represent  may  have  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  it. 

♦The  secretary  to  ths*  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Fobwood,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  I  hope  that  tiie  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  press  his  Amendment,  but 
will  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Committees.  There  is  no  doubt 
this  is  a  very  large  and  important  ques- 
tion, which  goes  far  beyond  the  mere 
management  and  control  of  one  harboor. 
There  are  bondholders  to  the  extent  of 
£16,000,000,  who  have  no  voioe  what- 
ever in  the  action  of  the  Board.  The 
bonds  are  renewable  on  short  terms 
of  from  three  to  five  years,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  undesirable  for  the  House 
to  do  anything  which  will  in  the  least 
disturb  the  minds  of  the  holders.  I 
think  that  such  a  strong  Committee  as 
was  indicated  by  the  Chairman  is  the 
best  body  to  which  to  refer  this  question. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  accept  the  sugges- 
tion? 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR:  Before  ac- 
cepting it  I  will  ask  whether  those 
who  introduced  the  Instruction  will  not 
be  at  least  fair  enough  to  allow  those 
of  whom  I  am  the  only  representative  in 
this  House  to  consider  it  ?  On  behalf  of 
the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour  Board  I 
would  request  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

*Thb  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks-Beaoh, 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  do  not  think  thft  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  would  be  in 
any  way  injured  if  he  withdrew  his 
Amendment;  because,  as  has  been 
pointed  out,  the  Instruction  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  will  in  any 
case  have  to  be  withdrawn  for  the 
present;  and  if  there  are  any  objee- 
tions  to  the  course  which  is  suggested 
they  can  be  urged  when  the  referenoe 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee  is  formally 
moved. 

Mb.  W.  P.  SINCLAIR :  After  that 
explanation  I  will  consent  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*SiB  W.  H0ULD8W0RTH :  I  beg 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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♦Mr.  COURTNEY:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  move  to  re^r  this  BUI 
to  a  Hybrid  Coqimittee. 

Q  UE  8TI  0  N  8. 

THE  SLUICE  GATES  AT  KILLALOE. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  £.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Oonservators  of  the  Lower  Shannon, 
held  in  Limerick,  on  7th  February, 
at  which  a  resolution  was  passed  calling 
attention  to  the  great  injury  constantly 
done  to  the  fishery  of  the  Shannon  by 
the  injudicious  and  reckless  raising  and 
lowering  of  the  sluice  gates  at  Killaloe ; 
and  what  action,  if  any,  the  Board  of 
Works  had  taken  in  the  matter? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) : 
From  all  the  inquiries  the  Board  of 
Works  have  made  they  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  any  injury  has  been 
done  to  the  fishery  by  the  raising  and 
lowering  of  the  sluices  at  Killaloe ;  but, 
in  accordance  with  the  resolution  passed 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Conservators  of 
7th  February  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion, Mr.  Reeves,  the  Chairman  of  the 
meeting,  waited  on  this  Board,  who 
arranged  with  him  that  one  of  their 
officers,  in  conjunction  with  anyone 
appointed  by  him  at  any  time  he  wished, 
would  make  experiments  in  raising  and 
lowering  the  sluices,  to  ascertain  whether 
there  was  any  foundation  whatever  for 
the  allegations. 

Mb.  cox  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  another  question.  The 
Board  of  Conservators  must  be  aware 
that  great  damage  was  done  by  the 
raising  and  lowering  of  the  sluices.  I 
would  ask  whether  they  did  not  in  that 
resolution  state  that  thousands  of  fry 
were  left  high  and  dry  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Member  the  information  which  has 
been  supplied  to  me.  I  am  told  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  that  the  damage 
can  have  been  done  in  the  way  described. 
Arrangements  have,  however,  been  made 
to  test  the  matter,  so  as  to  satisfy  all 
persons  concerned. 

EEL  FISHERIES  AT  CASTLE 
CONNELL. 

Mr.  cox  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Lriah  Board 
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of  Works  let  in  the  year  1884,  for 
a  term  of  five  years,  the  eel  fisheries 
at  Castle  Connell;  and,  whether,  on 
the  expiration  of  this  term,  the  fisheries 
were  relet ;  if  so,  were  they  put  up  to 
public  competition;  to  whom  were  they 
relet ;  for  what  term  of  yeras ;  and  at 
what  rent  per  annum  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  eel  fisheries  at 
Castle  Connell  were  let  in  May  1884^ 
after  public  advertisement,  for  the  usual 
term  of  five  years,  which  has  now  ex- 
pired, and  the  Board  have  again  adver- 
tised in  Irish,  English,  and  Scotch 
newspapers  for  tenders  for  the  season 
commencing  1st  July  next.  The  tenders 
are  not  due  until  1st  June  next. 

THE  POLICE     SUPERINTENDENT    AT 

MERTHYR. 

Mr.    DAVID    THOMAS     (Merthyr 
Tydvil")  asked  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  had  reason  to 
believe  that  Colonel  Lindsay,  the  Chief 
Constable     for    Glamorganshire,     was 
unable  to  discover  among  the  police   of 
the  county    any  man  qualified   to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  Superintendent  of 
Police  at  Merthyr  efficiently  ;  whether^ 
in  the  event  of  any  dereliction   of  duty 
on  the  part  of  Superintendent  Lindsay,, 
there  was  any  independent  authority  ta 
whom  appeal  might  be  made,    outside 
the  Chief  Constable,  his  fath^^r;   and 
whether,  he  was  now  in  a  position  to 
state  the  results  of  his  inquiry  as  to  the 
public  feeling  at  Merthyr  and  Aberdare 
at  the  appointment  of  Captain  Lindsay, 
a  young  man  with  no  previous  experience 
in  EngUsh  police  duty,  over  the  heads  of 
those  who  had  spent  a  lifetime  in  the 
force,  and  who   might  naturally  have 
looked  for  promotion  had  not  the  hither- 
to invariable  practice  been  in  this  case 
departed  from  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  Foa 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  there  were  other  men  in  the 
Force  qualified  to  fill  the  office  of  Superin-^ 
tendent.  Any  complaint  against  a  Su« 
perintendent  would  be  addressed  in  the 
first  instance  to  the  Chief  Constable;, 
bat  if  there  is  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  proper  cognizance  is  not  taken  of 
the  complaint,  an  appeal  lies  from  the 
Chief  Constable  to  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions ;  I  have  made  no  inquiry  as- 
to  the  state  of  public  feeling  in  th» 
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locality ;  and  d)  not  conceive  it  to  be  a 
part  of  my  duty  to  do  lo. 

Mr.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  did  not  promise  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  that  he  would  make  such  an 
inquiry. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I 
made  no  such  promise. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  asked  the  First  Com- 
missionerof  Works  whether  Mr.  Pearson, 
B.A.,  was  responsible  for  the  designs  of 
the  two  new  staircases  and  the  south- 
west stone  parapet  which  had  lately 
been  erected  in  Westminster  Hall ; 
whether  these  designs  were  considered 
and  approved  by  the  Select  Committee 
on  Westminster  Hall ;  and,  if  so,  why 
plans  and  elevations  adequately  repre- 
senting them  did  not  appear  in  the 
appendix  to  the  Committee's  report ; 
whether  the  view  of  Westminster  Hall, 
No.  22,  in  the  appendix  to  the  report, 
was  the  view  referred  to  by  Mr.  Pearson 
in  his  answer,  No.  158,  to  the  chairman, 
or  to  what  other  view  he  referred,  and 
why  the  principal  staircase  on  the  west 
side  of  the  hall  had  not  been  made 
symmetrical  with  Sir  Charles  Barry's 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters; 
whether  the  design  for  the  stone  parapet 
which  had  been  placed  at  the  south- 
west corner  of  the  hall  was  approved  by 
the  Committee,  and  for  what  reason  it 
had  been  substituted  for  the  iron  railing 
which  formerly  stood  there,  and  which 
was  in  harmony  with  the  iron  railing 
leading  to  the  members'  south-east 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters ;  and 
whether  he  was  now  able  to  fix  a  time 
when  the  public  would  be  re-admitted  to 
Westminster  Hall  ? 

Thk  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket.  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Pearson 
that  the  designs  of  the  staircases  and  of 
the  south-west  stone  parapet  in  West- 
minster Hall  are  his ;  that  the  arrange^ 
ment  of  the  staircases  was  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
Westminster  Hall,  and  that  they  are 
adequately  represented  on  plans  5a,  6a, 
and  8 ;  that  the  plan  No.  22  was  referred  to 
him,  and  that  his  (Bir.  Pearson's)  answer 
No.  158  pointed  out  that  communica- 
tion existed  originally  from  the  hall  by 

Mr,  Matthews 


means  of  staircases,  and  that  a  mmilar 
method  was  now  proposed  ;  that  Hie 
arrangement  of  the  plan  did  not  admit 
of  the  entrances  being  placed  symmetri- 
cally with  that  on  the  other  side,  even 
if  it  had  been  desirable  that  they  should 
be  so  placed,  and  that  they  are,  besides, 
of  a  totally  difiPerent  character,  and  on 
different  levels;  that  a  stone  wall  was 
necessary  to  carry  the  steps  and  landing 
giving  access  to  the  new  rooms  at  that 
end,  and  that  this  stone  wall  could  only 
be  properly  finished  by  a  stone  parapet 
as  shown  on  plans  5a  and  6a.  The  ex* 
istence  of  an  iron  railing  similar  to  that 
leading  to  the  Members'  south-east 
entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters  would 
obviously  be  inconsistent  with  the  steps, 
landine,  and  parapet  referred  to.  As 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question,  I 
am  in  communication  with  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  on  the  sub* 
ject. 

SUNDAY  DRINKING. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  could  state  why  the  Betum 
No.  391,  of  September,  1888,  entitled 
''Drunkenness  on  Sunday  (Oonvio- 
tions),"  for  the  first  time  included 
drunkenness  associated  with  more  seri- 
ous and  flagrant  crimes,  whereas  previ- 
ous Returns  of  this  nature  were  confined 
to  cases  of  a  simple  nature ;  and  whether 
the  discrepancy  in  the  Returns  from 
some  of  the  Welsh  counties  was  to  be 
attributed  to  a  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  sup* 
ply  the  information  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  them  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Shof- 
field,  Hallam) :  It  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  Return  No.  391  of  1888  in- 
cludes for  the  first  time  cases  of  drunken- 
ness associated  with  more  serious 
crimes,  whereas  previous  Returns  of  this 
kind  were  confined  to  cases  of  a 
simple  nature.  The  Return  of  1888  in- 
cluded all  cases  of  simple  drunkennessi 
unaccompanied  by  disorderly  condiuit. 
Many  of  such  cases  were  not  included  by 
the  majority  of  the  local  authorities  who 
made  returns  in  obedience  to  the  orders 
of  the  House  in  former  years.  The  Re- 
turns granted  annually  in  many  Sessions 
prior  to  that  of  1888  are,  I  regret  to  say, 
valueless.    A  reference  to  that  of  1884 
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-ahom  that  it  parporta  to  give  informa- 
'tion  as  to  the  nnmber  of  ooarictioiu  of 
^MraoQB  an-Mted  for  dnrnkennem  on 
Sunday.  The  request  for  information 
addressed  to  the  local  anthorities  vas, 
unfortunately,  anibiguoua,  since  it  left  it 
doubtful  whether  oases  of  simple 
drunkenness  (for  whioh  nobody  oan  be 
arrested)  ought  to  be  included,  as  well  as 
-cases  in  which  the  delinquents  could  be 
and  had  been  arreKted.  Some  local 
authorities  reported  (in  accordance  with 
the  exact  terms  of  the  Order  of  the 
House)  those  cases  only  in  whioh  per- 
sons were  arrested  and  then  proceeded 
SKainsttooonriction,  whilesome  includei 
all  cases  of  oonrictionB  for  drunkenneee. 
In  granting  the  Return  for  1888  it  was 
thought  well  to  state  clearly  the  Acts 
under  whioh  Ketums  wer«  asked  for, 
And  by  the  wording  of  the  address  to 
make  it  clear  that  all  oonvictions  were 
to  he  included,  not  only  in  cases  where 
the  law  allows  arrest,  but  also  in  those 
-where  it  does  not ;  also  to  make  the  He- 
turn  include  the  yeiu«  1R85,  1B86,  and 
1887.  In  the  case  of  Wales  the  total 
of  conTictions  for  Sunday  drunkenness 
for  1885  and  1886  are  oonsiderably 
larger  in  the  return  of  1888  than  in  the 
Betnms  made  for  those  yean.  This  is 
due  to  the  later  Return  being  framed  on 
a  wider  basis,  and  invariably  including 
alt  Returns  of  oonvictiona  for  simple 
drunkenness. 

MONTE  CARLO. 
Mr.  a.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affaire 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  a  statement  which  had  appeared  in  a 
Oenoa  newspaper,  stating  that  about 
fiO.UOO  viutors  had  resorted  to  the  gam- 
bliog  tables  at  Monte  Carlo  during  Car- 
nival, among  whom  there  had  taken 
place  16  duels  and  16  suicides;  and 
whether  the  English  Qovemment  could 
see  its  way  to  communicate  with  Foreign 
Powers  with  a  view  to  the  suppression  of 
:these  tables? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  toe 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Ebb- 
oussoir,  Manchester,  N.E.) ;  I  have  not 
seen  the  statement  in  question, 
and  if  I  had  I  could  not  judge 
jot  its  accuracy.  It  is  quite  beyond  the 
functions  and  duties  of  Her  Majesty's 
government  to  interfere  in  respect  of 
«uch  matters  in  foreign  oonntries. 


Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
SaAon  Walden)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  case 
of  a  man  named  Joseph  Clarke,  who 
was  lately  sent  to  prison,  with  14  days' 
hard  labour,  by  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates at  Newark  Divisional  Petty 
Sessions,  for  carrying  a  gun  without  a 
licence;  whether  Olarke  s  offence  con- 
sisted in  firing  a  guu  loaded  only  with 
powder  for  the  purpose  of  scaring  birds 
off  bis  employer's  crops ;  and  whether 
Clarke  was  subsequently  released  after 
three  days'  imprisonment,  and  by  whose 
authority  and  lor  what  reasons  was  hie 
sentence  remitted  ? 
•Mr.  MATTHEWS,  Birmingham,  E.) : 
I  am  informed  by  the  Justices  that  this 
man  was  convicted  of  the  offence  named 
and  was  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine,  and  in 
default  of  payment  to  14  days*  im- 
prisonment without  hard  labour.  I 
am  informed  hy  the  Justices  that 
the  man  pleaded  guilty,  but  before 
passing  sentence  the  Chairman  inquired 
whether  there  was  any  excuse  for  him 
on  the  ground  of  his  having  used  the 
^un  for  soaring  birds,  and  was  answered 
in  the  negative.  On  the  facts  being 
reported  to  the  Board  of  Inland 
lievenue,  they  ascertained  that  the  gun 
was  loaded  and  used  in  the  manner 
stated  in  the  question,  and  that  the 
employer  was  under  the  erroneous  im- 
pression that  he  could  authorize  Clarke 
to  use  the  gun  in  this  manner  without 
taking  out  a  licence.  The  Board  there- 
upon made  an  order  for  Clarke's  re- 
lease forthwith,  after  he  had  been  in 
prison  for  three  days. 

THE  STATE  OF  QWALIOB. 
Mr.  BBADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  udia 
whether  he  was  aware  that,  during  the 
period  Sir  Lepel  Qriffln  was  agent  to 
the  Governor  General  for  the  Central 
Indian  States,  the  civil  establishment  in 
the  State  of  Gwalior  was  greatly  aug- 
mented and  the  salaries  of  certam 
officers  increased,  in  one  case  from 
Rs.100  per  month  to  Be,l,UOO,  in  an- 
other from  Rs.400  to  R8.2,000,  and  in 
a  third  from  Rs.fiOO  to  Rs.  1,500,  and 
whether  theae  instanoee  were  samples  of 
a   great   number    of   like    character; 


703 


The  Special 


[COMMONS} 


Comnn9mfh 


70i 


whether,  prior  to  the  appointment  of 
iLepel  Griffin  as  agent  in  Central 
xndia,  and  before  his  interference  in 
the  affairs  of  Gwalior,  the  annual 
revenue  of  that  state  was  1  orore  and  10 
lakhs,  and  the  expenditure  99  lakhs, 
showing  an  annual  surplus  of  1 1  lakhs ; 
whether,  at  the  present  time,  although 
the  revenue  had  been  increased  by  11 
lakhs,  being  the  interest  on  3^  crores  of 
the  late  Buler's  savings  invested  after 
his  death  in  Indian  Government  stock, 
there  was  an  annual  deficit  of  7  lakhs, 
the  revenue  being  1  crore  and  21  lakhs, 
and  the  expenditure  1  crore  and  28 
lakhs;  and  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  make  inquiries  as  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  this  state  of 
things  had  occurred,  and  would  lay 
upon  the  Table  the  result  of  such 
inquiries  ? 

*Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  fob  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham):  The  official  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  contradict  the  facts  suggested 
in  the  question  ;  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  perceive  in  them  any 
evidence  of  maladministration,  and  he 
sees  no  reason  to  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  any  interference  with  the 
present  Council  of  Regency  in  the 
Gwalior  State. 

INDIAN  TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT. 
Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  will  recommend 
the  Government  of  India  to  make  per- 
manent promotions  in  the  Telegraph 
Department  as  vacancies  occur,  and  not 
only  on  Ist  April  and  1st  October  ? 

*SiR  J.  GORST:  The  dates  for 
making  promotions  in  the  Telegraph 
Department  are  fixed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  not  disposed  to  interfere  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  how  many 
officers  of  the  Telegraph  Department 
had  more  than  30  years'  service ;  and  if, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  service, 
whether  as  regards  the  efficiency  of  the 
department  or  economy  in  the  mat- 
ter of  pensions,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  retir- 
ing those  officers,  many  of  whom  had 
already  been  superseded  by  officers 
many  years  their  juniors,  on  special  pen- 
sions,  rather    than    allow  men  in  the 
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prime  of  life,  and  mho  wera  speoEalTy* 
trained  for  the  Department  under  the  re* 
organization  scheme  of  1886,  to  leavo- 
the  Service  in  disgust  ? 
*Sni  J.  GORST :  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member's  first  inquiry  I  have  to  state  that 
the  number  of  such  officers  is  ten.    In 
answer  to  the  second  inquiry  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Secretary  of  State  sees  no 
necessity  for  altering  the  rules  as  to  the 
retirement  of  officers  in  the  Telegrapk 
Department. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  J.  F.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
what  visits  had  been  made  to  James 
MuUett  during  his  detention  in  Millbank 
Prison;  whether  he  would  give  the- 
names  of  those  visitors  and  the  dates  ot 
the  visits ;  and  whether  he  wonld  state^ 
on  whose  application  each  visit  was  per- 
mitted  and  by  what  authority  permitted? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Mollett  has 
been  twice  visited  while  in  Millbank 
Prison — on  the  Srd  of  January  by  his- 
wife,  an  ordinary  visit  on  her  own  ap- 
plication, and  on  the  4th  of  February  by^ 
Mr.  Thomson,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Soames, 
and  on  his  application.  Both  visits  were- 
allowed  by  permission  of  the  Prison 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  beg: 
to  ask  whether,  as  Mr.  Thomson  is  not  a 
solicitor,  the  latter  interview  was  held,. 
in  accordance  with  the  prison  rules,  in 
the  presence  of  an  official;  and  whether 
a  record  was  kept  of  what  passed  at  snoht 
interview 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation   on    the    subject.    If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  for    an  answer  to  his 
question,  I  must  ask  him  to  give  me^ 
notice. 

Mr.  J.  F.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  Sergeant 
MuUin,  of  the  Royal  Irish  Oonstabu* 
lary,  stationed  at  Ballyhaunis,  oonnt^ 
Mayo,  had  endeavoured  to  obtain  evi- 
dence  in  favour  of  the  IVhim,  from  ona^ 
Patrick  Lavan,  late  of  Ballyhaunis,  bat 
now  living  in  Washington  Territory, 
United  States,  and  wrote  in  the  loUowing: 
terms : — 

"  I  guarantee  your  name  will  never  be  men- 
tioned, and  I  further  guarantee  that  it  will  be 
the  means  of  putting  you  on  your  feet ;  " 

and  whether  Sergeant  Mullin's  actioik 
in    this    matter    was  an    independents 
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private  inquiry  or  was  instigated  by 
some  one  in  authority  over  him  ? 

The  chief  8ECRETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
chester, E.)  :  I  am  informed  that  Lavan, 
before  leaving  Ireland,  had  shown  the 
sergeant  a  letter  which  Lavan  repre- 
sented as  being  important.  The  ser- 
geant  did  write  to  Lavan,  with  whom 
e  had  had  previous  relations,  for  this 
document.  The  inquiry  was,  I  am 
informed,  made  by  the  sergeant  with 
the  sanction  of  his  superior  officer. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  whether  a  member  of  the  Boyeu 
Irish  Constabulary  force  is  entitled  in 
a  case  between  the  Times  and  the  Irish 
Members  to  offer  Lavan  money  to  give 
certain  evidence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
case  between  the  Times  and  the  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  J.  F.  O'BRIEN :  My  question 
was  whether  Sergeant  Mullin  had 
endeavoured  to  procure  evidence  for  the 
TSmes,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  "  Yes." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

TENANTS  ON  THE  0LPHERT8  ESTATE. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  he  was  aware  that  all  the 
tenants  on  the  property  of  Mr.  Wy  brants 
Olpherts  in  Qlahercoon  and  Currans- 
port,  in  the  parish  of  Gweedore,  had 
been  served  with  ejectment  processes,  to 
be  heard  at  Quarter  Sessions,  which 
would  be  held  at  Falcarragh  on  March 
26 ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that,  owing  to 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop,  these 
tenants  had  no  potato  seed  of  any  kind 
to  crop  the  lands;  and  whether  the 
Government  would  take  any,  and,  if  so, 
what  steps  to  provide  work  for  the 
people  who  were  in  want  of  food  and 
money,  and  were  threatened  with 
eviction? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  not  the  case  that  all  tlie  tenants 
on  the  townlands  of  the  estate  named 
have  been  served  with  ejectment  pro- 
cesses to  be  heard  at  Quarter  Sessions 
at  Falcarragh,  nor,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
are  Quarter  Sessions  held  there.  But 
it  is  the  case  that  some  of  these  tenants 
have  been  summoned  to  Petty  Sessions  to 
give  up  possession  of  their  holdings.  It 
also  appears  that,  in  some  instances,  the 
tenants  on  these  townlands  are  without 


potato  seed.  It  is  not  considered  that 
any  case  can  possibly  arise  which  can- 
not be  dealt  with  under  the  provisions- 
of  the  ordinary  Poor  Law. 

THE    SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 

Sir  H.  ROSCOE  (Manchester,  S.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  on  what  principle  he  included 
glucose  in  a  Convention  in  regard  to 
sugar  bounties;  and  whether  he  was 
aware  that  glucose  was  not  a  sugar  ex- 
tracted either  from  beet  or  cane,  but  wa» 
a  manufactured  product  derived  from 
potato,  starch,  or  other  like  bodies,  by 
the  action  of  sulphuric  acid,  and  was 
now  largely  used  by  farmers,  brewers, 
and  other  industries  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  for  the 
COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de  Worms,  Liver- 
pool, East  Toxteth) :  In  answer  to  the 
hun.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  glu- 
cose is  a  product  which  now  enters  into 
competition  with  cane  and  beet  su^ar  in 
certain  industries.  It  was;  accordingly, 
included  in  the  Convention  of  August  30, 
1888,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  technical 
advisers  of  the  Fowers  represented  at 
the  recent  conferences,  on  the  ground 
that  commodities  which  are  used  as 
substitutes  for  sugar  should  be  included 
in  the  prohibition  to  obtain  bounties. 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS. 
Captain  SELWYN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  many 
firms  were  last  year  invited  to  tender  for 
the  supply  of  large  guns,  and  whether 
Messrs.  Vickers,  Messrs.  Brown,  and 
Messrs.  Cammell  were  among  the  num- 
ber; whether  these  firms  were  gun- 
makers  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
only  information  the  firms  invited  to 
tender  could  get  was  contained  in  a  set 
of  drawings  of  different  sized  guns; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  there  was  no 
specification,  except  that  the  steel  was 
to  be  subjected  to  certain  tests ;  whether, 
on  application  to  the  War  Office,  the 
firms  were  told  that  there  ''  was  no  fur- 
ther specification,"  and  that  they  must 
make  their  tenders  upon  the  drawings 
only  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  no  instruc- 
tions as  to  the  amount  of  shrinkage,  hard- 
ening, or  tempering  were  given;  whether 
there  was  any  stipulation  as  to  the  test 
the  guns  had  to  go  through  after  com-^ 
•pletion  ;  whether  the  whole  order  for 
g^ns,  with  the  exception  of  a  small 
number  of  small  calibre,  was  given  to 
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Messrs.  Yickers;  and,  whether  Messrs. 
Tickers  had  ever  made  guns;  and,  if  so, 
how  many  ? 

Mr.  HOWAED   VINCENT   (Shef- 
field) :    Before  my  right  hon.   Friend 
answers  this  question,  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  if  the  War  Offioe  has  not  been 
thoroughly  satisfied  that  Messrs.  Yickers 
Iiave  every  possible  appliance  for  the 
manufacture  of  finished  guns,  and  if  the 
liigh  reputation  of  their  steel  forging^ 
and  those  of    Messrs.    Cammell     and 
Brown  does  not  justify  the  full  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
their    endeavours  to   stimulate    Home 
Industry  ? 
*The   secretary  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman    (Captain    Selwyn) 
who  has  put  the  first  question,  I   have 
to  say  that  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
firms  which    had  expressed  a  wish  to 
entertain   the  question  of  the  manufac- 
ture of    guns   were  invited  to  tender. 
Messrs.  Brown  and  Messrs.    Cammell 
were  not  among    the    number.     It  is 
understood  that  these  firms  and  Messrs. 
Yickers  had  made  forging^  for  guns,  but 
not  guns  themselves.     The  information 
upon  which  tenders  were  invited  was  not 
complete,  but  it  was  sufiicient   for  the 
£rms  which  had  been  invited,    all  of 
whom  tendered.     The  principa]  share  of 
the  order  fell  to  Messrs.  Yickers,  the 
remainder,  including  some  heavy  guns, 
went  to  Sir  W.  Armstrong  and  Co.,  and 
of  course   neither  Messrs.  Yickers  nor 
any  other  firm  which  had  not  previously 
made  heavy  guns  would  have  gone  to 
the  expense  of  setting  up  plant  without 
a   substantial    order.     In  reply  to    my 
hon.   and   gallant    Friend    behind  me 
(Mr.  Howard  Yincent),  I  may  state  that 
most  ample  inquiries  were  made  before 
intrusting    Messrs.  Yickers    with    this 
order,  as  to  their  means  of  production ; 
and   the  Director   of  Army  Contracts 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  place  them- 
selves in    a    position   to    execute  the 
orders  within  reasonable  time.    There  is 
.no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  pro- 
cess already  made. 

THE  IBI8H  PUBLIC  WORKS  COM- 
MISSION AND  THE  NAVAL  SURVEYS. 

Me.  MULHOLLAND  (Derry,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlemai\ 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe- 
.ther  it  is  his    intention   to  carry  into 
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effect  the  recommendation  embodied  in 
paragraphs  7  and  25  of  the  second  Re- 
port of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Irish 
Public  Works,  that  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Admiralty  should  appoint  one  of 
the  surveying  ships  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  to  make  sounding^  and  observa- 
tions with  special  reference  to  the  fishing 
grounds,  and  that  some  person  prac- 
tically acquainted  with  the  requirements 
of  deep-sea  fishing  should  be  placed  on 
board  the  vessel  so  assigned  in  order  to 
advise  and  assist  the  surveying  officers, 
and  to  collect  information  which  might 
be  useful  to  the  fishing  industry  ? 

Thr  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamil'on,  Middlesex, 
Ealiug) :  The  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  are  in  yery  general 
terms.  The  Admiralty  would  be  glad 
to  consider  on  its  merits  any  specific 
proposal  made  to  them  on  this  subject ; 
but  they  cannot  at  the  present  time 
undertake  to  divert  a  surveying  ship 
from  the  far  more  important  work  of 
correcting  the  charts  used  for  general 
purposes  of  navigation  for  any  less 
important  object. 

THE  INDIAN  AND  AUSTRALIAN  MAILS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  have  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  why  mails  from  Australia  by 
the  long  sea  route  are  taken  to  the 
Plymouth  Post  Office  to  be  sorted  instead 
of  being  dealt  with  in  the  travelling  post 
office,  Plymouth  via  Bristol ;  whether 
this  is  an  exceptiopal  delay,  which  does 
not  occur  in  the  case  of  letters  which 
arrive  by  sea  from  America,  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  West  Indies,  and  New 
Zealand ;  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  why  5.000  letters  from  India 
and  Australia  for  Scotland  and  Ireland 
were  not  forivarded  by  the  down  Irish 
day  mail  of  the  1 8th  instant;  by  what 
despatch  were  they  ultimately  forwarded ; 
and  how  many  hours'  delay  were  these 
letters  subjected  to  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raises,  Cambridge  University): 
The  mails  from  Australia,  brought  to 
Plymouth  by  the  long  sea  route  at  re- 
duced postage  rates,  average  only  about 
3,000  letters,  and  they  are  easily  dis- 
posed of  at  the  Plymouth  Post  Office — a 
plan  which  does  not  generally  involve 
delay.  To  forward  them  by  special  train, 
as  is  done  sometimes  with  the  large  and 
important  mails   from   the   Cape,  the 
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West  ladies,  and  New  Zealand,  would 
oo«t  about  £46  p«r  mail,  an  expense  far 
ereater  than  wonld  be  warranted  bj 
tbe  importance  of  the  correspond  en  ce, 
irbioh  the  senders  have  de^igfnedly  for- 
varded  for  economy's  sake  by  the  long 
«ea  route  in  preference  to  tbe  dearer  but 
-quicker  route  of  Brindisi.  As  regards 
the  second  question,  I  may  explain  that 
it  was  through  a  combination  of  unto- 
ward oiroumstances  that  some  5,000 
letters  for  the  country  districts  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  lost  the  Grst  des- 
Satoh  on  the  1 8th  of  March,  and  were 
elayedfromfourtotwelTehours.  These 
letters  formed  part  of  about  35,000 
letters  for  the  provinces,  which  reached 
London  a  short  time  before  the  despatch 
of  the  down  Irish  day  mail,  and  had  to 
he  dealt  with  at  tbe  same  time  as  two 
American  mails.  NeverthelesB,  30,000 
of  the  Indian  and  Australian  letters 
were  despatched  by  the  outgoing  mails, 
including  all  those  for  England,  and 
nearly  all  for  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  and 
Publin.  Tbe  Sootch  and  Irish  provin- 
oial  letters  geuerally  take  linger  to  sort 
than  the  rest  of  the  correspondence, 
owing  to  the  intricacy  of  the  sorting.  I 
have  again  to  apologise  to  the  House  for 
occupying  its  time  with  trivial  details  of 
this  description. 

Ub.  HENNIKEK  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that,  in  consequence  of 
this  answer,  I  will  move,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  that  the  salary  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Postmaster 
General  bereducedby£2,4S9  Ibis.  11  jd- 
— that  is  to  ^d. ;  and  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  tbe  answer  to  show  that  the 
statement  just  made  is  not  in  accordance 
with  facts. 


Hb.  THOHAS  ELLI8  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  sentence  of  five  years'  penal 
servitude  passed  by  Hr.  Justice  Qran- 
tham  upon  James  Taylor  at  the  Cardiff 
Assise,  as  reported  in  the  South  IFalu 
£eAo  of  Friday,  14th  March,  for  an  in- 
decent assault ;  whether  in  the  morning 
papers  of  the  following  day  the  Sentence 
IS  stated  to  be  18  months'  penal  serri- 
tude ;  which  of  the  two  periods  the  eon- 
vioted  man  is  undersoinff ;  and,  whether 
he  can  aooonnt  for  the  disorepancy  f 


Mb.  MATTHEWS:  My  attention 
baa  been  called  to  this  case.  The 
original  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
was  passed  by  inadvertence,  and  was 
corrected  tbe  same  day  by  the  learned 
Judge,  who  imposed  a  sentence  of  18 
months'  imprisonment. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
Mb.    PATRICK  O'BEIEN   (Mona- 

§han,  X.) :  I  wish  to  ask  tbe  Chief 
ecretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  give  the  dates  re- 
spectively upon  which  District  Inspector 
Seddall  left  bis  duties  in  Ireland,  on 
subpoena  from  the  Timet,  to  attend  the 
Royal  Commission  Court,  and  returned 
thereto ;  and  whether,  as  he  was  not 
examined  and  was  not  in  daily  attend- 
ance at  Court,  he  can  say  if  he  was 
engaged  in  preparing  evidence  for  the 
2Vnw«;and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  give 
the  names  of  the  police  officers  or  other 
witnesses  Tith  whom  be  was  so  en- 
gaged? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  in- 
formed that  District  Inspector  Seddall 
continued  in  London  throughout  Novem- 
ber. He  was  not  engaged  in  preparing 
any  evidence  for  the  TYmm,  but  merely 
waiting  in  obedience  to  the  subptBua 
to  be  called  before  the  Court. 

IRELAND— THE   CASE   OF  MR.  STACK. 

SiK  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton) :  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
to  state  what  was  tbe  legal  offeoce  of 
which  Mr.  Stack  was  convicted  at 
Tralee  on  12th  February  last;  what 
was  the  conduct  for  which  he  was 
connoted  i  and  whether  there  was  any 
evidence  affeating  Mr.  Stack  personally, 
other  than  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Ceml 
Roche,  R.M.  ? 

Thr  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Unt- 
Tersi^) :  Hr.  Stack  was  ordered  by 
Captain  Welsh,  Resident  Magistrate,  to 
find  sureties  for  his  good  behaviour,  as 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary,  in  his  answer  to  a 
former  question.  He  was  so  ordered 
because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Ms^e- 
trate,  the  conduct  of  which  he  was  guilty 
was  calculated  to  lead  to  a  serious  breach 
of  the  peace.  He  was  not  convicted  of 
any  offence,  but  was  sentenced  in  the 
ordinary  way  to  imprisonment  in  default 
of  bail.    Tbe  case  was  dealt  with  by  the 
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Mesfm.  Vickers ;  and,  whether  Messrs. 
Tickers  had  ever  made  gans;  and,  if  so, 
how  many  ? 

Mr.  HOWARD    VINCENT   (Shef- 
field) :    Before  my  right  hon.   Friend 
answers  this  question,  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  if  the  War  Office  has  not  been 
thoroughly  satisfied  that  Messrs.  Yickers 
have  every  possible  appliance  for  the 
manufacture  of  finished  guns,  and  if  the 
bigh  reputation  of  their  steel  forgings 
and  those  of    Messrs.    Cammell     and 
Brown  does  not  justify  the  full  confi- 
dence of  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  in 
their    endeavours  to   stimulate    Home 
Industry  ? 
*The   secretary  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman    (Captain    Selwyn) 
who  has  put  the  first  question,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  am  informed  that  all  the 
firms  which    had  expressed  a  wish  to 
entertain   the  question  of  the  manufac- 
ture of    guns   were  invited  to  tender. 
Messrs.  Brown   and  Messrs.    Cammell 
were  not   among    the    number.     It  is 
understood  that  these  firms  and  Messrs. 
Yickers  had  made  forging^  for  guns,  but 
not  guns  themselves.     The  information 
upon  which  tenders  were  invited  was  not 
complete,  but  it  was  sufficient  for  the 
firms  which  had  been  invited,    all  of 
whom  tendered.     The  principal  share  of 
the  order  fell  to   Messrs.  Yickers,  the 
remainder,  including  some  heavy  guns, 
went  to  Sir  W.  Armstrong  and  Co.,  and 
of  course   neither  Messrs.  Yickers  nor 
any  other  firm  which  had  not  previously 
made  heavy  guns  would  have   gone  to 
the  expense  of  setting  up  plant  without 
a   substantial    order.     In  reply  to    my 
hon.    and   gallant    Friend    behind   me 
(Mr.  Howard  Yincent),  I  may  state  that 
most  ample  inquiries  were  made  before 
intrusting    Messrs.  Yickers    with    this 
order,  as  to  their  means  of  production  ; 
and   the   Director   of  Army  Contracts 
was  satisfied  that  they  could  place  them- 
selves in    a    position    to    execute  the 
orders  within  reasonable  time.    There  is 
no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  pro- 
gress already  made. 

THE  IRISH  PUBLIC  WORKS  COM- 
MISSION AND  THE  NAVAL  SURVEYS. 

MR.MULHOLLAND(Derry,  N.):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlemai^ 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther it  is  his    intention   to  carry  into 

Captain  8$lwyn 


effect  the  recommendation  embodied  in 
paragraphs  7  and  25  of  the  second  Be- 
port  of  the  Boyal  Oommission  on  Iziah 
Public  Works,  that  the  Commiasioners 
of  the  Admiralty  should  appoint  one  of 
the  surveying  ships  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  to  make  soundings  and  observa- 
tions with  special  reference  to  the  fishing 
grounds,  and  that  some  person  prac- 
tically acquainted  with  the  requirementa 
of  deep-sea  fishing  should  be  placed  on 
board  the  vessel  so  assigned  in  order  to 
advise  and  assist  the  surveying  officers, 
and  to  collect  information  which  might 
be  useful  to  the  fishing  industry  ? 

Thk  FraST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Haiol'on,  Middleaex, 
Ealing) :  The  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Oommission  are  in  very  general 
terms.  The  Admiralty  would  be  glad 
to  consider  on  its  merits  any  specific 
proposal  made  to  them  on  this  subject ; 
but  they  cannot  at  the  present  time 
undertake  to  divert  a  surveying  ship 
from  the  far  more  important  work  of 
correcting  the  charts  used  for  general 
purposes  of  navigation  for  any  less 
important  object. 

THE  INDIAN  AND  AUSTRALIAN  MAILS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oanter- 
bury) :  I  have  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  why  mails  from  Australia  by 
the  long  sea  route  are  taken  to  the 
Plymouth  Post  Office  to  be  sorted  instead 
of  being  dealt  with  in  the  travelling  post 
office,  Plymouth  via  Bristol ;  whether 
this  is  an  exceptional  delay,  which  does 
not  occur  in  the  case  of  letters  which 
arrive  by  sea  from  America,  Oape  of 
Good  Hope,  West  Indies,  and  New 
Zealand  ;  whether  he  will  cause  inquixy 
to  be  made  why  5.000  letters  from  India 
and  Australia  for  Scotland  and  Ireland 
were  not  forivarded  by  the  down  Iriah 
day  mail  of  the  1 8th  instant;  by  what 
despatch  were  they  ultimately  forwarded; 
and  how  many  hours'  delay  were  thece 
letters  subjected  to  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  Oambridge  University): 
The  mails  from  Australia,  brought  to 
Plymouth  by  the  long  sea  route  at  re- 
duced postage  rates,  average  only  about 
3,000  letters,  and  they  are  easily  dia« 
posed  of  at  the  Plymouth  Post  Office — a 
plan  which  does  not  generally  involve 
delay.  To  forward  them  by  special  train, 
as  is  done  sometimes  with  the  large  and 
important  mails   from   the   Oape,   the 
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Weat  Indies,  and  New  Zealand,  would 
«oat  abont  £46  per  mail,  an  expense  far 
grsBter  than  would  be  warranted  by 
the  importance  of  the  oorrespondenoe, 
irhiob  the  senders  have  de«ig;nedl7  for- 
warded for  economy's  sake  by  the  long 
-sea  route  in  preference  to  the  dearer  but 
quicker  routo  of  Brindisi.  As  regards 
-uie  second  qnestion,  I  may  explain  that 
it  was  through  a  combination  of  unto- 
ward oiroumstanoes  that  some  5,000 
letters  for  the  country  districts  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  lost  the  6rst  des- 
Satoh  on  the  18th  of  U&rch,  and  were 
elayedfromfourto twelTohours.  These 
letters  formed  part  of  abont  36,000 
letters  for  the  provinces,  which  reached 
London  a  short  time  before  the  despatch 
of  the  down  Irish  day  mail,  and  had  to 
be  dealt  with  at  the  same  time  as  two 
American  mails.  Nererthelesfl,  30.000 
of  the  Indian  and  Australian  letters 
were  despatched  by  t&e  outgoing  mails, 
including  all  those  for  England,  and 
Dearly  all  for  Edinburgh,  Olasgow,  and 
DubliD.  The  Scotch  and  Irish  provin- 
cial letters  generally  take  linger  to  sort 
than  the  rest  of  the  correspondeaoe, 
owing  to  the  intricacy  of  the  sorting.  I 
have  again  to  apologise  to  the  House  for 
occupying  its  time  with  trivial  details  of 
this  description. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that,  in  consequence  of 
this  answer,  I  will  move,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  that  the  salary  of 
my  right  hon.  Fnend  the  Postmaster 
General  be  reduced  by  £2,499  19s.  1  l}d. 
—that  is  to  id. ;  and  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  tbe  answer  to  show  that  the 
.statement  j  ust  made  is  not  in  accordance 
with  facts. 

CABDIFF    A83IZE8-CASE    OF    JA8. 

TAYLOE. 
Hr.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  sentence  of  five  years'  penal 
servitude  passed  by  Mr.  Justice  Gran- 
tham upon  James  Taylor  at  the  Cardiff 
Assize,  as  reported  in  the  South  Waitt 
£ch>  ot  Friday,  14th  March,  for  an  in- 
decent assault ;  whether  in  the  morning 
papers  of  the  following  day  tbe  sentence 
IS  stated  to  be  18  months'  penal  servi- 
tude ;  which  of  tbe  two  periods  the  oon- 


vioted  man  is  undei 


.rgomg 


and,  whether 


be  can  account  for  the  discrepancy  f 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  case.  The 
original  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
was  passed  by  inadvertence,  and  was 
corrected  the  same  day  by  the  learned 
Judge,  who  imposed  a  sentence  of  18 
months'  imprisonment. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Ma.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  ChifJ 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  give  the  dates  re- 
spectively upon  which  District  Inspector 
Seddall  left  his  duties  io  Ireland,  on 
Bubpcena  from  the  Tiine»,  to  attend  the 
Royal  Commissioa  Court,  and  returned 
thereto ;  and  whether,  as  he  was  not 
examined  and  was  not  in  daily  attend- 
ance at  Court,  he  can  say  if  he  was 
engaged  in  preparing  evidence  fur  the 
Tttn^ ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  give 
the  names  of  the  police  officers  or  other 
witnesses  with  whom  he  was  so  en- 
gaged? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFODE:  I  am  in- 
formed that  Dbtrict  Inspector  Seddall 
continued  iu  London  throughout  Novem- 
ber. He  was  not  engaged  in  preparing 
any  evidence  for  the  Timg;  but  merely 
waiting  in  obedience  to  the  subpceaa 
to  be  called  before  the  Court. 

IHELAND— THE   CASE   OF  MR.  STACK. 

SiH  H.  DAVET  (Stockton) ;  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
to  state  what  was  the  legal  offence  of 
which  Mr.  Stack  was  convicted  at 
Tralee  on  12th  February  last;  what 
was  the  conduct  for  which  be  was 
convicted ;  and  whether  there  was  any 
evidence  affenting  Mr.  Stack  personalljr, 
other  than  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Ceoil 
Roche,  R.M.  ? 

Thb  80LI0IT0H  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity): Mr.  Stack  waa  ordered  by 
Captain  Welsh,  Resident  Magistrate,  to 
find  sureties  for  his  good  behaviour,  as 
stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary,  in  his  answer  to  a 
former  question.  He  was  so  ordered 
because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Magis- 
trate, the  conduct  of  which  he  was  guilty 
was  calculated  to  lead  to  a  serious  breach 
of  the  peace.  He  was  not  convicted  of 
any  offence,  but  was  sentenced  in  the 
ordinary  way  to  imprisonment  in  default 
of  bail.    The  case  was  dealt  with  by  the 
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PROBATE  DUTIES  AND  LOCAL 
TAXATION. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE   aaked    the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  at  what  time 
the  proportion  of  Probate  Duties  granted 
by  raruament  in  relief  of  local  taxation 
will  be  applied  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  is 
possible  to  mention  the  probable  sums 
that  will  be  so  annually  cUstributed  ? 
♦Thk  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CHEOUEE  (Mr.  J.  G.  Goscheh,   St. 
George's,     Hanover    Square) :     With 
regard  to  the  great  bulk  of  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  grant,  which  goes  in  equal 
moieties  to  the   relief    of  county  cess 
and  of    poor  rate,  I  understand    that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  reg^ations  pro- 
vide    that     the      Local     Government 
Board  shall  submit  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, as  boon  after  the  dlst  of  March 
as  may  be  practicable,  a  statement  show- 
ing the  amount  of  the  grant  to  which 
each    Board    of   Guardians    and   road 
authority  is  entitled  in  respect  of  the 
financial  year  ending  on  that  day ;  and, 
on  receiving  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  ap- 
proval of  such  grants,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  shall  cause  payment  thereof 
to  be  made  by  means  of  orders  on  the 
Paymaster  General.    With  regard  to  the 
£6,000  payable  to  the   Eoyal  Dublin 
Society,   I  underBtand  that   the    Lord 
Lieutenant    has  made  regulations    by 
which  this  sum  shall  be  paid  to  that 
society  as  soon  after  the  Ist  of  January 
in  each  year  as  his  Excellency  shall 
direct.     It  is  impossible  to  state  the 
exact  amount  of  the  Probate  Duty  grant 
to  Ireland,  as  it  depends  on  the  yield  of 
the  Probate  Duty  in  any  given  year. 
This  year  Ireland  receives  9  per  cent  of 
one-tFiird  of  the  Probate  Duty,  and  this 
grant  is  exp^^ted  to  amount  to  some- 
thing between  £120,000  and  £130,000. 
In  future  yeais  Ireland  will  receive  9 

?or  cent  of  half  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
f  the  Probate  Duty  during  the  coming 
year  yields  at  the  same  rate  as  during 
the  prebcut  year,  Ireland  will  receive 
about  £iyO,000. 


HER  MAJESTY'S  SHIP  SULTAX. 

SiK  JOUN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets) asked  the  Firbt  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  can  give  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  prospects  of  raising 
H.M.S.  Sultan;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  very  considerable  amount  of  dead 
weight  had  to  be  carried  in  this  ship  as 


ballast;  if  m^  what  was  the  amount  of 
such  dead  weight  wo  earned ;  when  and 
by  whom  was  the  thUUm  designed  ? 

LoBD  O.  HAMILTON:    The  latest 
telegram  from  the  Oommander-in-Ohief 
in  the  Mediterranean  speake  yexy  dis- 
oouragingly  of  any  hopes  of  raising  the 
SuUan.    The  Adnuraltj  hare  lequested 
a  salvage  company,  who  have  speoial 
experience   in  work   of   this    sort,   to 
examine  and   report   on   the    aahject. 
The  buiUn  carries  460  tons  of  iron  and 
cement  ballast  equivalent  to  about  one 
foot  of  increased  ^ught.     She  was  de- 
signed   by  Mr.  Beed,  now  Sir  E.  J. 
Heed,  when  Chief  Oonstructor  of  the 
Navy  in  1868.    The  ballast  was  added 
after  Mr.  Reed  left  the  Admiralty,  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Gonstmetive 
Department,  in  order  to  give  the  sta- 
bility that  was  considered  neoeesary. 
I     Sib   J.  COLOMB:   Does  the  noble 
Lord  the    First    Lord   of   the  Admi- 
ralty    know    whether    the     Van§Mm4 
also  carried  a  large  amount  of  dead 
weight,  and  that  at  this  moment  there 


are  other  ships  carrying  dead  weight? 

Sib  E.  J.  BEED  (Cardiff) :  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  the  designer  of  the  8uUim 
was  consulted  before  the  ballast  was 
put  into  her  ? 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON:  The 
Sultan  was  designed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  E.  J.  Beed),  and  with  another 
deck  battery  the  ballast  was  rendered 
necessary. 

LoBD  G.  BEBESFOBD  (Maiylebone) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether,  m 
the  event  of  the  Salvage  Company  beings 
able  to  raise  the  vessel,  he  will  submit 
the  proposal  to  the  House  before  accept- 
ing it  ?  I  should  regard  it  as  a  waste* 
!  of  money. 

I  Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Of  course  the 
I  expense  will    be  a  serious  matter  for 

!  consideration. 

I 

'  RECOVERY  OF  LAND  IN  IRELAND. 

;  Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOR  :  I  wish 
'  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
I  if  he  can  state  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the 
j  Beturn  to  an  Order  of  the  House  of  the 

25th  February  of  the  Civil  Bills  in 
I  Ejectment  and  Writs  for  Beooveiy  of 
:  Land  in  Ireland  ? 

I  Mr.  MADDEN :  The  Beturn  is  an 
.  exceedingly  difficult  one.  There  are 
!  some  200,000  documents  to  examinei 
i  and    that    investigation    will    take    a^ 

month  or  more  to  complete. 
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THE   REPRESENTATION    OF 
ROCHESTER. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  yet  received  an  application  for  the 
Stewardship  of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds 
from  the  Member  for  Rochester  (Colonel 
Hughes- Hallett;  and,  if  so,  has  it  been 
granted? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  application  has 
been  received. 


impossible  that  gas  of  any  importance 
would  be  g^ven  off  after  such  a  lapse  of 
time. 

Mb.  fen  WICK:  Is  the  Home  Sec- 
retary aware  that  Parry,  in  his  evidence 
in  answer  to  the  Coroner,  said  that  he 
had  made  no  report  as  to  finding  gas  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  cannot  answer 
as  to  the  exact  words,  but  the 
substance  of  the  evidence  was  that  he 
had  made  no  report,  because,  having 
searched  for  gas,  he  found  none. 


Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Mb.  FEN  WICK :  Is  the  Home  Sec- 
Gentleman  state  what  is  the  rule  with  retary  aware  that  no  report  of  the  ex- 
regard  to  a  Member  va^tiug  his  seat  amioation  was  made  in  the  book  in  ac- 
hy being  absent  without  leave;  and  cordance  with  Rule  50  of  the  Mines 
whether  any  communication  has  passed  Regulation  Act,  1887  ? 
between  Colonel  Hughes-Hallett  and  Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  read  the 
the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the  Trea-  whole  section  to  be  that  a  report  is 
sury?  to  be  made  if  gas  is  found.  Parry, 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  unable  to  rightly  or  wrongly,  although  he  heard  a 
answer  the  question.  The  general  rule  i^oise,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
with  regard  to  the  acceptance  of  the  ^*^®  ^^  f  *®'  ^®  searched,  but  found  no 
Chiltem  Hundreds  is  hiid  down  in  ga®*  *^d,  therefore,  we  need  no  report. 
**May*s  Parliamentary  Practice."  Mr.  FEN  WICK :  WUl  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  say  that  a  report  ought  not 

THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT  ^  ^®  made  in   every  case,  either  as  to 

Mr.   FENWICK    (Northumberland,'  S""  ^'ir^  ""^  ^*'  """  '^^  condition  of 

STtftr^   the'^H^me  X^men^t  ^Mr     MATTHEWS :     If    the    hon. 

whether  his  attention  had  been  called  5f®?^?F  "^^^    look   at  Rule  4  of  the 

to  a  report  in  the  Labour  Trthune  touch-  ^^  Mines  Regulation  Act,  he  will  find 

ing  the  death  of  the  20  coUiers  at  Pend-  **^®  ^^'^®  *'^®'®- 

well  Colliery,  in  North  Wales  ;  whether  M»-  FENWICK  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 

it  is  true  tbat  William  Parry,  fireman,  ^^^^  I  ^^1  put  a  further  question   on 

stated  in   his  evidence   *'  tbat,  on  the  ^^^  subject, 
morning  of  the  explosion,  when  he  visited 

the  spot  where  it  took  place,  he  heard  BURIALS  IN  WALES, 

gas  blowing  or  singing  at  the  top  end  Mr.  FENWICK :  I  wish  to  ask  the 

of  the  back  brow  ;  '*  and  whether  any  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 

mention  of  this  fact  appears  in  the  Re-  ment  whether  his  attention   has  been 

port  Book,  as  provided  for  in  Rule  4,  called  to  a  report  in  the  Labour  Tribune 

tteotion  I,  of  *' The  Coal  Mines  Regu-  of  March  23.  that  the  Vicar  of  Uanarvon 

lationAct,  1887?"  refused   to  inter  the  body  of  Thomas 

Mr.   MATTELEWS  :    I  have  seen  a  Williams,  one  of  the  victims  of  the  late 

report  of  the  inquest.     William  Parry  explosion  in  North  Wales,  on  Sunday, 

gave  evidence  as  quoted;  but  he  also  March  17,   ''upon  the  grounds  that  it 

stated  that  he  tried  for  gas  with  his  was  immoral  to  bury  the  dead  upon  the 

lamp  and  found  none,  and  for  tbat  reason  Lord's  Day  ; ''   and  if  this  report  was 

did  not  report  the  presence  of  gas  in  true,   what  steps  the   Government   in- 

the  Report  Book.     The    inspector  has  tended  to  take  to  put  a  stop  to  such  pro- 

personally  examined  the  back  brow  in  ceediogs  in  the  future  ? 

question,  and  informs  me  that  he  heard  Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 

the  singing  noise,  but  that  there  was  no  seen  the   statement   in  question.     The 

gas  present,  and  the  noise  was  due  prin-  vicar  informs  me  that  it  has  no  founda- 

cipally  to  water.     The  back  brow  had  tion  whatever  in  truth.    .  He  has  buried 

been  standing  for  the  last  three  years,  people  on  Sundays,  and  is  ready  to  do 

and  in  the  opinion  of  the  inspector  it  is  so  again. 
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thia  OMe,  and  aome  ftpparent  h&rdahip 
on  the  locality,  and  I  am  conodeiing 
ThflthoT  any  relief  oan  be  afforded  with- 
out raising  a  dangemua  preoedeat. 

MARINE  INSURANCE. 
Ma.  HO WABD  VINCENT  aAodtha 
PreodeDt  ot  the  Board  of  Trade  if  hia 
atteDtioD  had  been  colled  to  the  article 
in  the  NinettantA  Vtnlurf  Magazine, 
by  Hr.  Bamuitl  Plimsoll,  entitled 
"  TwelTe  Millions  Wasted  in  The  8oa"  ; 
and  if  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majes^'s  QoTemment  to  re-introdnce 
the  proposals  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  pro- 
hibiting  the  inauranoe  of  vessels  and 
their  cargoes  in  material  excess  of  their 
ralue? 

•SlE  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Yee,  Sir,  I 
have  read  this  article.  It  is  well  that 
public  opinion  should  be  directed  to  this 
most  important  subject,  but  I  fear  that 
I  cannot  promise  legislation  this  year. 

IRELAND  — THE  IMPKISONMENT  OP 
MR.  WILLUM    O'BRIEN,   M.P. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  has  ascertained  that  at  the 
instance  of  "  suspects  "  confined  in  Dun- 
dalk  Qaol  in  1881  a  Prisons  Board 
Inquiry  was  held,  and  the  prisoners  were 
permitted  to  be  present  at  the  examina- 
tion of  the  officials  and  to  cross-examine 
them;  and  whether  this  precedent  will 
be  applied  to  the  case  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr.  WiUiam 
O'Brien  > 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOHK :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  an  inquiry  was  held  at  Sundalk 
Prison  in  December,  1881,  into  varioui 
complaints  made  by  "suspect"  pri- 
soners, and  that  certain  of  these 
prisoners  were  permitted  to  be  present 
and  to  cross- examine,  but  that  thia 
would  not  form  a  precedent  in  the  case 
of  the  inquiry  iuto  the  prison  treatment 
of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  inasmuch  as 
he  was  neither  the  person  complained 
against  nor  complaining. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther this  eo-called  inquiry  was  closed 
last  Wednesday  without  calling  Dr. 
Byan,  the  Mayor  of  Clonmel,  or  any 
of  the  Visiting  Justices ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  Mr.  O'Brien  would 


callad,    the   (^xntanit^   will    be* 

^^.  A.  J.  BALTOUH:  Mr.  O'Brien 
has  been  examined.  ^H^th  r^aid  to- 
the  other  gentlemen,  if  they  oan  ahow 
that  they  oould  give  any  diraet  evidenoe- 
bearing  on  the  matter,  no  doubt  thoy 
will  be  examined.  As  to  the  Mayor  ^ 
Clonmel,  he  has  stated  in  this  Hoose- 
that  his  information  has  been  derired 
from  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  aak  wlt»- 
tber,  as  the  hon.  Member  the  Mayor  of 
Clonmel  and  Dr.  Byan  oould  give  im- 
portant direct  evidenoe  as  to  the  condi- 
tion in  which  they  found  Mr.  O'Bricmr 
they  will  be  heard  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOim :  I  am  deaizoDS- 
of  following  precedent;  bnt  I  am  not 
aware  of  what  the  precedent  is.  If 
these  gentlemen  have  direct  eridenee  to 
give,  r  suppose  the  Inspector  oonduot- 
ing  the  inquiry  will  have  no  objeotioiL 
to  hearing  it. 

THE    ANCKETILL   ESTATE. 
Me.    PATEICK   O'BRIEN  (Mona- 

§han,  N.);  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Solioitor' 
eaeral  for  Irehmd  if  he  has  asoer- 
tained  by  whom  the  order,  parporting' 
to  be  the  Judgment  of  Judge  Flanagan,, 
was  entered  in  the  books  of  the  Land 
Judges  Court  (Ireland),  under  date 
3rd  August  1881,  in  the  case  of  the 
Scottish  Provident  Institution,  petition- 
ers, r.  Hugh  Gill  Patterson,  tenant  od: 
the  Ancketill  Estate,  county  Uonaghaur 
and  which  was  subsequently  diecbarged' 
by  Judge  Flanagan  on  3rd  June,  1882  ;: 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  the  Government 
intend  taking  to  deal  with  the  person  or 
persons  by  whom  the  entry  was  made, 
and  the  Begietrar  in  whose  custody  the 
books  sref  I  would  also  like  to  ask 
whether,  considering  that  it  has  been 
alleged,  and,  I  think,  proved,  that  the- 
order  was  forced  against  the  tenant  in- 
the  interest  of  the  Insurance  Company,, 
he  will  not  direct  an  investigation  in 
order  to  aacertain  by  whom  the  order- 
was  enforced.  Further,  I  would  like  to 
know  if  the  Judgment  was  enforced  at 
the  instance  of  Mr.  Scott,  the  solicitor 
to  the  Scotch  Provident  Institution,  and 
whether  ha  thinks  it  advisable^^ 
*Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order!  The 
bon.  Member  must  give  notice  of  these 
questions  in  the  usual  way. 

Ma.  O'BEIEN  :  I  must  respeotfully- 
Bubmit  to  your  ruling.  Sir,  but  I  in— 
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daded    these    qaeetions  In  the  aotioe 
which  I  handed  in  at  the  T^ble. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!  They 
were  struck  out  because  th^  were  not 
in  order. 

Mb-  0*BRIEN  :  But  Sir— ^ 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  or^er ! 
Mb.  O'BRIEN :   Then,  as  |  am  not 
allowed  to  put  my  questions  in  this  way, 
I  will  bring  the  matter  up  on  tl^e  Esti- 
mates. 

THE  NEW  NAVY  PROG&AMME. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFQRD 
(Marylebone,  £.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  actual  net  increase  on  the  Ship- 
building Vote,  as  proposed  for  the  next 
fire  years,  is  as  a  matter  of  fact  only 
£9,(535,000,  arrived  at  by  the  follow- 
ing calculation :  —New  Programme,  as 
stated,  £21,500,000;  less  Armaments, 
£2,b50,000;  total,  £18,650,000;  was- 
tage, as  described  in  page  16  of  State- 
ment, Naval  Estimates  1887,  allowing 
for  tive  years,  £9,015,000;  actual  in- 
creaseon  Shipbuilding  Vote,  £9,635,000? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
amount  of  new  construction,  excluding 
cost  of  armament  and  incidental  charges, 
for  which  provision  is  made  under  our 
scheme  duriug  the  next  five  years,  is  as 
follows:— Ships  in  hand,  £1,550,000; 
New  Programme,  £16,150,000;  pro- 
vision for  fresh  work  as  New  Programme 
approaches  completion  in  1893-4, 
£3,000,000  ;  total,  £20,700,000 ;  abate 
wastage  on  the  Fleet  calculated  on  same 
basis,  £9,200,000;  total,  £11,500,000. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  naval  ship- 
building is  a  going  concern.  We  have 
to  associate  the  completion  of  ships  in 
hand  with  the  commencement  of  a  New 
Programme,  and  as  the  New  Profl;ramme 
approaches  completion  to  combine  its 
finish  with  the  laying  down  of  new  ships 
for  the  future.  Our  New  Programme  is 
therefore  only  part  of  the  work  of  new 
construction  for  which  provision  has 
been  made  during  the  next  five  years. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD: 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  to  the 
question,  may  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  if 
the  £21,000,000  includes  the  sum 
to  be  expended  on  ships  not  yet 
completed  *? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Yes, 
I  stated  that  the  amount  of  money  neces- 
sary to  complete  the  ships  so  far  as  con- 
struction is  concerned  was  £1,550,000. 


THE  IMMIGRATION   OF  FOREIGNERS' 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field.  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  continuous  stream 
of  able-bodied  British  and  Irish  emi* 
grants  to  trans-oceanic  lands,  where 
their  labour  and  wages  will  be  ade- 
quately protected  from  foreign  competi- 
tion and  depreciation,  while  the  immi- 
gration into  the  United  Kingdom  of 
considerable  numbers  of  expatriated 
pauper  foreigners  continues  unchecked ; 
and  if  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  matter,  or  to  re-constitute  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session  on  Emigra- 
tion and  Immigration  (Foreigners),  with 
a  view  to  speedy  and  definite  proposals 
being  made  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  J.  T.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich) :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
passage  in  the  hon.  Member's  question 
which  says  that  **  their  labour  and 
wages  would  be  adequately  protected 
from  foreign  competition  and  deprecia- 
tion "  is  not  argumentative,  and  there- 
fore inadmissible  as  a  question  ? 

«Mr.  SPEAEIER  :  It  would  be  better 
if  that  portion  of  the  hon.  Member'e 
question  had  been  omitted. 

Mr.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton)  t 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  evidence  taken,  and  re- 
ported tj  the  Select  Committee  last 
year,  did  not  negative  the  allegation 
that  any  considerable  immigration  of 
expatriated  foreign  paupers  took  place  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  In  answer  to 
the  last  question,  I  have  not  been  able 
myself  to  refer  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Select  Committee ;  but  that 
evidenge  is  still  incomplete,  and  it  would 
be  quite  out  of  the  question  to  arrive  at 
a  conclusion  upon  it  one  way  or  the 
other.  In  anower  to  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  he 
will  see  that  there  is  a  Motion  down  on 
to-day's  Paper  for  the  re-appointment 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Emigration 
and  Immigration  of  Foreigners. 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  can 
now  fix  the  date  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  disagreeing  with  the  Treasury 
Minute  on  Perpetual  Pensions? 
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•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  depends 
flolely  on  the  progress  made  with  the 
Ci^  Service  EstiraateB.  I  hope  to  find 
An  early  opportunity. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  hopes  to  find  time. 
Does  he  intend  to  do  so  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly,  Sir, 
as  soon  as  possible. 

LONDON  OOAL  AND  WINE  DUES. 

ScB  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Dnrham, 
Barnard  Castle) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
liord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  has 
noticed  that,  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
London  County  Council,  that  Council 
declared  its  opinion  by  a  majority  of  76 
Totes  to  84,  ''  that  it  was  inexpedient  to 
renew  the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties 
Act,''  which  expires  on  July  1889 ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  are 
still  of  opinion  that  that  Act  should  not 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  the  view  which  they  have 
repeatedly  expressed,  that  this  is  a  ques- 
tion primarily  for  the  decision  ox  the 
Metropolis  itself,  and  they  will  not, 
therefore,  take  any  steps  to  bring  about 
a  renewal  of  the  Act  in  question. 

PENSIONS  TO  LORDS  OF  PARLIA- 
MENT. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I 
t>eg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  G^reasury 
whether  he  will  consent  to  the  issue  of 
the  Return  showing  the  names  of  all 
present  Lords  of  Parliament  who  are  in 
receipt  of  public  moneys  from  the 
National  Exchequer  (presented  to  the 
House  of  Lords  in  November  last),  in 
order  that  it  may  be  distribuf'ed  amongst 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
before  the  discussions  on  the  Eslunates 
for  the  coming  financial  year  are  entered 
upon? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  ascer- 
tained  that  there  are  a  sufficient  number 
of  the  Betums  in  stock  to  meet 
ordinary  requirements,  and  in  order, 
therefore,  to  save  the  expense  of 
reprinting  I  have  arranged  that  copies 
can  be  obtained  by  application  at  the 
Tote  Office. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mb.  BJEtOADHUBST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,    seeing    the   large 


amount  of  interest  on  both  aides  of  the 
House  taken  in  the  Motion  which  has 
the  first  place  on  2nd  April,  he  can 
give  an  assurance  that  the  GK>vemment 
will  not  move  the  suspension  of  the 
StandingOrders  on  that  date  ? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  at 
present  aware  of  any  necessity  for  ask- 
ing the  House  to  suspend  the  Standing 
Oraers  on  Tuesday,  the  2nd  of  A[uri^ 
and  I  have  personally  the  strong^t  wish 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  OenUeman 
(referring  to  the  condition  of  the  poor  in 
larffe  towns)  shall  be  discussed ;  but  he 
will  see  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
come  under  any  positive  engagement 
which  would  tie  my  hands  against  any 
conceivable  emergency. 

THE  ROTAL  COMMISSION  ON  NAVAL 
AND  MILITARY  ADMINISTRATION. 

LoBD  OHABLES  BEBESFOBD 
asked  the  First  Lord  •f  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  true  that  Captain  HaU 
(Royal  Navy)  has  been  appointed  to 
command  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  thereby 
causing  a  vacancy  for  the  post  of  Nayid 
Secretary  to  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
the  System  of  Administration  for  the 
Naval  and  Military  Services;  if  so, 
whether  the  vacancy  is  filled  up  by 
another  Naval  Officer;  and,  if  no^ 
whether  it  is  intended  to  fill  it  up  ? 
«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  the  case 
that  Captain  Hall  has  recently  been 
appointed  to  the  command  of  a  ship, 
ana  has  therefore  withdrawn  from  the 
post  of  one  of  the  Secretaries  to  the 
Boyal  Commission ;  but  as  the  Com- 
mission has  very  nearly  completed  ita 
labours,  it  has  not  been  thought  neces- 
sary to  appoint  another  Naval  Officer. 

P0RTRU8H  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Sib  CHA&LES  LEWIS  (Antrim, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
National  School  of  Marsh  Street,  Port- 
rusl^  county  Antrim,  was  entitied  by  the 
numbers  of  its  scholars  to  have  a  second 
monitor  appointed  in  the  month  of  June 
last;  whether  the  name  of  a  female 
monitor,  one  Annie  Scott,  was  supplied 
six  or  eight  weeks  prior  to  9th  June  to 
the  District  Inspector;  whether  the 
District  Inspector  failed  to  forward  such 
name  to  the  National  Board,  and  there- 
by the  school  has  been  deprived  of  the 
assistance  of  a  monitor,  and  has  had  its 
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teaching  staff  weakened  for  a  whole 
year,  it  beiog  stated  that  no  monitor 
can  be  appointed  till  June  next; 
whether  the  Board  is,  through  a  mis- 
take of  its  olerky  responsible  for  ten 
weeks'  delay  in  dealing  with  the 
managers'  complaint  in  this  matter, 
and  then  failed  to  remedy  it;  and 
whether  the  Board  will,  without  further 
delay,  allow  the  appointment  of  the 
suggested  female  monitor,  and  so  stop 
further  injury  to  the  school,  especially 
in  the  next  yearly  examination  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR .  The  Com- 
missioners  of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  no  school  is  entitled  to  have  a 
monitor  on  the  ground  of  numbers  alone. 
The  name  of  the  candidate  monitor  re- 
ferred to,  was  not  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Inspector  until  the  4th  of 
June.  He  thereupon  declined  to  re- 
commend the  proposed  appointment,  as 
the  school  already  possessed  one  female 
monitor.  The  manager  of  the  school 
wrote  some  three  months  afterwaids  to 
the  Oommissioners  on  the  subject.  The 
fact  that  their  reply  to  this  communica- 
tion went  to  the  wrong  address  in  no 
way  prejudiced  the  question,  the  Board 
being  of  the  opinion  that  the  Inspector 
acted  properly  in  the  matter.  The 
Board  is  unable  to  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  candidate  will  be  appointed  as 
second  female  monitor  in  this  school 
when  monitors  throughout  Ireland  are 
being  next  appointed  m  July. 

THE  TRAFFIC  IN  ETHEK  IN  IRELAND 
Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.)  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  a  peti- 
tion was  adopted  praying  Parliament  to 
regulate  the  traffic  in  ether  in  Ireland ; 
whether  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
ether  is  used  extensively  as  an  intoxi- 
cant in  certain  portions  of  the  counties 
of  Londonderry  and  Tyrone;  whether 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  this  by 
ooroners,  medical  officers,  the  police,  and 
the  officials  of  county  lunatic  asylums  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  he  will  consider  whe- 
I  ther  anything  can  be  done  to  stop  this 
great  and  increasing  evil  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  petition 
referred  to  appears  to  have  been  adopted 
as  stated.  The  constabulary  authorities 
report,  as  regards  parts  of  Londonderry, 
that  it  is  the  case  that  ether  is  constantly 


used  as  an  intoxicant,  and  the  resident 
physician  of  the  asylum  reports  that 
insanity  in  his  district  is  produced  in* 
many  instances  by  an  indulgence  in  this 
pernicious  habit,  combined  with  other 
causes.  The  constabulary  report,  witb 
respect  to  county  Tyrone,  that  the  habit 
of  ether  drinking  exists  in  two  localities,, 
but  in  a  limited  degree.  The  resident 
physician  of  the  asylum  states  that  he 
cannot  refer  to  any  particular  cases 
where  insanity  has  been  attributable  to 
the  habit  in  his  district,  but  that  sucli 
has  been  the  case  is  the  general  opinion 
there. 

MILITIA  PERMANENT  STAFF. 
Mb.      MACDONALD      CAMERON 
(Wick) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  intended  that 
paymaster  sergeants  and  orderly  room, 
sergeants  serving  with  Militia  on  army 
engagements,   and   who  have  attained, 
the  highest  non-commissioned  rank,  are 
to  be  deprived  of  such  rank  in  order  to 
become    assistants    to    paymaster  ser- 
geants and  orderly  room  sergeants* of 
regimental  dep6ts,  who  are  in  almost 
every  case  junior  to  the  former  by  ser* 
vice,  rank,  and  clerical  experience ;  and 
whether  it  is  in  contemplation  at  onoe- 
to  discharge  such  members  of  the  per- 
manent staff  of  Militia  with  the  rate  ot 
pension  to  which  they  would  be  entitled 
on  attaining  the  age  for  compulsory  re- 
tirement ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  There  is  na 
intention  of  altering  the  status  of  pay- 
master-sergeants or  orderly-room  ser- 
geants appointed  to  the  permanent  stafiT 
of  the  Militia  before  the  1  st  of  March; 
1888,  and  therefore  it  is  unnecessary  to- 
discharge,  for  that  reason,  any  of  them. 
Those  appointed  after  that  date  will  be 
styled  assistant  pajmaster-sergeants  and 
assistant  orderly-room  sergeants. 

CUSTOMS  STATISTICAL  DEPARTMENT  , 

Mb.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  intended  that  the  seven 
hours'  scheme  shall  be  applied  to  tha 
Upper  Division  section  of  clerks  in  the- 
Statistical  Department  of  Her  Majesty's 
Customs,  or  whether  the  forthcoming: 
reorganization,  and  consequent  reduc- 
tion of  the  staff,  will  affect  the  Lower 
Division  only;  and,  if  so,  whether  ha 
will  give  instructions  that  the  thre» 
Upper  DivinioQ  vacancies  in  that  Da- 
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partmeot  bo  at  onoe  allotted  to  the  re- 
dundant clerks,  who  are  entitled  to  them 
by  a  apeoifio  arrangement  sanctioned  by 
rbeasuiy  Minute  of  12th  Hay,  1880  ? 

Ma.  JAC3K80N :  The  application  of 
the  aeren  hours'  system  to  the  Upper 
Dirision  of  the  Statistical  Department 
is  suspended  for  the  present.  There  is 
anly  one  vacancy  at  present  to  which 
the  redundant  derks  can  claim  to  be 
promoted,  and  I  must  await  further  in- 
formation before  deciding  what  is  to  be 
.done  about  it. 

Me.  MACDONALD  OAMEKON  :  I 
-wish  to  know  if  it  is  true  that  the  Board 
of  Guatoma  are  making  arrangements 
to  6x  the  time  for  the  higher  officers  in 
that  establishment  at  1 1  o'clock  instead 
of  10? 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :   I  am  not  aware  of 


THE  MEBCHANDIZE  UABES  ACT. 

Mm.  OOTATITJS  T.  MOHQAN 
(Battereea) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  ii 
aware  that  the  Report  and  Oeneral 
Orders  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Customs  relating  to  "The 
Merchandize  Marks  Act,  1887,"  and  oon> 
tained  in  the  Thirty-second  Keport  on 
ihe  Customs,  oonrey  theimpreaaign  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners  the 
Act  applies  exclusively  to  imported 
manufaotured  articles,  and  not  to  do- 
meatio  manufactures;  and  whether  the 
■Commissioners  purpose  to  administer 
the  Act  in  relation  only  to  imported 
xnanufaotured  articles? 

Ms.  JACKSON  :  There  was  no  inten- 
tion of  conveying  the  impression  referred 
to.  The  Oommiasioners  of  Customs  are 
only  coacerned  with  that  part  of  the  Act 
which  refers  to  imported  goods,  and, 
therefore,  their  Beport  and  General 
Orders  are  restrioted  to  the  sections  of 
the  Act  that  are  administered  by  them. 

THE  CHILIAN  NITRATE  LOAN. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  I3AAC80N  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affaire,  with  reference  to  the  following 
question  which  was  plaoed  on  the  Paper 
on  August  3<      .  1867, 

"  Wlietherhiii  i  hai  been  drawn  to  li 

newChilUn  N  d  u  for  (11,113,781  which 
luu  been   negv>a»Ad    -  i  firm  of  MeMrt. 

BoUiiehild,  and  is  to  bt  nl  on  the  lit  or 
next  month.    And  wh  i%  into  conn. 

Mr.  MacdonM  I 
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deration  that  the  nitnte  deposit!  o!  tsnaaea, 
hypothecated  for  this  loan,  have  already,  ^a 
Jeoroe  of  the  Eiocntive  Govsmment  of  Pj"!. 
datod  1 1th  July  1871,  been  ipedally  and  afiao. 
lately  hypotheoaf«d  for  the  Loan  of  1872  for 
£S,BOO.OM,  the  Government  will  draw  the 
stbBD  tion  of  tie  Chilian  Government  and  Messrs. 
Rothschild  to  this  fact,  with  the  view  that  the 
claimB  of  Uie  creditor*  on  the  revenuee  of  Taia- 
pacawill  be  recognized  to  the  fullest  extent 
wamuilad  b;  jnitioe  and  International  Law,'' 
and  which  was  withdrawn  onthennder- 
standing  that  the  Chilian  Government 
intended  to  reoognixe  the  claims  of  the 
oreditora  on  the  revenues  of  Tarapaca, 
whether  the  Chilian  Gkivemment  intend 
to  carry  out  their  promise  ;  and  when  ? 
*8m  J.  FEEGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Governnment  are  not  aware  of  any  auoh 
understanding  as  is  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member— namely,  that  the  Chilian 
Government  intended  to  recognise  the 
claims  of  the  Peruvian  creditors  on  the 
revenues  of  Tarapaca.  What  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  understood  was  that 
the  Chilian  Government  were  prepared 
to  negotiate  for  the  settlement  of  those 
claims,  and  oommunications  have  passed 
between  the  two  Go ver omenta  on 
the  subject,  but  they  have  not  led  as  yet 
to  any  practical  result 


THE  MUSSEL  COMMITTEE. 
Ma.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  why  the  Bo- 
port  of  the  Uuasel  Committee  has  not 
yet  been  distributed  ? 
•SiE  J.  P.  B.  BOBERTflON  (Bute- 
shire) :  The  Beport  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  on  15th  Mawh. 
The  matter  is,  therefore,  in  the  hands  of 
the  printer.  I  am  informed  that  they 
hope  to  issue  it  before  the  end  of  thia 
week. 

THE  EDDOATION  CODE 
Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  Ma^ 

I  ask  the  Vice  Preaidaoi  of  the  Council 

tor  EduoatioQ  when  the  new  Oode  will 

be  iasued  ?  

8iK  W.  HART  DYKE :   It  will  bo 

distributed  to  hon.  Members  to-morroT. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  HODSE. 
Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  rise* 
Sir,  to  ask  you  whether  the  Attorney 
General  was  entitled  to  vote  on  the 
Motion  in  Committee  of  Supply  last 
Friday  to  reduce  bis  salary,  it  having 
been  Laid  down  in  "  Erakine  May  "  that 
no  Member  who  has  a  direct  peouaiary 
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4]iterMt    in   the    question   should   be 
allowed  to  vote  upon  it;    but  that  in 
order  to  operate  as  a  disqualification 
that  interest  must  be    an    immediate 
peooniary  interest,  and  not  of  a  general 
^nr  remote  character?    I  wish  to  ask 
•wh^er  the  Tote  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral in  reference  to  his  own  salary  was 
admissible  according  to  the  Orders  of 
;ihe  House  f 
♦Me.  speaker  :  The  Motion  to  re- 
duce the  salary  was  merely  made  in  this 
-case  to  raise  the  question  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
^hich  is  a  very  different  thing  from  a 
question  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  would  have  a  *'  direct  pecu- 
niary interest.'' 

IRELAND— THE    GWEEDORE 
PRISONERS. 

Mb.  J.  G.  SWIFT  MAC  NEILL  (Do- 
negal, S.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary if  it  is  true  that  the  Governor  of 
Derry  Gaol  has  again  refused  to  allow 
^he  female  prisoners  from  Gweedore  to 
use  the  dress  provided  for  them  by  their 
iHenda*  and  that  they  have  again  been 
•oUiMd  to  go  bare-headed  and  badly 
•dothed  a  long  journey,  although  suffi- 
<sient  clothing  was  sent  to  the  prison 
for  them  ?  I  wish  to  know  if  the  Go- 
vernor of  Derry  Gaol  has  been  guilty  of 
-enoh  conduct  in  distinct  violation  of 
'the  pledge  given  to  roe  last  Thursday  ? 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  As  I  have 
-only  received  notice  of  this  question 
«ince  I  entered  the  House,  I  have  not 
1>een  able  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  but 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  has  put  the 
question  under  some  misapprehension. 
xhere  has  been  no  such  hardship  as  he 
ilias  indicated. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE   HOUSE -MORNING 

SmTNGS. 

Mn.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Toplar):  Does  the  First  Lord  of  the 
'Treasury  intend  to  take  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting to-morrow ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  in- 
fringe upon  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
'bers  at  the  Erening  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Is  it  intended  to  take  the 
Oivil  Serrioe  Estimates  in  the  ordinary 
•order? 

♦Mm.  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  will  be 
4i  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  for  the 
^Til  Semoe  Estimates,  which,  howcTer, 


will  not  be  taken  in  the  CTening.  The 
usual  order  will  be  followed  with  regard 
to  the  Estimates,  except  in  the  case  of 
the  Vote  for  the  Submarine  Telegraph. 
That  is  a  new  Vote,  and  may  hare  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  ordinary  course.  I 
hope  that  Friday  will  be  a  private 
Member's  day,  but  I  cannot,  of  course, 
foresee  contingencies  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House. 

WESTERN   AUSTRALIA. 

Sir  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it  is 
intended  to  hand  over  all  the  land  in 
Western  Australia  suitable  for  European 
Colonisation  to  a  handful  of  Colonists, 
and  to  take  it  away  from  Imperial 
control? 
♦Barow  H.  db  WORMS :  No,  Sir ; 
the  Government  have  no  such  intention. 
I  have  previously  answered  several 
questions  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
on  exactly  the  same  subject;  and  I 
can  only  repeat  that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  me  to  enter  into  the 
details  of  a  scheme  which  has  not  yet 
been  decided  upon,  and  which,  before  it 
is  definitely  adopted,  must  come  before 
Parliament  in  a  special  Bill. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL :  I  shall 
draw  attention  to  the  subject  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

PARLlAliENTART  0ON8TITUENCIE8. 
Address  for — 

*<  Return  showing,  with  regard  to  each  Par- 
liamentary Constituency  in  the  United  Eling- 
dom,  tiie  number  of  Electors  on  the  Register 
now  in  force  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  No.  144,  of  Sewion,  1888)."  —  (Jfr. 
Thomas  Bllit,) 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Return  ordered — 

"Arranged  according  to  Counties,  showing 
the  number  of  Accounts  of  Depositors  in  Pott 
Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  United  Kingdom 
remaining  open  on  the  3 1  st  day  of  Deoember, 
1888,  together  with  the  amount,  inclusiye  ox 
interest,  standing  to  the  credit  of  those  Aooounts 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No. 
201,  of  Session  1888)."— (ifr.  WhiiUy,) 

ORDER^S  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


SUPPLY.-REPORT. 
Resolution  [20th  March]  reported : 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,729,208,  bs 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  on  aocount,  for  or  to- 
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wokU  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  SeiricM  and  Bevenue  DepartmeiiU  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  3lBt  day  of  March, 
18M,  TIB.:— 

Beeolution  read  a  Beoond  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeatioii  propoeed, 
"That  thie  HouBe  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  iu  the  said  Resolution." 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION— THE  CON- 
DOCT  OF  THE  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL 
—  PERSONAL    EXPLANATION  —  SIB 

CHARLES  BOBSBLL. 
•Sia  0.  BU88ELL  (Hackney.  8.): 
Before  rising,  I  paused  for  a  moment  or 
two  in  order  to  see  whether  the  Attorney 
General  would  desire  first  to  address  the 
House  by  way  of  explanation  or  other 
wi^e.  I  ask  permission  of  the  House 
to  make  an  explanation  with  reference  to 
a  certain  assertion  of  fact  made  by  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  in  the  debate  on  Friday 
night,  with  which  m;  name  was  pro- 
minently associated.  I  shall  best  put 
the  House  in  poaaession  of  the  matter 
in  controversy  if  I  read  some  letters 
which  have  passed  between  the  Attorney 
General  and  myself.  On  Saturday  even- 
ing— unfortunately  the  letter  was  for- 
warded after  the  Attorney  General  had 
left  town — I  wrote  the  following  letter — 
"  10  New  Court,  Lincoln'a-inn,  March  23. 

Dear  Attorney  Osneral, — I  have  read  with 
complete  aatoniatmient  yom  Btatement  last  night 
in  oniwer  to  Uarcourt.  I  c>D  hardly  bolieve 
that  yon  aid  correctly  reported.  It  is  abKlataly 
inoomct  toaay,  or  ioany  form  of  worda  to  con- 
vey, that  before  Figott'i  examination,  or  indeed 
before  his  flight,  I  had  calleil  for,  or  indeed  been 
referred  to,  or  had  had  Che  lUghteet  intimation, 
direct  or  indirect,  that  Pigott  had,  in  letters  to 
Mr,  Soamea  or  lo  Mr.  Uooaton,  discredited  the 
value  of  hie  testimony. 

This  is  a  grave  matter,  and  mast  be  set 
right. 

Pray  let  me  have  an  answer  promptly. 

faithtnlly        C.  Rdsbkll. 

The  Attorney  Goneral,  M.K" 
Xhe    Attorney    General    received     my 
letter,  as  he  informed  me,  at  10  o'clock 
on    Sunday  night.       His    reply   is  a 
folLjws  :— 
•<  Homton  Lodge,  Kensington,  Uarch  21. 

10.30  p.m. 

Dear  Boasell, — I  found  your  note  on  m 
return  home  an  hour  ago. 

I  only  wish  I  hod  received  it  yesterday 
before  1  left  town,  as  I  would  have  gone 
through  the  shorthand  note*. 

I  spoke  &om  tecoUeotion  on  Friday,  and  if 
I  have  made  a  mistake  I  will  frankly  oomct 
it,  but  my  recollactioD  is  tliat  yon  called  for  all 


Pigotf  I  latters  during  Soames  a  c 
tioD,  and  I  nndertook  to  prodiu 
□r  two  days  afterwards  I  banded  yon  the 
printed  bundle  of  letters.  I  think,  bat  I  ipaak 
only  from  recollection,  that  Soames's  letter  of 
November  Ifi  reten  to  Pigott's  Utter  to 
Houston  of  the  Hth.  I  know  that  I  twice 
tried  to  read  that  letter  of  the  ISth  before 
Pigott  was  called,  aod  yoa  reqaetted  me  to 
postpone  doing  so. 

Having  r^ard  to  Harcoort'a  attack,  and. 
the  grounds  of  it,  the  pcont  is  not,  in  my 
opinion,  of  importance.  Bat  I  believe  my 
reoollection  to  be  accurate. 

I  have  written  a  brief  statement  of  my 
reoollectioo    to    The    2Thm».    I    hope  m   wiU- 


send  this  reply  within  ac   hour   of  my 
m,  so  I  think  you  will  agree  that  I  have 
been  prompt. 

I  am  very  ttoly  yours, 

R1CH4BD  WailSTill. 

Charles  BoaeeU,  Q.C.,  M.P." 
That  letter  I  received  this  morning.  I 
at  onoe  dictated  the  letter  I  am  about  to- 
read  to  my  clerk,  but  it  did  not  reach, 
the  Attorney  General  until  half-past  1 
o'clock — 

■'  10,  New  Court,  Lincoln's  Inn,  Monday. 

Dear  Attorney  General,— I  thank  yoa  for- 
your  letter  raoeived  a  fevr  minutee  ago. 

I  am  eorry  my  letter  of  Saturday  did  not 
reach  yon  before  yon  left  town.  I  wrote  to  too- 
immediately  od  my  leaving  Court  on  Saturday, 
and  as  soon  as  1   read  your  statement  in  the 

That  stalemeut  was  undentood  to  convey 
that  five  days  before  I'igott  wai  in  the  box  you 
had  put  into  my  poaMedon  evidence  in  a  specific 
letter  under  Figott'i  hand  tending  to  discredit 
hi*  testimony— in  other  words,  that  you  had- 
thus  furnished  me  with  valuable  materiala  for- 
cron- examination  to  his  credit. 

I  am  confident  you  will  see  that  in  this  you. 
are  absolutely  mistaken.  Neither  are  yoa  oor- 
reot  in  saying  that  I  called  for  any  letter  be-  - 
tween  Mr.  Soamee  and  Pigott,  except  the  'ar- 
rangement letter'  of  Mr.  Soomes.  I  do  not 
□nibntand  your  reference  to  a  printed  bundle 
ot  lettera.  You  offered  to  produce  that  letter 
of  Mr.  Soamea,  t.*.,  of  November  Ifi,  after 
}^gott  had  actually  been  called  and  immediately' 
before  he  wa*  examined,  and  you  will  see  from 
your  own  obeerralion  made  at  the  time  that 
that  lettrr  bad  not  been  produced,  much  1««- 
bunded  to  me,  pravioualy,  for  you  then  say  that  I 
bad  complained  of  its  not  having  been  torth- 
coning  before,  and  thi*  letter  had  been  alluded  to 
a*  the  Tinut'  arrangement  with  Pigott,  both  by 
you  and  by  me.  Uut  mora.  I  aaver  knew  the 
contents  of  Mr.  Soames'i  letter  of  November 
15  to  Pigott  until  after  the  flight  of  the  latter ;. 
and  indeed  that  letter  would  not  have  told  me 
that  Pigott  hod,  in  any  letter  to  Mr.  Soamea, 
discredited  hlmaelf,  tor,  although  it  acknow-. 
ledges  I^tt'i  tetter  of  tne  Ilth,itis  notinan^ 


waj; 


with   the   value  of    Pigott^s 


teatimony,  hut  relates  to  the  '  arrangenunt  in 


w 
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foritmlbr  ikfift  FifoU'tdiacradiiuigletiencame 
IMA  My  iwnwigwiii  and  mytell  after  PigoU*8 
imppmnmtm  m  a  eomplrte  revelation  I  have 
■ot  7«t  had  tha  opportiinitT  of  seeing  Aaqaith, 
l«t  I  kaov  bia  agiaca  with  the  view  I  have 
mtgnm&it  lor  lie  lafagiaphed  to  me  on  Saturday 
—'I  do  Boi  imdHatand  the  Attorney  General's 
ititiWMBf  *  I  wtrii  to  add  that  while  I  did, 
won  Hhrna  onoe  to  yon,  and  openly  in  Goort, 
eonqiiUii  of  yoar  conduct  of  the  case  and  still 
do  wipUin  of  it,  I  haTe  not  imputed  to  yon, 
■■d  do  aot  impute  to  you,  dishonourable  con- 
daoti  and  I  ahall  say  so  in  the  House.  I  thought, 
ad  I  think,  that  yon  were  led  away  by  the 
poMtieal  character  of  the  case  into  a  course  of 
eondncl  whidi»  on  cooler  reflection,  and  in  less 
uniting  drcomatancea.   you  would  not  have 

Faithfully, 

C.  Russell. 
BabCQM  my  dictating  to  my  clerk,  but  I  am 


I WM  abaent  from  the  House  on  Friday, 

and  the  Teaaon  of  my  abseuoe,  I  did 

kope^  would  have  been  understood  and 

qppreoiated  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

I  wiah  in  this  relation  to  make  a  few  ob- 

sarrationB  in  reference  to  my  absence  on 

FMday.     My  reason  for  being  absent  I 

thought  would  have  been  appreciated  on 

both  sides  of  the  House.     My  right  hon. 

and  learned   Friend  the  Meaiber  for 

Biny  (Sir  Henry  James)  made  an  allu- 

lum  to  me,  an  allusion — kindly  meant, 

as  I  understand — but  the  effect  of  thtit 

alloaioni  the  impression  it  conveyed  on 

this  Bench,  was  that  my  absence  from 

fhe  diaousaion  was  due  to  the  fact  that  I 

apluroTed  of,  or  was  not  prepared  to 

ooMenuiy  the  conduct  of  the  Attorney 

OenantL    Now,  I  wish  to  express  ex- 

Mthr  what  was  the  state  of  the  case.     I 

■■id  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 

Nottingham    (Mr.    A.  Morley)  that  I 

danred    to    be    completely   dissociated 

ikom  the  matter.     My  hon.  Friend  then 

■■id  that  my  absence    would   be   mis- 

eonatroad — that    hon.    Members  might 

gat  ap  and  point  to  my  absence  as  a 

pioof  that  I  was  not,  in  point  of  fact, 

vaady  to  aay  here    what  I   have  said 

■laawhara.    I  then  authorized  my  hon. 

Fiiaad  the  Member  for  Nottingham  to 

■•J 

Sovaral  hon.  Mskbkrs:  Member  for 

Naweaatle. 

«Sai  0.  BUSSELL:  No;  my  hou. 
niand  the  Member  for  Nottingham.  I 
had  no  eommunication  with  my  right 
liuii.  Friand  the  Member  for  Newcastle. 
I  giKwm  my  hon.  Friend  authority  in 
€Ma  mj  9bmaoB  ahould  be  referred  to 
ni  any  aneh  faahion,  to  explain  distinctly 


to  the  House  what  is  correctly  axpresa«d 
in  the  letter  I  have  just  read — that  I  did 
think — I  do  think  ;  I  regret  to  say  I  still 
think — that  the  conduct  of  the  case  has 
been  practically  unfair  to  the  defendants 
in  the  case ;  but  I  do  draw — and  I  am 
Teiy  glad  to  be  able  to  say  so  much — a 
broad  line  of  distinction  between  con* 
duct  of  which  I  feel  bound  to  hold  the 
opinions  I  entertain,  and  the  imputatiou 
of  dishonourable  conduct  to  the  Attorney 
General.  I  have  nothing  to  withdraw 
from  the  opinion  I  expressed  in  the 
letter.  Now,  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
should  supplement  my  statement  and 
correspondence — which  gives,  at  lease, 
the  pith  of  the  matter — by  a  reference 
to  the  evidence  ?  I  am  prepared  to  do 
so  if  the  House  will  bear  with  me. 
In  order  to  understand  the  matter  it  is 
necessary  to  refer  to  what  took  ulaoe  in 
the  debate  on  Friday.  My  rignt  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  in  tha 
course  of  his  speech  said  •— 

**  I  wish  to  know  when  tho  Attomoy  Oenoral 
was  made  acquainted  with  the  lottor  of  No- 
vember 1 7  in  which  Pigott  doclannl  his  own 
infamy  und  informed  Mr.  Houston  and  Mr. 
Soames  that  if  he  wont  into  the  witnusii-liox  his 
character  would  be  made  known,  with  tlit) 
result  that  the  case  fur  the  |>r«>8ooution  wuuUl 
be  destroyed  F  I  should  have  thought  that  it 
was  the  Hrst  duty  of  those  cniicerntid  to  ascer- 
tain the  churucter  and  the  iTodibility  of  a  wit- 
ncHS  upon  whose  ovidoncu  this  foul  and  mon- 
strous charfco  alone  rested." 

In  reference  to  and  in  answer  to  that, 
the  Attorney  General,  who  had  i>ro- 
viously  stated  that  he  was  proparcu  to 
give  chapter  and  verse,  is  reported  to 
have  spoken  as  follows:  — 

**Will  the  Committee  listen  to  this  stuto- 
mcnt  of  simple  dntos?  I  have  told  the  IIoum) 
that  I  knew  of  this  letter  in  the  middle  of  De- 
cember. Before  Pigott  went  into  the  box  — 
five  days  before— I  put  that  letter  into  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Hackney.*' 

The  earlier  part  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral's speech  shows  that  he  was  refer- 
ring not  to  the  letter  of  November  i5th 
but  to  the  letter  of  1  Ith  November.  That 
is  so? 

8iR  E.  WEBSTER:  Of  the  1 1th. 
*8iK   0.    liUSSELL:    Then   the    At- 
torney  General  goes  on — 

<*  So  if  it  was  desirable  that  the  other  ■id«; 
should  know— if  they  ought  Uj  know— that  tho 
man's  character  was  discredit'jd,  I  myself  had 

fiven  that  informaUon.  ["  Withdraw  ! "]  Hon. 
lembers  who  have  cheered  me  do  not  want  the 
cluurgrs  withdrawn.  They  have  been  r«fat«d 
by  evidence  whieh  cannot  be  diapated.    In  the 
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<x>arM  of  Mr.  Soames's  evidence,  which  was 
given  some  days  before  the  20th  of  February, 
^e  letter  was  called  for,  and  I  produced  it 
and  handed  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  before  Pigott  went  into  the  box. 

'*8ir  W.  Harcouut:  Two  montiis  after- 
wards. 

•*  The  Attorney  General:  The  right  hon. 
txentleman  says  two  months  afterwards.*' 

Then  the  Attorney  General  went  on  to 
-say  that  was  not  the  pith  of  the  accusa- 
tion, and  so  on.  I  think  I  can  make  the 
case  pretty  clear  by  referring  to  the  oc- 
-casion  on  which  the  matter  came  before 
the  Court.  Mr.  Soames  has  been  re- 
peatedly in  the  box,  and  so  far  as  this 
matter  is  concerned  I  may  begin  with 
his  examination,  or  his  cross-examina- 
tion, on  the  15th  of  February.  On 
page  2903  of  the  proceedings  I  call 
lor  the  memorandum  of  Pigott's 
evidence.  Mr.  Soames  said  it  was 
taken  from  Pigott  on  1 9th  October,  and 
an  order  that  the  House  may  follow  the 
bearing  of  these  circumstances  let  me 
.remind  the  House  that  there  are  three 
•letters  in  question.  On  the  11th  of 
November  Pigott  wrote  a  letter,  called 
-a  discrediting  letter,  to  Houston,  and 
Houston  destroyed  that  letter ;  but  for- 
tunately Pigott  sent  a  copy  of  that  letter 
under  cover  of  another  letter  to  Mr. 
Soames.  The  letter  of  the  llth  of 
November  is  acknowledged  by  Mr. 
8oames  on  the  15th  of  November  that 
is  the  "  arrangement  letter."  It  is 
followed  by  a  further  discrediting  letter 
of  Pigott's  own  on  the  17th  of  No- 
vember. Now,  the  next  point  is  this. 
On  the  same  date,  15th  February,  pag^s 
2918  and  2919,  I  called  for  the  Pigott- 
Houston  letters.  It  is  rather  important 
that  I  should  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this,  for  the  Attorney  General 
may  possibly  be  misled  on  this  point. 
'On  page  2918, 1  asked,  in  cross-examina- 
tion, '*  Have  letters  passed  between 
Bichard  Pigott  and  Mr.  Houston  ?— Yes. 
When  did  you  get  them  ? — About  a  week 
or  ten  days  ago.  From  whom  ? — From  Mr. 
Macdonald."  That  is,  Mr.  Maodonald  of 
the  TimeM,  So  it  is  obvious  that  the 
answers  do  not  refer  to  the  letter  in 
question,  the  letter  of  llth  November, 
because  that  letter  was  sent  to  Mr. 
Soames  himself.  Then  a  little  lower 
down  in  the  Report  it  will  be  seen  I 
call  for  the  Pigott-Labouchere  corre- 
spondence, and  the  Memorandum  sent  by 
Ijabouohere  to  Pigott.  Then  la  da 
question  as  to  the  statement  whi      v 

/Sir  C\  Ru89eU 


put  into  writing  almost  immediately, 
and  put  into  the  form  of  a  Statutory 
Declaration.  That  does  not  touch  the 
letter  in  question.  Then,  on  2922 — I 
think  it  will  be  convenient  to  the  Attor- 
ney GFeneral  that  I  should  give  these 
references — the  letter  of  arrangement, 
as  it  has  been  called,  is  referred  to,  but 
that  letter  is  neither  produced  nor  called 
for  at  that  time.  On  page  2923,  Pigott's 
statement  of  further  evidence  he  was 
prepared  to  give  is  also  referred  to ;  it 
was  neither  called  for  nor  produced; 
but  there  was  produced  the  Statutory 
Declaration  given  by  Pigott  to  Houston. 
Up  to  this  time,  neither  directly  nor  in- 
directly, was  there  any  reference  to  any 
letter  of  the  llth  of  November,  or  of 
any  other  date,  having  been  written  by 
Pigott  to  Mr.  Soames.  At  the  end  of 
Mr.  Soames'  cross-examination,  at  page 
2931,  the  papers  which  had  been  pre- 
viously referred  to,  and  which  did  not 
include  any  letters,  were  asked  for  and 
produced.  Then  came  Mr.  Macdonald, 
and  after  his  evidence  came  the  attempt 
to  anticipate  Pigott's  evidence  by  calling 
experts.  I  will  not  discuss  that  now.  I 
am  sorry  to  have  had  to  allude  to  it  even  so 
far,  but  it  was  necessary  to  do  it,  because 
we  are  rapidly  approaching  the  exami- 
nation of  Mr.  Houston  on  the  19th  of 
February.  At  page  2983  the  Statutory 
Declaration  is  produced,  and  a  memo- 
randum of  conversation  with  Sagene 
Davis  is  asked  for  at  page  2995.  On 
the  20th  of  November  Houston  is  still 
under  cross-examination,  and  it  was  on 
that  day  that  Pigott  made  his  first 
appearance  in  the  box.  Up  to  this  time 
there  was  not  a  shadow  of  ground  for 
the  suggestion  that  the  letters  of  Pigott 
to  Mr.  Houston  and  Mr.  Soames  of  the 
1 1th  of  November  and  1 7th  November, 
and|Mr.  Soames'  letter  of  the  1 5th  Novem- 
ber were  referred  to  in  any  way.  I  was 
cross-examining  Houston  (see  page  30 1 6) 
when  a  noticeable  circumstance  occurred. 
I  was  cross- examining  Houston,  and  I 
asked  him  whether  he  still  believed  in 
Pigott,  and  he  said  that  up  to  that  time 
he  bad  had  no  reason  to  doubt  him,  and 
still  anticipated  that  he  would  do  what 
he  had  promised  to  do,  although  he 
did  not  like  Pigott's  interview  wiUi  Mr. 
Labouchere.  1  ask  the  House  is  it 
possible,  supposing  I  had  had  at  that 
time  any  information  as  to  the  existenee 
of  3  letter  which  Pigott  himself  had 
wrii       to  the  witness  in  the  box,  and 
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Mr.  rSfott  oamm  I  wC  pat  in  * 
air  C.  SmmU  kMaJLed  for  oi  Xovvmber 
1Mb,  tal  wUch  kM  sol  b«n  nrodac«d— tlw 


TUi  ii  die  Attmnej  Gwieral's  deocrip- 
tioa  of  it  It  was  a  letter  in  which  Mr. 
iBoaiaea  aekaowledged  the  letter  of  the 
llAt  ttnci  nad^  mm  reference  whateTer 
to  ita  diacreditiag  elMracter  so  far  as 
Figotf  a  eridenoe  waa  eonoemed.  Then 
T  said  I  would  wish  that  pnt  in  when 
Hr.  Pigott  waa  In  the  box. 

''TheAttonMy  GsnersI :  As  a  matter  of  fact 
70a  did  not.  If  7<m  lay  ao  now  it  is  another 
msttw.    I  «▼«  it  to  my  loamed  friend  now. 

•*BaC.  RasNU :  I  said  so  at  the  end  of  my 
<»iMS-«sami]iation. 

**  The  Attorney  General :  When  you  called 
ior  it  Mr.  Sosmes  was  in  the  box,  and  you  asked 
for  it.  sod  rsther  oomplained  of  our*  not  bav- 
ins it  at  the  time. 
^8baKQSBeU:No. 

"  The  Attorney  General :  It  is  not  worth  dis* 
eaafaig.  however,  my  Lords.  I  tender  it  at 
aajtbae.*' 

Thongh  Pigott  had  been  called  he  was 
not  actually  in  the  box,  and  I  did  not 
em  then  get  the  letter  (though  the 
Attomer  Seneral  did  offer  to  put 
it  in)  o/the  15th  November.  But  even 
if  I  nad  got  that  letter  it  oould  not  have 
ahown  that  Pigott  was  a  discreditable 
^tneaa.  I  wish  to  make  this  matter 
perfiMsily  plain.  Oo  February  26  Pigott 
nad  dittppeared,  never  to  re- appear  in 
the  witness-box,  and  Houston  waa  re- 
ealled.  On  page  3209  of  the  shorthand 
aolea  appears  the  following — 

'*  The  Attorney  General :  There  is  rma  mat- 
tv  I  sabmit  to  yonr  Lordships  should  n/^mA 
Jint  m  laineM  and  justice.  Your  Lordships 
will  iMBember  in  the  course  of  Mr.  HtAnum 
beiBg  in  the  box  Sir  Charles  Rnss«;ll  calM  for 
innieation  between  Mr.  Pif^ytt  and  Mr. 
sad  Mr.  Sosmes  at  ooc«  naid  h'',  worjl'i 
it. 

Sit  C.  P— ill ;  I  do  not  object  t/>  it. 

The  Attorney  Gcnetal :  On  my  ofTmn^  that 
it  ihoaM  be  pot  n, Sir  Cbar!^  kasMli  Mk<<^ 
SM  to  pootpuus  it  sDlil  Mr.  Vitf^At  wm  in  t>*^ 
bos.  I  have  ao  doabt  Sir  Charl^i  wvji/i  f»*rtt 
nsd  it  aft  SOBS  tisM  or  oUmt,  bnt  I  ask  V/  ?/<» 
allowed  to  pat  Mr.  W<iamis  in  tijk  'rx,-x  >^fjr*t 


ym  lyvrlships 


Up  u>  thi»  ti^uiik  it  i«  oWr  tbdi*  1^  t^hfor 

of  th^  l^th  of  Nov^MuN»r  havl  as*!  Nnm* 

put  in :  that  i«  |H»rtVvtl,v  obvv'««.   What 

then  takes  plac«  )^     After  th<^  A«.i)\Hir«i 

j  ment  the  Attorney  vKkueral  aaul 

'*  I  was  abvHit  tv»  n^  A  telhyr  f\\»*w  ^\ivW  »n» 
Mr  Soamtv  :  but  I  will  (»k««  th<»  N>Mir«^«  t\  |mv 
lent  «u^;)cv«t<^,  and  wiU  rx%ul  tho  lollov  \^<  th^ 
15th  v>f  NovfiuNcr  Aud  t^f^U1lvT  A  \\^  lUh. 
which  i*  Tvfii»rrvd  tv»  iw  it.  whWN  ^^^»  |N%««^ 
which  wwv  callfHl  fv^  bv  Sir  V*hMUyi  Ku<m*U  * 

^  ask  tho  Attorney  Uonoral  t\*  n»ft*r  tx* 
any  syllable  or  Hue«  or  to  any  sutfisivi 
tion.  grt^t  or  amalK  \lirtvt  or  iudu'o^'Ct 
where  T  ever  rt^forwHl  to  the  letter  \«f  the 
11th  of  Novembor.  I  o\)uUl  iu4  have 
done  it,  beoauae  1  did  not  Vuow  \>X  its 
existence.  The  Attorney  1  General  ithmi 
on  ti>  aay — 

**Your  lAinlshiiHi  wUl  a(t<>rwsr«U  tiHis«» 
whether  the  other  should  Imi  rttad  oi  uoi.  I 
rtMid  the  lAth  of  Novem)HT-ttr«t,  I  hud  Mt«>i 
read  the  lUh  of  November,  IrtHN,  fi«im  Mr 
Pif(ott  to  Mr.  Stmuies :  *  I  enelumi  vou  a  tMipv 
of  a  letter  1  am  ■ettdiiiK  Mr.  tUriUoit  bv  tbU 
post,  to  whieh  I  in  tint  i^nntestlv  lotpHuii  voui 
(^rliest  ntt(tiition  *  thnt  U,  tbn  I  lib  of  Noveiii 
ber  fnmi  Dublin.  Tho  lottnr  oiiotumut  U  lit 
those  t(«nnH  ~*Hth  Ntiveiiiber.  rruiii  PIkoU  to 
lIuuHton.  Ibiar  NIr,  Kii««liiiHHt«Miiii|ilitt(ui  nIhi  y 
of  the  iuif(oliiitioiiN.* 

The  witiUMM  :  No.  ibni  i«  iml   (bo   InMiu,    1 
think. 

Tbn  fltb   of   Niivniiilior,   I    (bliili  I'     No.  Mist 
is  not  the  itnrliiHiirn. 

How   (liHiN  it   boKlui'     'I'll"   niintiiviiifi   l«    (bu 
nth  of  NoveititKir,  IHNM. 

Have  you  kuI  It  f     I  bnvn 

JuNt  rnad  It,  plnasfi. 

The  l'n;Niderit:   Is  this  the  Ifttini  wbleb  was 
endoNOfl  in  tho  |i-.tt<ir  of  tlm  I  lib  I'     Ii  Us  InM-oi 
writt«yn  \At  %\\i\  my   t/ird,   by  Mt     I'luoU,  mi 
r:b;sinf(  a  i\h\}y  tA  h  btLUr   Ihtii  Im  lut'l  wiIUmm 
thr  narnrT  day  a/blrcMMl  lo  Mf    lfoii«lofi 

Not,   tbTfl,   of  Ib'i  Hlb  of    NoyHfiibiii  I"      Mo  | 
that  is  arjoth«r  loit/ir/' 

Now,  A(<airi.  f  ssk  ihn  A tl'irii'iy  Oniiitfitl 

.  eith^ir  to  s/lmit  that  hi  has  riifi'ln  «  mis 

tsk'j — w^irnsy  diffirriia  fo  t.h«i  lHiff"fUri«.e 

:  of   thi    r/iistskf     or    fo    ffo)rit  ouf   Nny 

:  jfSa'Mi^^i    in   tb«i   wholf  of  ^^%^^  «tvid«»M.«t 

■  t//  show  th«rf*»    was,  ffO//»  tb<i   ^t*^^^UU^U\g^ 

Uf  th^  •rfj/J,  iLfty  f0iftifivti*M  fjtiniy  lot*^i#  of 

Noveni^Hrr  llth      ^^/«r,  iUiM  ftmttfUm^tim 

passage  f0f3H*ifH.     Ki//ffiUun^t  t>*ii  afat^i- 
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ment  of  the  Attorney  General,  I  am  sup- 
posed to  have  had  this  letter  in  my 
possession  since  February  20th,  five 
days  before  February  26th.  On  the 
occasion  in  question,  what  happened? 
I  asked — 

"  Have  you  got  any  copy  of  this  ? 
The  Attorney  General  :  Bead  it,  please. 
Sir  Charles  Russell :  Kindly  g^ye  me  a  copy. 
The  Attorney  General :    I  have  not  got  a 
copy." 

Tet  it  is  said  that  that  document,  of 
which  I  was  asking  for  a  copy,  had  been 
in  my  possession  for  five  days.  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  any  other  matter 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  attention.  I 
can  assure  the  House — and  I  hope  that 
those  on  both  sides  of  the  House  who 
know  me  will  believe  me  when  I  say  it — 
it  is  no  pleasure  to  me — far  from  it — to 
have  to  say  one  word  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  mistaken  kindness  on  the  part  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury,  I  certainly  should  not 
have  intervened  to-night.  But  I  feel 
called  upon  to  give  an  explanation  on  a 
matter  of  fact,  and  though  it  may  give 
pain  to  the  Attorney  General — which  I 
ereatly  regret — to  express  my  honest 
Feeling  and  opinion  as  to  the  mode, 
which  I  do  not  think  a  fair  one,  in  which 
the  case  has  been  conducted. 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight): 
I  shall  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  very  few  minutes.  If  I  have 
made  any  mistake  I  shall  frankly  admit 
it;  I  will  merely  state  my  belief  in  the 
matter  in  the  same  way  as  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  stated  his,  and 
if  I  am  in  error  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  difference  between  us 
will  ever  be  solved,  but  I  will  state  to 
the  House  exactly  the  material  on  which 
I  form  my  judgment.  I  respect  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  recollection,  and  I 
ask  him  to  give  the  same  credit  to  my 
recollection.  I  must  ask  to  be  allowed 
to  make  one  or  two  preliminary  remarks, 
which  I  shall  do  without  the  slightest 
feeling.  I  only  regret  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  not  in  the  House 
when  the  attack  was  made  upon  me, 
because  I  think  he  would  have  shared 
with  me  the  feelings  of  indignation  at 
the  imputations  which  were  made  upon 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  to  say  that  he  makes  no 

Sir  a  Ruuell 


imputation  upon  my  honour,  but  it  is 
hardly  possible  for  any  one  who  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  to  think  that  he  made  none* 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought 
eight  or  nine  charges  against  me,  every- 
one of  which  I  answered.  I  undertake 
to  say  that  I  have  answered  every  on& 
of  them,  though  I  will  not  undertime  ta 
say  I  satisfied  every  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side.  The  suggestion  now  made 
is  that  in  respect  of  one  part  of  one  of 
those  charges  I  am  mistaken  in  fact.  I 
do  not  believe  that  I  made  any  mistake ;. 
but  if  I  did  say  that,  it  is  upon  an 
almost  immaterial  point.  ['*  Oh !  "^  L 
am  sure  my  hon.  and  learned  Fnendl 
will  deal  fairly  with  me ;  it  is  of  no  use 
for  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  te 
express  silent  signs  of  contempt.  The 
charge  made  against  me  is  that  I  kept 
back — and  this  is  the  sting  of  the  charge 
—from  the  Court  all  knowledge  of  tbe 
letters  of  the  11th  and  of  the  17th  of 
November.  I  admit  at  once  that  I  was 
under  some  misapprehension  as  to  the 
date.     I  had  no  notice  at  the  time  of  the 

f  articular  details  of  the  charges — of  that 
do  not  complain ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  had  no  notice  of  them.  I  had  te 
rely  entirely  upon  my  memory.  I  had 
not  the  shorthand  notes  to  refer  to,. 
and  I  made  a  mistake  as  to  a  date, 
as  I  did  last  night  when  I  wrote 
my  letter.  I  thought  that  the  letter  so 
much  commented  on  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  was  the  lelter 
of  Soames  to  Figott  of  November  16. 
I  did  not  apply  my  mind  to  the  letter  of  the 
I7th  of  November.  What  I  had  in  mj 
mind  was  the  letter  of  the  11th,  whiehl 
thought  was  the  letter  of  the  15th.  That 
letter  was  described  by  the  right  hon*. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  ae 
beiog  a  letter  in  which  Figott  declared. 
his  own  infamy,  and  informed  Mr^ 
Houston  and  Mr.  Soames  that  if  he  went 
into  the  witness-box  his  character  would 
be  known,  with  the  result  the  case  for 
the  prosecution  would  be  destroyed.  L 
said  in  the  House  that  that  was  a& 
absolutely  incorrect  representation  of 
what  Figott's  letter  was.  I  said  there- 
was  no  word  in  Figott' s  letter,  be  it  that 
letter  of  the  11th,  15th,  or  17th,  whioh 
justified  any  such  statement.  But  the 
charge  was  that  I  kept  that  letter  baok 
from  the  Court.  Now,  I  am  not  oom* 
plaining  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend^ 
who  conducted    the    case    with    grest 
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tiireewe  ability ;  but  will  any  barrister 
Idiiily  oonmder  what  the  real  f  aots  are  ? 
I  wDl  put  the  case  worse  against  myself. 
T  agroe  t)iat  I  was  wrong  about  the  five 
days  I  quoted  from  memory.  I  believe 
I  Mould  have  said  two  days.  I  will  ex- 
plaiii  azaotly  how  the  error  arose.  I  had 
noUiing  to  f^  by  except  my  reoolleotion 
<»f  the  actual  course  of  events.  On 
Tebmary  20  last  I  specifically  asked  to 
be  allowed  to  put  in  the  letter  of  Novem- 
\n  16,  1888.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Chmtleman  the  Member  for  Derby  will 
be  good  enough  to  follow  me  upon  a 

fueation  of  my  hmd  fid^  in  this  matter. 
offered  to  put  in  the  letter  of  November 
16»  1888.  How  does  that  letter  com- 
mence, and  the  House  will  then  see 
whether  this  argument  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  really  possible.  The 
letter  of  November  15  begins — 

*'  I  sm  in  reoMpt  of  yours  of  the  1 1th,  en- 
closing a  copy  of  a  letter  you  have  addressed  to 
Mr.  Hooston." 

Is  there  any  barrister,  or  anybody  who 
-ever  practised  at  all,  who  will  suggest 
that  if  I  had  been  allowed  to  read  that 
letter  of  November  15  I  could  have  de- 
<«lined  to  put  in  the  enclosure  referred  to 
^f  November  11?  The  mistake  has 
arisen  entirely  from  my  not  having  the 
-Aorthand  notes  with  me.  Thinking 
ihat '  the  letter  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  was  under  date  the  1 5th,  I 
referred  to  it  as  the  letter  of  that  date. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  although  I 
luew  more  than  a  month  ago  the  debate 
was  to  be  raised,  I  received  not  the 
slightest  idea  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
-deman  the  Member  for  Derby  of  the 
nature  of  the  charges  he  was  g^ing  to 
bring  against  me.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
I  meant  to  put  in  before  the  Court,  and 
I  offered  to  put  in,  a  letter  of  November 
16 ;  and  if  that  letter  had  been  read  the 
result  would  have  been  this  ~  that  then 
the  letter  of  November  1 1  must  also  have 
been  read.  Let  me  tell  the  House 
exactly  how  the  matter  stands.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  desires  to  dis- 
cuss here  a  matter  which  he  may  after- 
wards desire  to  discuss  before  the 
Gourt. 

Sib  0.  RUSSELL :  I  assure  you  I  do 
not. 
*SiB  E.  WEBSTER :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  cannot  make  an  attack 
upon  me  without  my  being  allowed 
Tto  make  a  reply.     He  has  said  he  is 


f>ing  to  attack  me  in  the  Commission, 
am  perfectly  aware  of  it,  and  I  said 
before  the  Commission  that  I  would  bear 
with  resignation  the  attacks  to  be  sub- 
sequently made  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend.  It  is  before  the  Commission 
that  my  conduct  in  reference  to  the  case 
will  have  to  be  discussed.  But  this  de- 
bate is  raised  upon  this,  comparatively 
speaking,  minor  point,  because  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  elected  that  no 
single  part  of  the  Pigott  correspondence 
should  be  read  until  Pigott  went  into  the 
box.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
not  differ  from  me  on  that  point ;  but  I 
was  bound  to  produce  it  all.  I  ask  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  just  to  let  me 
tell  what  my  recollection  is.  I  do  not 
agree  with  his  very  minute  criticism  of 
the  shorthand  writer's  notes,  but  I  will 
tell  the  House  how  I  understood  the 
particular  answer  to  which  he  attached 
so  much  importance.  I  do  not  at  all 
agree  that  when  he  asked  for  the  X^gott 
and  Houston  correspondence  he  simply 
meant  to  ask  for  the  letters  which  came 
from  Mr.  Macdonald.  It  is  perfectly 
plain  he  did  not;  for,  in  the  same 
breath,  he  asked  for  the  Pigott  and 
Labouchere,  the  Houston  and  Pigott, 
and  the  Pigott  and  George  Lewis  cor- 
respondence. Now,  I  assert  that  not  one 
of  these  latter  ever  was  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Macdonald ;  and  I  assert  that  the 
correspondence  of  Pigottand  Labouchere 
and  of  George  Lewis  and  Pigott  was 
never  in  any  hands  except  those  of  Mr. 
Houston  and  Mr.  Soames.  Therefore, 
so  far  from  only  intending  to  call  for  the 
letters  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Macdonald, 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  asked  dis- 
tinctly for  all  correspondence  and  the 
Statutory  declaration.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  memory  misleads  him. 
He  asked  for  the  letters  which  had  come 
from  Mr.  Macdonald,  and  then  made  a 
general  request  for  the  letters  Mr. 
Soames  had.  But  he  did  not  stop  there. 
Before  the  adjournment  on  that  day  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  asked  Mr. 
Soames  whether  he  had  got  the  papers. 
Mr.  Soames  said  he  had  not  been  able 
to  get  them,  but  would  get  them  after 
the  adjournment  of  the  Court.  The  15th 
of  February,  I  wish  the  House  to  re- 
member, was  a  Friday,  which  is  the 
reason  I  came  to  make  the  mistake  about 
the  five  days.  I  have  endeavoured  to  as- 
certain the  accuracy  of  my  recollection 
I  by  asking  Mr.  Soames  distinctly  as  to 
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whst    was  done;    and    I    wiU 
to  the  Houe  the  result  of  mj 
taon  with  Mr.  Soemes.     On  the  Friday, 
or    the    Satnrdaj    foUowing,    printed 
eopiee  of  the  oonemandeoee  were  pre- 
pared  to    be   handed    to    eonned    in 
different  bnodlee.      My  reec^eetion   is 
distinct  that  on  the  fcOlowing  Tuesday 
moming  I  handed    to    mj  hon.    and 
learned  Friend  the  Figott  and  Soames 
bundle   of  letters.      He  says    "No." 
Has  he  searched  his  papers?     Is  he 
sore  the    bundle    is    not   among   his 
papers  ?    It  really  is  immaterial  on  the 
merits  of   the  matter;   bot  I  beliere 
there  will  be  found  among  the  papers 
the  Tery  bundle  that  I  handed  to  him. 
It  may  be  that  he  handed  it  back  to  Mr. 
Soames ;  he  very  often  did  hand  back 
bundles  if  they  were  not  going  to  be  put 
in.     But  my  recollection  is  distinct  Uiat 
I  handed  it  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  I  asked  him  to  let  me  then 
read  t^e  letter  of  November  15,  which, 
if  there  was  any  cat  to  be  let  out  of  the 
bag,  would  have  let  out  the  cat  with 
respect  to  the  letter  of  November  11. 
I  repeat,  although  it  is  almost  childish 
to  argue  it,  that  if  I  put  in  a  letter  of 
the  15th  I  could  not  decline  to  put  in  a 
letter  of  the  1  Itb  referred  to  in  it.     My 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  is  not  only  amost 
astute  man  in  all  these  matters,  but  he 
was  assisted  by  juniors  who  are  rapidly 
following  in  his  steps.    And  they  would 
immediately  have  called  for  that  letter, 
and  I  should  have  had  to  produce  it.    I 
can  only  say  I  believe  I  handed  a  bundle 
to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  Tues- 
day, February  19.  I  may  be  mistaken.  I 
can  only  state  what  I  stated  in  a  letter 
written  last  night,  and  which  appears 
in  the  Times  this  morning.    I  do  not  say 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ever  read 
the  letter.     I  have  never  suggested  any- 
thing of  the  kind.     It  may  be  that,  inas- 
much as  he  wad  not  going  todeal  with  the 
matter  until  Pigott  went  into  the  box, 
he  did  not  consider  it  of  sufficient  im- 

Eortance  to  luok  the  bundle  through. 
;ut  Mr.  Soames  informs  me,  quite  inde- 
gendently  of  my  own  statement,  that 
is  recollection  id  distinct  that  the  bundle 
was  handed  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  Have  the  papers  been  looked 
through  to  see  whether  that  bundle  is 
in  existence  or  not?  It  is  perfectly 
clear  from  Mr.  Soames's  examination  of 
February  20  that  I  handed  some  docu- 
ment to  my  hon  and  learned  Friend,  and 
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he  did  sot  wiah  it  read  until 
in  the  booc    I  say  again,  my 
hoB.  and  learned  Risad  must  not  and. 
wiU  not  miarneasat  me  in  what  I  have 
Mt  stated.  I  h«d  Mt  die  di^iteat  com- 
mnnieation  widi    anybody   last    night 
when  I  wrote  my  letter.     I  wrote  firom 
reecJlsctiaii,  and  without  any  relerenoe 
to  shoffthand  notoa  at  alL    I  aak  the^ 
House  to  aDow  me  to  read  firom  that 
letter,  beeanae  I  cannot  pot  A»  matter 
more  diatindly.    I  wrote  that  "  In  the 
eonrae  of  Mr.  Soames's  rroas  nvsminn- 
tion  Sir  Chariea  Baasefl  aaked  iw  all 
letters  whidi  had  passed  between  Mr. 
Soamea  and  Figott,  and  I  undertook  to- 
produce  them ;  that  the  next  day  or  the 
next  day  bnt  one  ''—of  eourae  I  meant 
by  that  the  next  day  when  the  Oourt 
assembled — "  I  handed  Sir  Ghariee  Bus- 
sell  a  printed  bundle  of  the  correspond- 
ence containing,  as  I  believe,  eopiee  ot 
Pigott's  letter,   of   November   15  and 
November  17."    Now,  the  Houae  will 
judge  whether  I  meant  to  mislead  any- 
one.    What  did  I  aay : — '*  As  fur  as  my^ 
memory  serves  me,  the  oopy  of  Pigott's 
letter  to  Mr.  Houston  of  the  11th  or 
November  was  not  in  the  bundle,  but  as 
to  this  my  recollection  is  not  distinct."' 
I  admit  that,  in  so  far  as  the  othernight  I 
referred  to  the  Pigott  letter  as  a  separate- 
and  distinct  document  of  November  15th,. 
Iwas  wrong.     I  ought  really  to  have  re- 
ferred to  it  as  a  document  of  November 
11th  which   was   referred   to    in    Mr. 
fcioames'  letter.    I  only  wish  to  read  one 
concluding  sentence,  and  to  ask  whether 
it  does  not  represent  my  position  fairly. 
The  charge  made  against  me  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  was  that  I  had  kept  these  mat- 
ters bsck  from  the  Court ;   that  I  had 
vouched  Pigott  as  a  witness  of  truth,, 
and  had  not  told  the  Court  that  there 
was  this  letter  in  my  possession.    That 
letter  would  have  been  read  just  before 
Pigott  was  produced,  but  that  my  hon*. 
and  learned  Friend  elected  that  the  cor- 
respondence should   not  be  read  until 
Pigott  was  in  the  box.     I  do  not  believe 
that  any  one  will  deny  that  after  reading 
the  letter  of  the  1  dth,  the  letter  of  the 
11th  of  November  must  have  come  out, 
and,  of  course,  I  intended  that  it  should 
come  out.     May  I  remind  the  House 
that  on  the  26th  of  February  I  actually 
mentioned  the  letter    of  the    11th    of 
November  as  one  which  had  been  called 
for  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend?' 
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Aioootdinffhr,  this  is  the  position.  The 
fihaige  of  uie  right  hon.  (Gentleman  was 
thu— thati  had  kept  back  those  letters 
and  pat  Figott  into  the  box  without  dis- 
alofling  them.  I  state  again  that  I 
widiad  that  correspondence  to  be  read 
b«fbire  Figott  went  into  the  box.  I  state 
again,  as  I  stated  on  Friday  with  warmth 
—I  do  not  apologize  for  that  warmth — 
that  when  I  tendered  that  letter  of  the 
15th  of  NoTcmber  I  tendered  it  as  part 
of  the  correspondence,  and  I  meant  to 
piodnoe  the  letter  of  the  11th.  The 
wholo  of  this  debate  has  been  raised 
for  the  purpose  of  justifying  the  conduct 
of  mj  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  because 
he  thought  fit  not  to  put  in  these  letters 
iMfim  Figott  was  caUed.  [<<0h!"]  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  may  say  "  Oh !"  as  much  as  he 
likea.  How  is  the  position  of  Friday 
night  altered  from  that  of  to-night  ?  Is 
there  any  honest  person  who  will  sug- 
gest that  I  kept  back  the  letter  of  the 
15th  of  November?  [**Yes."]  Is 
there  any  one  to  suggest  that  I  tried  to 
keep  back  the  letter  of  the  15th  of  No- 
vember ?  [**  Yes."]  I  repeat  again  if 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says  he 
never  saw  these  letters,  I  believe  that 
he  never  did  see  them,  or  has  no  recol- 
lection of  it.  But  I  ask  him  to  respect 
my  recollection,  which  is,  that  when  I 
handed  him  the  bundle,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  wish  the  letter 
read  until  Figott  was  in  the  box.  j 
Hie  charge  against  me  on  Friday  I 
night  is  without  foundation.  I  dis- 1 
eloeed,  and  ordered  to  be  prepared ' 
and  put  in,  all  the  letters  that  passed 
on  Tuesday  morning,  the  19th.  I  re- 
peat my  recollections  and  strong  belief 
that  if  the  papers  are  searched  it 
will  be  found,  and  that  the  only 
reason  they  were  not  put  in  when  pro- 
dnoed  was  because  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  desired  to  keep  them  back.  I  do 
not  think  the  attempt  to  prove  me  in  the 
wrong  is  worth  the  amount  of  discussion 
which  has  taken  place.  It  has  necessi- 
tated my  going  into  the  matter  at  some 
length.  I  have  shown  no  warmth,  I 
have  simply  dealt  with  the  question  as 
one  of  fact.  It  is  only  one  of  the  many 
charges,  and  one  part  of  many  charges, 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  thought  it  right  to 
bring  against  me,  and  it  is  some  satis- 
faction that  it  is  upon  this  point  only 
that  the  Farty  opposite  have  been  able 


to  find  the  slightest  rift  in  the  joints  of 
my  armour. 

♦Mb.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.) :  I  can 
assure  the  House  it  is  with  reluctance 
that  I  rise  to  intervene  in  this  debate. 
Like  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir 
C.  Bussell)  I  took  no  part  in  the  discus- 
sion or  the  division  on  Friday  night.  I 
abstained  for  reasons  which  I  should 
have  thought  would  have  been  free  from 
the  misconception  of  the  most  unscrupu- 
lous partisans,  but  the  matter  has  now 
reached  a  stage  when,  in  the  interest  of 
historical  accuracy,  if  upon  no  other 
grounds,  I  must  endeavour  to  make  per- 
fectly clear  the  actual  state  of  the  case. 
The  Attorney  GFeneral  says  this  point  is 
of  very  minor  importance.  That  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  I  was  not  present 
in  the  House  during  the  debate  on  Fri- 
day, but  we  read  in  the  papers  that  no 
part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  received  with  such 
tumultuous  applause  as  the  declaration 
that  he  had  spontaneously  volunteered, 
five  days  before  Figott  went  into  the 
box,  to  furnish  to  the  other  side  mate- 
rials for  testing  this  witness  of  truth 
whom  he  was  about  to  produce. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  have  cor- 
rected five  days.  I  said  I  was  wrong 
about  that. 

♦Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Quite  so  ;  but  I  am 
dealing  with  the  importance  of  the  point. 
Now,  what  are  the  facts  as  they  have 
been  elucidated  from  the  shorthand 
notes,  and  the  statement  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  C.  Russell)  ?  Instead 
of  this  letter  of  the  11th  of  November 
being  produced  voluntarily — if  it  ever 
was  produced  at  all — it  was  produced  in 
response  to  a  call  in  cross-examination, 
which  had  to  be  responded  to.  Instead 
of  the  letter  being  produced,  upon  the 
Attorney  General's  own  admission,  five 
days  before,  it  was  tendered  on  the  20th 
of  February,  just  as  Figott  was  sbout  to 
enter  the  box.  Now,  that  is  common 
ground  between  us.  As  to  the  letter  itself, 
I  assert — and  I  have  as  clear  a  recollec- 
tion of  the  matter  as  I  have  of  anything 
that  ever  took  place  in  my  life — I  assert 
that  neither  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
nor  myself — and  I  need  not  say  we  were 
in  the  closest  communication  in  this 
matter — had  the  ghost  of  a  glimmering 
of  a  notion  that  there  was  a  letter  from 
Figott  in  which  he  announced  that  his 
testimony  could  not  be  relied  upon. 
When    Figott  went  into  the  box,  al- 
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ilioiiKti  wif  kn<*w  Momffthing  about  hi«| 

nniiwimlAfitii,  wfi  h«flii»y#»fl  that  he  was 

ht*\nfi  put  forwanl  a<i  a  witneMof  truth, 

jimi  an  Informiir  aftnr  informer  had  been 

fiiit  forward  in  the  earlier  staffes  of  the 

oaiie.  That  being  no,  let  me  call  attention 

t«i  one  remarkable  ntatement  made  by 

the  Attf»rney  (}ennral.  His etatemeot the 

other  night  was  that  he  had  oommuni- 

enlnd  to  tm  the  inoriminating  letters  in 

whhih   rigott  admits  he  would  be  dis- 

rredlted   (in  oroM- examination.     What 

in  hid  ntatement  to-day  ?     That  he  had 

(nndernd  in  evtdnnoe  the  letter  of  the 

lAlhof  Novemborf  not  fnim  Pigott  to 

Nosnips,    but  from   Hitamos  to  Pigott, 

whioh    iHUitainod    a    reforenre    to    the 

letter  of  the   1 1th   of  November  from 

IMtfitft  to  J^oAtunH,  and  that  if  that  letter 

Imd  been  put  in  thou  there  would  have 

been  en  opportunity  of  celling  for  the 

letter  of  the  Itth  of  Noveml>er.     IX>eR 

he  really  n\ean  to  say  that  these  two 

Mstements  emount  to  the  same  thing? 

)  will  not  (Muuueutuptm  that«tat<«ment; 

the  feotn  are  before  the  House.     The 

nhorfhsnd  notes  bear  out  in  every  psr- 

tioulsr  fhere^vUe^Mion  of  my  hon.  Friend 

t^bioh  tallies  with  my  own ;  and  I  lee  re 

the  mstfer  to  the  honest  judgment  of  any 

(\fk\v  mindeil  and  iu\\vartisl  men  who  rNids 

the  ntstemenln  on  both  sides. 

Sie  W  UAKtNnKV  ^lWby>:  I 
hsve  ne  desire  ^^  sgKtrsratt^  the  |v\sitiou  '  unTil  the  la»t  moment  and  only  rsveaM 
of  the  At(^^mey  tfenevsK  whi^'h  must  be  it  when  driven  to  the  last  aztmnitj.  It 
Kivmewhst  )^sint\)l  to  him  He  has  said  15  quit4»  cartain  tiiat  to  tha  defeooa  that 
thsl  lhi»  i»  s  mstter  of  no  im|v^nan«>e.  letter  was  never  known  until  tliA  S6th 
It  IS  ^Mndei-ful  h.^w  the  im|v«\rtaree  of  of  Vebrusrv.  when  Pigott  had  lefttti 
fhin^  v.Mie»  SANNTsbng  tA  their  ^Issues  ^^v•r.TTy,  and  if  he  had  not  lefl  it  vonid 
>Ve  S1V  t^N)d  iio«  thst  the  for^i  leTtsr  hsre  only  p-kjiTpv-^ned  tbe  knovledgn  for 
IK  s  mstfev  of  v^o  i^t\)>i^rhiY)«>e  It  was  AY^,%:>ier  w^p>ek  in  iv3«r  to  heap  tha 
\i.^t  ^vemdei^^  %  mstter  of  t>o  ;miv*rt* 
nritV^  ^her,  U  ^-s»  j'^uK^she,^*  ir.  l^e  .^lu^ 
.^»-.  iltv^  nsMTiin^  ^t  th/»  J^NNrs^.  >xes.^'.r»r 

•V./»   1^."*»n»r  or    yV-«isx  Tnv|t*V.t    ihoHj^Vl    il 

l»^f  )?r    ^•i'^^j^'l    Sc    *»mVa»'.    »r    ♦l^'x  ^^  ^»y"*f 
%\    t*    ^)*r  Vffo;    ."»:    **N'        fV.  .■*     X.^v^n* 


81B  W.  HABOOUBT :  That  waa  my 
objeot  in  challenging  him.  I  naked  bim 
when  he  knew  of  them.  I  never  nip- 
poeed  he  oould  have  known  of 
them  and  not  oommunieate  them. 
The  Attorney  General  haa  apokan  of  my 
charge  against  himJ  Wnat  was  my 
charge  against  him  ?  I  said  before,  and 
I  repeat  now,  that  the  Attorney  G^eral 
two  months  and  a  half  befinre  Pigott 
came  into  the  box  knew  that  he  was  a 
discreditable  and  discredited  witness. 
I  say  upon  that  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
any  public  prosecutor  to  make  inqniry— 
I  do  not  mean  personally,  bat  to  instruct 
his  solicitor  to  inquire  into  the  dharaoter 
of  that  man.  I  said  that  he  ought  not 
in  a  criminal  prosecution  to  prodnoe  a 
man  of  that  character  without  ffivin^ 
some  notice  to  the  aocused.  ^niis  is 
altogether  a  foolish  attempt  to  raise  a 
side  issue.  The  real  issue  is  whether 
Pigott  should  have  been  called  or  not. 
What  I  said  was  that  a  man  who  knew 
what  the  Attorney  Qeneral  knew  in 
December  ought  not  to  lie  by  and  endea- 
V(>uT  to  keep  alive  until  the  last  momsot 
the  charge  involved  in  the  forged  letters 
Against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
ti>  encourage  the  Timsi,  knowing  what 
ho  knew,  to  publish  what  it  did  publish 
every  morning.  The  Attorney  Omieral« 
1  ssid.  had  kept  bade  hia  kno^edga 
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oss^urr.T.y  alire  XCbai 
r,-  rVs!"  *  There  is  no  answer ;  it  is 
oAT.r.rrrei  ^iire  the  rest  —  fika  As 
sr^-y.-iO" — •"*»:*  •'^  the  monlli  af  tha 
Ktx.-^Tvty  iTPTjeral  T^ere  is 
crn^si'jir^v  trhip>,  is  ranhhiaiwa 
:ht  v:f«rs»«M.  whi.-h  liie  Axxanify 
bs>  of^'^erl  T'  Tiie  Hnxne.  Ha 
''»»<»:  >^r  e*'^  'hf-  jeTwire— 

V*    H  ^yj^.vflRT  :  It  is  an 
xhnc    y.  nir  hon. 
»»^rt'"    :hr    XSew'Ser  for 

Ssr*  M   re.-^  -w.  if»tT«tri^  n 
tl%.«    *^u.  p  V    I'.ptiersmnd 
«*i;^-Kiv^\    h<**v■»*^    ?ha"  inr 

"^i*r  *.    <«.•      It!'f*r 

T^^Tv  Tx  <»r  ^jji!**  Air. 
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^  obseryation.    My  hon.  anci  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  re- 
faned    to    the    croBs-ezamination     of 
Honeton.    That  cross-examination  took 
jl^aoe  in  the  presence  of  the  Attorney 
Cheneral,   the  Attorney  General  knew 
-tiiat   Houston  had   been  informed   by 
"Kgott  that  he  was  a  discredited  and 
•diaoreditable  witness,  and  yet  the  wit- 
iftew  said,  "  I  had  complete  confidence 
-in  Pigott.  and  had  no  reason  to  doubt 
him.'    The  Attorney  General  knew  that 
was  a  false  statement,  and  yet  he  sat 
'.by  while  he  heard  a  statement  made 
'to  the  Court  which    he    knew  to   be 
-false.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
-••its  by  and  allows  that  evidence  to  be 
.presented  as  truth.    I  think  that  such 
a  thing  is  altogether  unknown  in  the 
•oriminal  jurisprudence  of  this  country. 
P*  Oh !  '* from  the  Ministerial  Benches.] 
Then  you  approve  of  it.     That  is  worthy 
•  of  you.     When   documents   have  been 
•proved  to  be  forgeries  you    assert  they 
■  are  true ;  when  such  proceedings  as  this 
in  a  criminal  prosecution  are  brought  be- 
fore you  you  say  that  is  what  you  wished 
your  Attorney  General  to  do,  and  you 
admire  him  for  having  done  it.      Here 
this  witness  states  in  the   presence    of 
the  Attorney  General  that  which    the 
Attorney  General   knows  to   be    false. 
P'  Oh,  oh  !  "]      Yes.  he  did  know    it. 
Houston  had  stated  to  him  that  he  had 
no  confidence  in  Pigott' s  evidence. 
♦Sib   B.   WEBSTEE:     I    am    most 
unwilling  to  interpose,  but  I  say  dis- 
tinctly  that  there  is  not  the   slightest 
shadow  of  foundation  for  the  statement 
that  I  either  knew  or  had  any  reason  to 
know  that  the  answer  of  Mr.    Houston 
was  not  true. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Houston 
was  called  in  February.  On  the 
1 7th  of  February  Pigott  had  written 
a  letter.  There  were  two  letters, 
one  on  the  1  Ith  of  November  by 
Pigott  to  Houston,  the  other  on  the 
17th  of  November  by  Pigott  to  Soames. 
The  purport  of  botli  was  exactly  the 
-same,  though  the  expressions  are  dif- 
ferent.    The  letter  to  Soames  said  : — 

''  I  am  bound  again  to  warn  you  that  my 
testimony  will  be  certain  to  be  so  sensibly 
weakened  in  cross-examination  as  to  be  seriously 
injured." 

Yet  the  Attorney  General  considers 
that  consistent  with  HouMtou  swearing 
that  he  had  confidence  in  Pigott  Does 
iie  think   it  worth    while    to    let  that 

VOL.  OCCXXXIV.  [third  series.] 


statement  go  to  the  House ;  aye,  and  to 
the  country  ?  Look  how  this  case  has 
been  dealt  with.  Soames  knew  the  case 
of  the  TSnug  to  be  rotten.  Certainly  in 
November  when  he  received  that  letter, 
he  knew  that  Pigott  was  not  to  be 
trusted ;  the  Attorney  General  knew 
about  the  letter  on  the  12th  of  Decem- 
ber, and  he,  therefore,  also  knew  the 
case  to  be  rotten  ;  and  yet  we  have  all 
these  combined  to  keep  alive  the  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
They  called  the  experts  first,  and  this  is 
the  only  explanation  the  Attorney 
General  has  to  give.  If  there  was  any 
doubt  about  the  matter,  they  ought  to 
have  brought  it  forward  and  disposed  of 
it  at  the  earliest  moment.  If  they  had 
any  reason  to  doubt  the  evidence  of 
Pigott,  they  ought  to  have  called  him  in 
November  or  December,  so  that  the 
matter  might  have  been  investigated 
and  dealt  with,  and  if  the  evidence,  as 
they  had  every  reason  to  believe,  was 
not  to  be  depended  upon,  then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  at 
least  have  been  discharged  from 
this  odious  imputation.  You  may  spin 
cobwebs  of  miserable  professional 
etiquette.  The  common  sense  of  the 
country  will  see  that  they  are  a  pre- 
tence. It  will  see  that  a  number  of 
men  having  reason  to  suspect  that  the 
charges  were  false  and  the  evidence  in- 
sufficient combined  to  keep  those 
charges  alive  until  the  very  last  moment. 
And  why  ?  Because  they  knew  the 
moment  they  were  brought  forward, 
they  would  break  down  and  their  false- 
hood would  be  detected,  that  was  the 
reason  they  kept  them  alive.  It  was 
one  of  the  most  deliberate  acts  of  profes- 
sional cruelty  and  injustice  which  could 
be  inflicted  by  an  Attorney  General  or 
a  Public  Prosecutor.  That  is  the  reason 
why  I  thought  it  my  duty,  knowing  the 
opinion  of  counsel  in  the  case,  to  use 
the  words  **  deliberate  unfairness"  or 
the  word  **  unfairness  "  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  has  used.  The  Attorney 
General  has  imputed  to  me  that  I 
charged  him  with  dishonourable  con- 
duct. I  never  used  the  word.  People's 
ideas  of  honour  difl'er.  Your  ideas  of 
honour  may  be  that  unfairness  is 
honourable.  That  is  the  charge,  mark 
you — uufairnebs  to  the  accused  under 
such  an  accusation  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  laboured  under,  unfairness  by 
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a  man  in  the  position  of  the  Queen's 
Attorney  General  commanding  all  the 
influence  and  all  the  power  of  the  Crown. 
Unfairness  is  charged  against  him  by 
the  counsel  to  whom  he  was  opposed, 
and  he  says,  "  Oh,  that  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  from  a  charge  of  dishonour." 
That  I  will  not  enter  into.  My  charge 
against  the  Attorney  General  was  and 
is  in  this  House,  and  shall  be  out  of  this 

House [^MtnuUrial    laughter.']     Oh, 

yes,  you  are  not  going  to  determine 
this  question  now.  You  are  very  much 
mistaken  if  yot^  think  so.  This  case, 
which  lies  at  the  very  root  of  the  admin- 
istration of  justice,  and  which  shows 
how  the  principles  you  have  introduced 
into  Irish  Justice  are  poisoning  the  ad- 
ministration, will  go  before  the  judg- 
ment of  the  country.  I  say  that  a  more 
lamentable  example  of  the  degpradation 
of  the  principles  which  have  hitherto 
governed  and  distinguished  the  Bar  was 
never  brought  under  the  final  judgment 
of  the  country. 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  There  is  not  much 
'^miserable  etiquette  "  about  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  either  professional  or 
otherwise.  With  a  just  admiration  for 
his  own  speeches,  he  has  taken  advan- 
tage of  the  opportunity  of  the  conversa- 
tion which  has  arisen  tliis  afternoon  for 
repeating,  with  somewhat  livelier  tones 
and  with  additional  declamation,  the 
speech  which  he  made  last  Friday  even- 
ing. I  am  not  going  to  re-open  the 
whole  controversy.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  wishes  at  length  to  discuss  the 
whole  matter  again.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  have  both  made 
statements  to  the  House  this  evening 
with  regard  to  a  matter  of  fact  upon 
which  their  memories  do  not  agree. 
[**Oh,"and/ffMy^/^=r.l  I  should  deserve  to 
be  smiled  at  if  I  taia  their  memories  did 
agree.  Each  has  appealed  to  the  short- 
hand notes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  .said  that  ho  did  not  charge  ray  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  with  dishonourable 
conduct.  Does  he  charge  him  with  dis- 
honourable conduct  now  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  tell  the 
Solicitor  General  what  I  charge  the 
Attorney  General  witli.  I  charge  him 
with  what  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  has  charged  him  with 

Sir  TT,  Har court 


— the  unfair  conduct  of  a  eriminal  pro- 
secution 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL :  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  shall  be  witness 
and  judge.  The  right  hon.  Ghentleman 
does  not  answer  with  a  "yea"  my 
question  whether  he  charges  my  hon. 
Friend  with  dishonourable  oondnct  or 
not.  He  says  that  standards  of  honour 
are  different.  I  hope  there  is  no  one  in 
the  House  who  will  listen  to  the  words 
I  am  about  to  read,  taken  down  from 
the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
this  afternoon,  and  then  doubt  whether 
he  has  made  a  charge  of  dishonourable 
conduct  against  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  He  said  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  ''on  Friday  nieht  he 
thought  it  worth  while  to  mMe  this 
statement  to  influence  the  judgment  of 
the  House."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  perfectly  weU  that  in  saying 
that  a  man  has  thought  it  worth  while  to 
make  a  statement,  the  accuracy  and 
truthfulness  of  which  he  knew  could  not 
be  sustained,  you  are  charging  him  with 
as  clear  an  act  of  dishonour  as  it  is 
possible  to  conceive. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  words 
''  worth  while  "  were  used  in  relation  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  state- 
ment that  it  was  not  a  matter  of  im- 
portance. 

*The  solicitor  GENERAL:  No^ 
Sir,  I  cannot  accept  that  statement 
The  right  hoa.  Gentleman  said  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  thought 
it  worth  while  to  make  the  statement 
in  order  to  influence  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
means  to  say  that  a  gentleman  of  honour 
can  have  such  an  accusation  made  against 
him  without  repelling  it  with  indignation, 
then  certainly  the  canons  of  honourable 
conduct  with  which  he  is  acquainted  ars 
hardly  those  which  will  be  accepted  by 
the  majority  of  this  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  ano&r 
charge  against  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  it  is  one  of  a  very  serious 
character— that  ho  sat  silent  while 
Houston  gave  evidence  which  he  knew 
to  be  false,  and  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
have  interposed.  Xow,  in  the  evidenoe 
of  Houston,  in  the  passage  to  which  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  ICember 
for  South  Hackney  referred,  there  was 
no  duty  whatever  on  the  part  of  Counsel 
to  interpose.  There  was  no  statement 
there  made  by  Houston  as  to  a  matter 
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of  fact  upon  which  any  counsel  in  the 
oaae  knew  he  was  telling  an  untruth. 
What  Houston  said  was  that  until 
Piffott  had  made  a  declaration  on 
oatn  his  mind  was  not  easy,  as  he  knew 
that  a  large  bribe  had  been  offered  to 
him.  On  November  11,  Pigott  wrote 
his  letter  expressing  his  unwillingness 
to  come  forward,  asd  warning  those 
acting  for  the  Tim^  that  his  cross- 
examination  would  most  certainly  tend 
to  discredit  his  evidence  in  chief.  There 
was  a  perfectly  obvious  reason  for 
which  Pigott  was  then  trying  to  escape 
the  necessity  of  going  into  the  witness 
boXy  and  he  states  that  reason  quite 
dearly  in  his  letter  of  the  17th.  He 
says :  **  May  I  suggest  as  an  alterna- 
tive  that  I  should  not  be  asked  to  come 
forward,  but  be  provided  with  means  to 
leave  the  country — at  least,  for  a  long 
period."  He  goes  on  to  add  that  the 
effect  of  his  evidence  might  be  neutralized 
by  cross-examination.  [**  Hear,  hear !  " 
from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench'].  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  open- 
mouthed  to  cheer  every  comma  is  not  a 
Member  of  the  Bar.  Does  he  mean  to 
suggest  that  because  a  witness  fears 
that  his  evidence  may  be  neutralized  by 
cross-examination,  that  that  makes  him 
a  discreditable  witness.  As  I  have  said 
already  there  was  an  obvious  reason 
why  Pigott  should  try  to  escape  the 
necessity  of  going  into  the  witness-box. 
I  aoi  not  going  to  break  through  the 
rule  which  I  observed  on  Friday,  and 
which  I  intend  to  observe,  namely,  that, 
until  the  Commissioners  have  pro- 
nounced a  judgment  on  this  part  of  the 
case  I  will  not  discuss  the  conduct  of  the 
case  or  what  has  taken  place  before  the 
Commissioners  except  so  far  as  may  be 
absolutely  necessary  in  regard  to  debate 
in  this  House  ;  but  I  say,  after  reading 
the  passages  in  the  letters  I  have  re- 
ferred to,  and  seeing  the  statements 
which  were  made  by  Houston  in  cross- 
examination,  it  is  idle  to  suggest  that 
any  sort  of  duty  called  on  the  counsel 
appearing  for  the  Times  at  that  investi- 
gation to  interfere  and  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Houston.  I  spoke 
of  this  incident  as  a  conversation.  It 
really  is.  I  expected  it  to  be  a  personal 
statement  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney,  who  de- 
sired to  clear  up  his  relation  to  the 
debate  on  Friday,  and  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  whose  re- 


collection as  expressed  on  Friday  had 
been  challenged  in  the  public  papers. 
There  was  not,  I  think,  any  necessity 
for  the  area  of  the  debate  being  widened 
by  the  recurrence  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentlemavi  to  his  attack  on  Friday.  I 
do  not  understand  how  there  can  be  a 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  as  to  the  tenour 
and  purport  of  the  langua,^e  which  he 
used  in  this  House.  At  all  events,  I 
hold  that  here  again  there  has  been  an 
absolute  and  entire  failure  to  attach  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  stigma 
which,  in  the  heat  and  vigour*of  Party 
antagonism,  it  was  attempted  to  throw 
upon  him  on  Friday. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE(Northampton): 
I  think  that  if  the  wishes  of  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  were  consulted 
the  area  of  the  debate  would  be  exceed- 
ingly small.  Let  me  tell  the  House 
the  reason  Pigott  gave  me  why  he  did 
not  wish  to  appear  in  the  witness  box. 
It  was  because  he  had  forged  the  letters. 
The  Solicitor  General  has  asked  whether 
we  charge  the  Attorney  General  with 
dishonourable  conduct.  We  have  speci- 
fied and  proved  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  done,  and  we 
leave  it  to  others  outside  this  House  to 
decide  whether  he  has  acted  honourably 
or  dishonourably.  We  do  not  assert 
the  one  or  the  other,  but  we  leave  it  to 
the  constituencies  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  the  constituencies  of 
all  of  us,  to  decide.  One  point  with 
which  the  Solicitor  General  was  exceed- 
ingly indignant  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  should  have  said 
that  the  Attorney  General  sat  still  while 
Houston  made  statements  in  the  witness 
box  which  he  must  have  known  to  be 
false.  Why,  Houston  must  have  known 
his  statement  to  be  false  when  he  said 
he  still  believed  in  Pigott.  It  did  not 
depend  on  any  interview  Pigott  had 
with  me,  although  that  might  have 
shaken  Houston's  confidence  in  his  own 
witness.  It  depended  on  his  statement 
made,  not  on  November  11,  but  in  a 
letter  referred  to  in  the  letter  of 
November  11,  which  was  written  by 
Pigott  to  Houston  in  May,  1887. 
I  say  no  one  could  have  received 
a  letter  like  that,  in  regard  to  a  wit- 
ness of  the  importance  of  Pigott,  with- 
out having  grave  doubts  about  him. 
What  did  Houston  do?  Why,  when 
he  was  over  in  Dublin,  where  the  repu- 
tation of  Pigott  was  notorious,  he  abso- 
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oat  of  the  Hou^e,  all  the  lawyers  on  one 
side  are  to  vote   for  him   and   all  the 
lawyers  on  the  other  side  are  to  walk 
out?    Let  us  understand.    There  is  a 
letter  in  the  Times  from  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member   for    Cambridgeshire, 
who  says  there  is  but  one  feeling  among 
practising  barristers  holding  the  opinions 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself — one  of 
regret  and   shame  that    such   charges 
should  have  been  brought  by  a  once  law 
officer  of  the  Crown.     Is  my  right  hon. 
Friend,   because   he   was  once    a    law 
officer  of  the  Crown,  never  to  bring  an 
accusation   against  a  lawyer?      Those 
ideas  are  degrading  and  derogatory  to 
the  honour  of  this  House,  and  they  are 
entirely  contrary  to  any  sort  of  principle 
upon  which  representative  Government 
is  based.     The  Attorney  General  got  up 
to-night  and  said  perhaps  he  had  made 
a  little  mistake,  very  trifling  and  unim- 
portant.    But,  Sir,  he  did  not  answer 
one  of  the  charges  brought  by  my  right 
hon.   Friend.      My  right   hon.   Friend 
asked  him  whether  he  had  been  con- 
sulted  by   the    Government  as  to   the 
Special  Commission.     His  answer  was, 
"  I  cannot  disclose."  He  was  then  asked 
if   the    Government    had    given    their 
assent.     As  I  understood,  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  their  assent,  though  I 
believe,   as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  are 
obliged  to  give  their  assent,  or  certify, 
when  a  Queen's  Counsel  is  engaged  in  a 
criminal  matter.     Then  he  was  accused 
of  ^ving  no  names  of  witnesses,  and  he 
replied,  "I  was  not  going  to  give  the 
names,    because    of  the    fear   of    their 
being    intimidated."       But    this    is    a 
public  case,  in  which  certain  gentlemen 
are  charged  with  being  the  aiders  and 
abettors  of  assasination.     Lord  Justice 
Cock  burn  is  precisely  such  an  authority 
as  the    hon.    and    learned    Gentleman 
would  reverence.     Many  are  old  enough 
to  remember  what  took  place  in   1856. 
Sir  Alexander  Cockburn,  then  Attorney 
General,  prosecuted  Palmer  for  murder. 
He    not    only  gave  the  names  of   the 
witnesses,  but  he  furnished  pieces  of  the 
evidence  which  they  were  going  to  give, 
80  anxious  was  he  that  justice  should  be 
done.     But    in    these    proceedings  the 
Attorney  General  declined  to   give  the 
proofs  of  witness  after  witness  to  those 
who  were  engaged  for  the  defence.    He 
made  it  doubly  difficult  for  the  defence. 
Sir,  every  resource  in  the  category  of 
chicanery  has  been  exhausted  in  order 


to  blacken  and  defame  gentlemen  who 
are  Members  of  this  House.  I  say  I 
am  glad  that  this  debate  has  takea 
place.  I  trust  that  again  aud  again  we 
shall  recur  to  this  point,  until  the 
country  thoroughly  and  distinctly  under- 
stands that  we,  at  least,  on  this  side  of 
the  House  protest  against  this  conduct^ 
and  openly  and  frankly  express  our 
opinion  that  it  is  base  and  scandalous. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  (Bedford):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  be  allowed  to  say  a 
few  words.    1  must  revert  to  the  speech 
of  the   Solicitor  General,   who  read   a 
portion  of  the  letters  of  the  llth  and 
17th    November.      Does   the    Solicitor 
General  pretend  to  tell  an  assembly  of 
this  kind  that  those  two  letters  contained 
nothing   which    would  rouse  the   sus- 
picion of  any  solicitor  or  any  barrister 
that  the  man  who  wrote  them  was  not  a 
witness  of  truth,  and  could  not  stand  to 
the  testimony  that  he  had  undertaken, 
to  give  ?     I  do  not  think  the  Solicitor 
General  would  assert  any  such  thing. 
The  Prosecution  were  not  satis 6ed  even 
then  that  Pigott  would  do  as  Houston  had 
said — fulfil  his  promises — until  they  had 
got    from    him   a   sworn   undertaking. 
They  thought  they  had  him  in  the  vice 
then.     The  Solicitor  General  has  read 
almost  all   the    passages    referring  to 
Houston's  evidence.    What  did  Houston, 
say  ?     That    his  faith   in    Pigott    was 
shaken,  not,  mark,  by  the  letter  of  the 
17th  November,   which  he  had  in   his 
pocket,  or  in  his  possession,  but  simply 
because  Pigott  paid  a  visit  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Labouchere) ;  so  that  all 
the   while  the   Attorney  General  must 
have    known    that    the    reason    which 
Houston  gave  for  doubting  the  truth- 
fulness of  the  witness  was  not  the  two 
letters  in  which  Pigott  admitted  that  he 
would  be  shaken  in  cross-examination, 
but  the  fact  that  Pigott  had  paid  a  visit 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
There  is,   however,  a  graver  question 
than  this  to  which  no  answer  has  been 
given.     How  comes  it  that,  knowing  as 
they  must  have  known,  and  as  they  would 
admit  that  they  knew,  that  Pigott  was 
a  doubtful  witness  to  say  the  least  of  it 
— how  came  it,  in  Heaven's  name,  that 
they  still   kept   the   charge  alive,  ever 
since  the  day  that  they  became  possessed 
of  that  letter  up  to  the  time  they  put 
Pigott  into  the  box  ?      Not  one  word  of 
justification  has    been    urged  for  this 
course.     This  seems  to  me  to  be  th» 
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it    a  State  proMOution,  or  a  orimiiial 
'proeeontion,  or  a  Special  Oommission, 
and  where  the  accused  can  give  evidence, 
no  oomparieoQ  can  be  made  with  an 
*  ordinary  criminal  proeecution .     There  is 
not  a  single  hon.  Member  who  practises 
«t  the  bar  who  does  not  know  that  it  is 
.a  common  thing  for  counsel  to  find  that 
'witnessee  in  their  brief  -have  been  tarn- 
^pered  with  by  the  other  side,  and  have 
.^eigned  statements  diametrically  opposed 
to  the   former    statements   which  they 
have  given  to  the  other  side ;  but  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  it  is  not  often  the  case 
that  they  are  offered  bribes  of  £  1 ,000.  It 
frequently  happens  that  there  are  wit- 
nesses who,  from  the  very  nature  of  their 
occupation  or  employment,  even  if  they 
are  called,  must  be  known  to  be  hostile 
witnesses.     Examples  of  this   are  fre- 
quent, for  instance,  in  cases  of  collision 
at  sea,     A  look  out  is  a  witness  who 
must  almost  of  necessity  be  called  by 
those  who  reprebent  the  ship.     He  may 
have  been  tampered  with  by  the  other 
side,     and     frequently    is,     and     the 
other  side  obtains  a  contradictory  state- 
ment from  him,  a  fact  which  comes  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  opposing  counsel. 
Does  counsel,  on   learning  this,    with- 
hold   that    witness  ?       Certainly    not. 
Does  he  do  anything  so  ridiculous  as  to 
go  to  counsel  on  the  other  side  and  say 
''  I  find  that  one  of  my  witnesses  has 
given  you  a  different  statement   from 
that    which    he   has   given    me,    and, 
therefore,  I  am  bound  to  tell  you  what 
he  has  said"?      The  propopition    has 
only  to  be  stated  to  show  its  inherent 
absurdity.   I  have  only  one  other  obser- 
vation tb  make.     I  wish  to  express  the 
pleasure  with   which  I  heard  my  hon. 
<aud    learned   Friend  the   Member  for 
Hackney    (Sir    C.    Kusseli)    repudiate 
all    participation    iu    the    charge    of 
-dishonourable     conduct     against     the 
Attorney  General.     It   is  true  that  he 
eays    he    has     made    complaints,    and 
-querulous    complaints     are    frequently 
made  by  counsel  as  to  the  conduct  of 
opponents  during  the  progress  and  in 
the  heat  of  a  case ;  but  that  is  far  dif- 
ferent to  such  charges  as  those  brought 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby.     Sir,  when  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  said  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  bring  any  charge  of  dishonour- 
able    conduct     against    the    Attorney 
Oeneral,  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  gave  an  approving 


''  hear,  hear."  But  if  he  approved  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for 
saying  this,  what  excuse  is  there  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct 
on  Friday  evening  ?  Why,  he  cheered 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kil- 
kenny to  the  echo  when  he  spoke  of 
the  dishonourable,  heartless,  and  shabby 
tactics  of  the  Attorney  General.  Sir,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  meant 
to  bring  a  charge  of  dishonourable  con- 
duct, which  he  now  attempts  to  with- 
draw, under  cover  of  the-  explanation 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney.  Such  conduct 
will  con^mend  itself  neither  to  those  who 
are  outside.nor  inside  this  House.  I  may 
add  that  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Morley),  after 
having  heard  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney,  will  see  fit  to  modify  some- 
what the  language  he  used  on  Friday 
evening,  when  he  said  he  had  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  permission  to  state 
that  he  approved  of  the  action  taken  by 
the  Opposition,  and  I  trust  that  in  com- 
mon fairness  he  will  do  so.  It  is  clear 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  approve  of  the  changes  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  for  he  has  so  stated  in 
explicit  terms  to  the  House  this  even- 
ing. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
has  referred  to  me  without,  I  think,  any 
great  necessity.  I  wish  to  tell  the 
House,  in  reply  to  the  challenge  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  I  see 
no  necessity  whatever  for  modifying 
one  word  I  said  on  Friday  night.  I  will 
not  now  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
half  a  moment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  has  told  the 
House  to-night  he  made  a  communica- 
tion to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  A.  J.  Morley).  That 
hon.  Member  came  to  me  just  before  I 
rose,  and  said  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  authorized  him  to 
say  that  he  concurred  in  our  line  of 
action.  I  took  the  words  down  from 
the  lips  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  read 
them  to  him,  and  I  said,  **Are  you 
quite  sure  that  is  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney  authorized 
you    to    say?"    The    hon.     Member 
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replied,  **That  is  exactly  the  oaee." 
What  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  has  said  to-night  exactly 
tallies  with  that  declaration,  and  I  have 
no  word  to  withdraw. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  desire  to  address  myself  to  one  point, 
and  one  point  only,  and  perhaps,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  is  unable  to  reply 
himself,  he  will  instruct  some  other  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  do  so  for  him. 
As  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  very  correctly  put  it, 
there  is  a  conflict  of  statement  on  which 
the  memories  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  disagree ; 
and  the  Solicitor  General  further  put  it 
— and  I  entirely  agree  with  him — that 
the  shorthand  notes  are  the  only  things 
we  have  to  help  us  in  reference  to  this 
disagreement.  Now,  I  think  I  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  to  say,  some  time 
prior  to  the  examination  of  Pigott,  he 
handed  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Hackney  a 
bundle  of  printed  copies,  which  included 
the  letter  from  Soames  to  Pigott  of  the 
1 5th  November,  and  the  letters  of  11th 
November  and  17th  November. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Not  of  the  11th 
November. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  At  any  rate 
the  letter  of  the  17th  November  from 
Pigott  to  Soames.  Now,  I  listened  with 
attention  to  the  reading  of  the  short- 
hand notes  of  what  happened  on  the 
26th  February,  and  it  is  to  that  I  would 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General.  If  I  am  right,  it  was  at  the 
time  Mr.  Soames  was  in  the  box,  and 
one  of  the  two  letters  which  has  just 
been  referred  to  was  about  to  be  pro- 
duced in  evidence  through  Mr.  Soames. 
The  Attorney  General  asked  Mr.  Soames 
to  read  the  letter  of  November  15  from 
Pigott,  enclosing  the  letter  of  November  1 1 
from  Pigott  to  Houston.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney  asked  for 
a  copy  of  the  letter,  and  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  say,  '*  I  handed  it  to 
you  in  a  bundle  some  days  ago,"  but  he 
replied,  **  I  have  not  got  a  copy." 

♦Sir  K.  WEBSTER :  The  letter  of 
the  1 1th  November  had  not  been  copied. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  But  some  letters 
had  been  copied ,  and  some  copies  had 

Mr,  John  Morley 


been,  according  to  the  memory  of  the* 
Attorney  General,  handed  to  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney.     It  occurs  to* 
me  that  it  requires  some  explanation' 
why  the  Attorney  General  did  not  say  to 
the  Member  for  South  Hackney,    *'I 
handed  you  a  bundle  of  printed  letters  the^ 
other  day,  in  which  you  will  find  copies^ 
of  this  and  the  other  letters,  as  to  which 
Mr.  Soames  is  going  to  give  evidence?"* 
I  understood    the  Attorney  General  to* 
say  that  the  letters  of  Norember  1 1  and- 
17  from  Pigott  to  Soames  were  in  the 
bundle  of  printed  letters  which,  some- 
time prior  to  the  examination  of  Pigott, 
had  been  handed  over  by  Mr.  Soames  to^* 
the  hoD.  and  learned  Member;  but  it 
now  appears  that  the  letter  of  the  1  Itlk 
of    November  had   not    been   printed,, 
although  the  Attorney  General    stated 
that  he  knew  of  it  in  the  middle  of  De- 
cember.    How  did  it  happen  that  this- 
letter  was   not  printed  with  the  rest?' 
How  could  it  have  been  excluded  unless- 
it  had  been  omitted   by  Mr.  Soames? 
If  the  Attorney  General  had  been  awaro 
of  the  absence  of  the  letter  of  the  11  tb 
of  November  from  the  bundle  of  printed^ 
letters  alleged  to  have  been  gi▼Q^  to  Sir* 
Charles  Russell,  he  should  have  called^ 
the  attention  of  Sir  Charles  Russell  to  it^ 
The  incident  as  to  this  letter  certainly 
seeu^s  to  support  the  memory  of  the  hon»- 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  when 
he    is   in   conflict   with    the    Attorney 
vt6ii  6ral 

Mr.    W.    REDMOND  (Fermanagh,. 
N.) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  as  well  as  otber- 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  have,  since  the  debate  took  place- 
about    this  matter,    found    fault   with 
Members  sitting  on  these  Benches  for- 
the  attitude  they  have  adopted.     Well^ 
I  think  if  hon.  Members  will  oonsider- 
for  a  moment  the  position  we  have  been 
placed  in  in  this  matter,  they  will  come- 
to  the  conclusion  that  instead  of  showing 
great    excitement,    or    a     warrantable- 
amount  of  excitement,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances we    have    been    extremely 
and  excessively  calm.     The  whole  ParQr 
representing  the  overwhelming  bulk  oV 
the  Irish  nation  have  been  charged  with 
complicity  with  murder.     Letters  attri- 
buted  to   the  hon.   Member  for    Ck>rk. 
appeared  in  the  limeB ;  and  when,  for- 
very  sufficient  reasons,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  did  not  go  before  a  jury,  o-jet 
and  over  again  upon  the  other  side  of: 
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the  House  he  was  twitted  with  not  doing 
80 ;  and  when  the  Special  Commission 
was  appointed,  we  were  told  that  it  was 
appointed  for  the  express  purpose  of 

Sving  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
€^  Party  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
their  character  from  the  charge  of  com- 
plicity with  murder.  And,  though  we 
loond  fault  more  than  once  with  the 
composition  of  the  Commission,  when 
the  Bill  was  rushed  through  we  were 
told  that  it  was  forced  on  because  the 
Gk>Temment  were  most  anxious,  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  liked  it  or 
not,  that  that  hon.  Member  should 
hare  an  opportunity  of  clearing  his 
character  nx)m  these  letters.  Well, 
the  Commission  began  to  sit,  and 
nobody  can  possibly  doubt  that  the  let- 
ters were  the  chief  charge  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Party. 
But  for  those  letters  the  Commission 
would  never  have  been  appointed. 
Might  we  not  have  expected,  under  the 
oiroumstanoes,  in  view  of  the  protests 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that 
they  would  have  given  us  every  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  our  characters  ?  In- 
stead of  that,  however,  what  was  our 
surprise  to  find  that  nothing  whatever 
was  said  of  the  letters — the  chief  charges 
against  us.  The  boo.  Member  for  Cork 
waited  in  vain  for  a  single  thing  to  be  ten- 
dered in  support  of  the  monstrous  charges 
made  in  those  letters.  What  we  have 
to  complain  of  as  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  nation  is  not  so  much  that  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  has  failed  to  give  this 
letter  or  that,  but  that  the  Attorney 
General  and  Mr.  Soames  and  all  con- 
nected with  the  Times*  case  must  have 
known  from  the  first  mention  of  Pigott's 
name  that  they  had  no  oa»e,  in  the 
very  exceptional  circumstances,  it  was 
the  primary  duty  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral to  say  to  Mr.  Soames,  **  But  who  is 
this  Pigott  ?  "  and  to  iusist  on  reason- 
able steps  being  taken  to  test  his  credi- 
bility. Bichard  Pigott  was  the  one 
witness  upon  whose  testimony  the  letters 
rested ;  and  is  it  to  be  believed  tor  a 
moment  that  the  Attorney  General  did 
not  ask  Mr.  Soames  what  manner  of 
man  he  was?  When  the  Attorney 
General  ascertained  the  character  of 
Pigott,  it  was  his  duty  as  an  honourable 
man  to  have  at  once  put  Pigott  into  the 
box,  and  thus  have  relieved  85  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  from  the 
frightful     charge     that      had      been 


so  long  hanging  over  their  heads.. 
Instead  of  doing  that,  the  hon*  and. 
learned  Gentleman  allowed  the  Commis- 
sion to  dri^  on  for  week  after  week,  and 
only  put  Pigott  into  the  box  when  he 
was  absolutely  compelled  to  do  so  by 
coming  to  the  end  of  his  case.  Houston 
has  been  continually  referred  to  as 
though  he  is  a  man  of  substance,  whereas, 
in  fact,  he  is,  or  was,  nothing  more  than 
a  reporter  at  so  many  shillings  a  week, 
on  a  Dublin  Tory  newspaper.  In  his 
position,  however,  as  a  reporter,  he  must 
have  known  all  about  Pigott.  He  must 
have  known  that  Pigott  was  a  man  who 
lived  by  his  wits.  When  the  name  of 
**  Dick  Pigott  "  was  mentioned  in  such 
circles  as  those  Houston  moved  in,  every 
one  knew  *•  Oh,  that  is  Pigott,  the  black- 
guard, the  ruffian,"  and  so  on.  And 
yet  we  are  told  that  the  Attorney  General, 
in  all  the  sweet  simplicity  of  his 
character,  knew  nothing  about  the  sort 
of  man  this  Pigott  was,  and  that 
Houston  knew  nothing  about  him.  Sir, 
that  will  not  go  down  with  the  Irish 
people,  no,  nor  with  the  English  people 
either.  People  when  they  hear  this  will 
say—**  It  was  the  business  of  the  Attor* 
ney  General,  seeing  the  evidence  was  so 
slight,  to  at  once  bring  the  letters  into 
Court  and  give  the  Irish  Members  an 
opportunity  of  proving  them  to  be  false 
and  of  vindicating  their  characters.'^ 
I  do  not  want  to  use  un- Parliamentary 
language,  but  I  say  that  such  a  con- 
spiracy to  keep  alive  a  slander  upon  an 
honourable  people  and  their  Kepresen- 
tatives  the  world  has  never  before  seen. 
A  more  cruel  and  unjust  conspiracy  was 
never  entered  into,  and  it  is  all  the  more 
cruel  that  the  counsel  engaged  against 
us  is  not  a  private  counsel,  but  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  by  whom  the 
country  is  unfortunately  ruled  at 
the  present  time.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  a  great  deal  of  the  infamy  of 
the  proceedings  does  not  attach  to  Mr. 
Soames,  because  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  that  neither  he,  nor  Houston, 
nor  Shannon  knew  the  character  of 
Pigott.  Will  the  Attorney  General  get 
up  in  the  House  and  say  that  he  never- 
heard  a  whisper  against  Pigott's  cha- 
racter until  he  saw  the  letter  of  the  1 7tb. 
of  November?  Nothing  that  the 
Attorney  General  has  yet  said  will  re- 
lieve his  name  in  history  from  the  charge 
of  having  conducted  this  inouiry  against 
85  of  his  Parliamentary  colleagues  with. 
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oitfairae— ,  I«iialleo«liinietDdcacwuice ! 
tins  foul  eoDMfiimej  itBtQ  liie  AtfameT  ' 
GeDeral  rwigiifl,  vbieh  pablie  opinkm  I 
win  fooc  force  him  to  do. 

nCm.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.; :  A«  we  ; 
hare  been  debured  up  to  the  present  \ 
from    an  opportanitj    of  dieenanng  a  ' 
sing-le  matter  relating  to  Ireland  loeallj,  ; 
in  oonieqaence  of  the  general  wish  that  - 
these    chargee    against    the    Attorney  '" 
General  should  ooenpj  the  attention  of  ' 
the  House,   I  now  wish  to  call  to  the  ' 
notice  of  hon.   Members  a   matter  of ! 
grave  importance  to  mj  division  and 
also  to  the  whole  of  the  people  of  the 
South  of   Ireland.     I  hare  to  make  a 
eomplaint  against  the  Chi^  Secretarr 
for  Ireland  in  reference  to  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  treated  me  on  sereral 
recent  dajs  at  question  time.     If  the 
Chief  Secretary  attended  to  his  duties  in 
the  waj  he  ought  to  do  it  would  be 
unnecessarj   for  me  to  have  to  draw 
attention  to  this  matter,  which  oonoems 
a  protracted  struggle  on  one  of  the  most 
noted  estate  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
It  appears  that  a  sjudicate  of  gentlemen 
has  been  formed  in  London,  beaded  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Huntingdon- 
shire, to  purchase  a  well-known  estate 
ID  Munnter,  and  to  prevent  a  settlement 
which  was  almost  concluded    with  the 
Pocsonbj    tenants.     I    gave  the    hon. 
Member  (or  S«iuth  Hunts  full  notice  of 
my  intention  to  bring  his  conduct  before 
the  House. 

«Mb.  speaker  :  The  subject  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  bringing  under  the 
notice  of  the  Houee  has  no  connection 
with  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  which  in  now  under  discussion. 

*Mr,  lane  :  I  wish  to  refer,  Sir.  to 
this  mater 

*Mk.  speaker  :  Order,  order.     The 
remarks  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  making 
have  no  reference  to  the  salary  of  the 
Chief  Secretary. 

♦Mb.  lane  :  The  question  I  want  to 
discuss  is  the  manner  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  conducts  the  duties  of  his 
office  in  Ireland.  I  complain  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  refused  to 
appoint  any  official  under  him  in  Ire- 
land to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
under  which  a  settlement  between  the 
tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  Estate  and 
their  landlord  has  been  prevented  by 
this  London  syndicate.  I  say  that  if  he 
properly  conducted  the  business  of  his 
office  he  would  take  steps  to  prevent  this 
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seri^as  natare  in  tke  Sootk  of  Ivelaad. 
Of  eovrae,  if  tkia  is  sot  in  order  I  will 
bow  to  Toor  raliag,  Sr;  but  it  is  in  his 
official  capacity  as  adminislnftQr  and 
guazdian  A  the  peaoe  that  I  charge  the 
Chief  Seerelaiy  with  ac^oet  of  his 
duty.  I  think  it  is  qidte  pertinent  to 
the  vote  for  his  salary,  aaid  I  aabmit 
that  he  ought  to  have  intotfoaod. 

«Ma.  SPEAXER :  Ordor,  oidsr.  The 
hon.  GentlemaB  is  dearly  out  of  order. 
It  is  not  a  matter  of  whieh  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  be  eognisaat. 

*Mb.  J.  P.  GILL  (Looth,  S.) :  May  I 
point  out  our  eomplaint  of  the  Cluef 


«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  I 
have  already  said  that  the  debate  origi- 
nated by  the  hon.  Member  ia  out  of 
order. 

Ma.  GILL :  What  I  wiib  to  do,  Sir, 
is  to  complain  of  what  we  hold  to  be  the 
light  and  frivolous  manner  ia  whieh  liie 
Chief  Secretary  has  treated  our  warnings 
upon  this  question. 

«MiL.  SPE.\KER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  distinctly  out  of  order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  show  the 
slightest  connection  between  the  salary 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  subje^ 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

Ma.  GILL :  Will  you  allow  me^  Sir, 
for  one  moment 

«Thb  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.) :  We 
contend  that  the  Chief  Secretaiy  baa 
I  interfer€)d  with  the  course  of  justiee  ia 
Ireland.  Last  January  there  were  a 
number  of  people  committed  for  trial  in 
the  County  of  Donegal,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  beginning  of  February 
met  the  Crown  Pr«)eecutor  for  the 
County  in  Dublin,  and  instructed  him  to 
get  a  change  of  venue. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  no  part 
of  my  function  to  be  mixed  up  ia 
any  Cht>wn  prosecution,  nor  have  1  ever 
done  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 

*M&.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  ia 
not  in  order. 

«Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  his  plaoe 
and  claimed  to  move  that  the  Question 
be  now  put. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  On  a  point  of  order,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
know    whether   on    the  Report   stage 
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it  is  not  in  order  to  call  attention  to  the 
oonduot  of  the  Chief  Secretary  ? 
♦Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  point 
of  order. 

Question  put  <*  That  the  Question  be 
mow  put." 

The  House  divided :  Ayes,  142;  Noes, 
75.     (Div.  List,  No.  39). 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  this 
House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Resolution." 

The  House  divided:  Ayes,  143; 
Noes,  76.     (Diy.  list,  No.  40). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-REPORT. 

Attention  called  to  the  number  of 
Members  in  the  House,  and  40  Members 
being  found  in  their  places, 

Resolution  reported. 

''That,  towards  making:    good   the  Supply 

granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Serrice  of  the 

year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March^  1890, 

the  sam  of  £3,729,203  he  granted  out  of  the 

<)onflolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Court- 
ney, Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  add  Mr. 
JackioQ. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 

"To  apply  a  sum  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  to  the  service  of  the  year  ending  on  the 
thirty -first  day  of  March  one  thousand  eight 
liundred  and  ninety." 

Presented  accordingly,  and  read  the  first 
time;  to  be  read  a  second  time  To  morrow,  at 
"Two  of  the  clock. 

NAVAL  DEFENCE. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  fa)  the 
expenditure  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £21,500,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
•and  completing  for  sea  yeesels  for  Her  Majesty^s 
Navy ;  of  this  expenditure  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£10,000,000  to  be  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  in  the  seven  years  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
•of  March  1896 ;  and  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£11,600,000,  to  be  issued  out  of  moneys  pro- 
Tided  by  Parliament  for  Naval  SServices  during 
the  five  financial  years  ending  on  the  31st  day 
^f  March  1894."~(Lor{<  George  Hamilton.) 

♦MK.CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
aton) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  and  I  cannot  help  expressing  my 
regret  that  this  important  duty  should 
Jbave  been  left  to  be  discharged  by  such 


a  very  humble  Member  of  the  House. 
Some  of  us  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
this    very  important    proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  been 
met  by  sturdy  opposition  from  above  the 
Gangway  on  this    side    of  the  House. 
I    cannot    help    expressing   my    deep 
regret      that     the    Leaders      of     the 
Opposition     have,      as      I      conceive, 
neglected     their     duty    towards     the 
people  of  this  country.    On  three  grounds 
this    proposal    might    very    fairly    be 
opposed — That  no  proof  has  been  afforded 
to  the  country  that  any  further  expendi- 
ture is  needed  in  this  direction  ;  that  the 
country  is  afforded  no  guarantee  that  if 
this  money  is  voted  it  will  not  be  jobbed 
away  and  wasted  as  previous  sums  have 
been  ;   and   the  third  objection   is  the 
unconstitutional  character  of  the  proposal 
that    has     been    submittted     by    Her 
Majesty's  Government.       On    the   last 
point,   I  do  not  presume  to  be  capable 
of    addressing    the    Committee.       But 
that     aspect    of    the    subject    will,     I 
hope,    be  dealt  with  by   some  of  our 
friends    above     the     Gangway.     Nor 
shall  I  ask  the  Committee  to  listen  to 
any  references  from  me  to  the  second 
ground  of  opposition — namely,  the  waste 
and  jobbery  that  takes  place  in  Govern- 
ment Departments,  and  the  manner  in 
which  iarge    sums    have   been   grossly 
misapplied,  instead  of  being  used  as  the 
House  and   the  country  intended  they 
should  be.     I  will  confine  myself  to  the 
absence  of  any  necessity  being  shown  for 
this  expenditure.     Let  me  briefly  trace 
the    growth   of    expenditure   upon    the 
Services  for  the  last  30  or  40  years.    Up 
to   1854,  and  for  40  years  previous  to 
that    date,    the   expenditure   upon   the 
Army   and   Navy   averaged   something 
like  £15,000,000   annually.      Then  we 
were,    unfortunately,  afflicted   with  the 
Crimean  War,  and  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing   that    the     statesmen    who     were 
responsible    for    having    dragged    this 
country  into  that  terrible  war  incurred 
very  heavy  responsibility,  not  merely  on 
account  of  the  immediate  cost,  but  for  the 
terrible  financial  burdens  which  it  has 
since  entailed  on  this  counti:y.     For  40 
years  previous  to  that  war  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  Services   was  15    millions 
annually,   but  in  1856  the  expenditure 
went  up  from  15  millions  to  52  millions, 
and,    unfortunately,    a    great    part    of 
it    remained.     The   expenditure   never 
returned  to  what  I  would  describe  as  its 
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a  somewhat  singular  spectacle  presented 
to  us.  Some  of  us  were  exceedingly 
gratified  to  find  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  displayed  such  an  amount 
of  common  sense  as  to  rebuke  the 
utterances  of  Lord  Wolseley,  who 
tried  to  create  a  scare  in  the 
minds  of  our  countrymen.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  Lord  Wolseley 
stated  that  100,000  men  could  be  landed 
on  our  shores  with  vessels  of  150,000 
tonnage.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  challenged  this  statement; 
and,  after  taking  counsel  with  experts 
experienced  in  the  transportation  of 
troops,  declared  that  vessels  of  480,000 
tonnage  would  be  required — just  a 
trifling  difiPerence  of  320,000  tons  be- 
tween these  two  authorities.  They  dif- 
fered also  as  to  the  amount  of  space 
required  for  the  transportation  of  horses. 
The  noble  Lord  said  2}  tons,  while 
Lord  Wolseley  said  4  tons  woidd 
be  necessary.  Lord  Wolseley  said 
100,000  men  could  be  landed  on  our 
shores  in  a  day ;  the  noble  Lord 
(Hamilton)  said  it  would  take  at  least 
a  week.  Well,  I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  some  clear  and  definite  explanation 
before  we  allow  ourselves  to  be 
frightened  by  statements  so  con- 
tradictory on  the  face  of  them.  Both 
the  statements  of  the  First  Lord  and 
of  Lord  Wolseley  were  based  on  the 
assumption  that  there  would  be  no 
opposing  force.  Well,  considering  we 
have  been  expending  enormous  sums  of 
money  on  the  Navy,  that  we  have  the 
standing  Army,  a  Volunteer  Army,  and 
the  Militia,  it  is  an  envious  assumption 
that  we  should  offer  no  kind  of  opposition 
to  an  invading  force.  If  the  noble 
Lord  is  right,  that  it  would  take  a  week 
to  land  100,000  men  on  our  shores  if  we 
did  not  oppose  them,  it  is  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  with  opposition  it  would 
take  them  something  like  a  month,  even 
if  they  succeeded  then.  Then  we  have, 
besides,  the  assurance  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  another  statement  from  him 
to  which  we  listened  with  pleasure. 
Personally,  I  felt  thankful  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  attitude  he  took  up  in 
rebuking  those  connected  with  the  two 
Services  for  their  continued  clamour  for 
more  men  and  more  money.  The  noble 
Lord,  for  some  reason  I  hope  he  will 
explain,  has  however  entirely  changtnl 
his  attitude  on  the  matter,  and  I  shall 
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await  his  ezplanatioii  with  aom» 
curiosity.  I  will  refer  briefly  to  the* 
speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  on  July 
5th,  in  which  he  expressed  the  opinion 
that  Lord  Wolseley's  views  were  not  to 
be  sustained.  The  noble  Lord,  uphold- 
ing his  statement  as  to  the  landing  of 
100,000  men  on  our  shores,  said  tnat^ 
before  expressing  that  view,  he  had  con- 
sulted the  experts  at  the  Transport 
Department,  so  that  the  statement  was 
based  upon  their  authority  as  well  a» 
his  own.  Later  on,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Leigh 
Division  of  Lancashire,  the  noble  Lord 
declared  that  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
was  not  to  indulge  in  spasmodic  ship- 
building, but  to  pursue  a  steady  and 
continuous  course.  I  do  not  know  what 
interpretation  the  noble  Lord  now  puts 
upon  those  words.  I  only  take  of  thenk 
a  plain,  common-sense  view.  The  pro- 
posal now  before  the  Committee  seems- 
to  me  to  be  an  entire  departure  front 
the  declaration  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred.. 
If  all  these  statements  were  reliable,  and 
Foreign  Governments  read  them — and  it 
is  only  fair  to  assume  that  they  have 
been  read  by  Foreign  Qt>Temment8 — 
what  will  they  say  concerning  the  pro- 
posals that  are  now  before  the  House  ?* 
They  will  naturally  argue,  "If  the 
British  nation  was  in  a  state  of  secority 
six  or  eight  months  ago,  and  now  this 
extraordinary  proposal  is  made  for  an 
expenditure  of  £21,000,000  to  inorease 
the  Naval  Forces  of  the  country,  the 
British  Government,  having  alresidy  a 
sufficient  force  for  defence,  must  intend 
to  be  aggressive."  The  result  of  such 
reasoniug  will  be,  that  the  GK>yern- 
ments  of  Europe  will  become  alarmed 
at  the  proposal  now  made  to  the  country, 
and  the  evil  will  not  diminish,  but  wUl 
be  continued  and  aggravated.  It  is  some- 
times amusing  to  read  what  foreigners 
and  foreign  journals  think  and  say  of  us. 
I  saw  the  other  day  in  the  Univers  a  some- 
what amusing  account  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Naval  Scheme.     It  said — 

"Everv  four  or  live  rears  our  excellent 
Doijfhbours  ou  the  other  side  of  the  Ghatmel 
are  soizod  with  a  pjinic.  They  wake  one  day 
with  a  notion  that  thoir  island  is  badly  de- 
fondod,  and  that  a  more  thorough  protection  is 
noedod.     Meetings  are  organized  " — 

almost  exclusively  attended    by   those 
belonging  to  the  Services — 
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"  at  which  generala  and  admirals  make  speeches, 
and  the  Gk>vemmeiit,  be  it  Liberal  or  Con- 
•ervati?e,  readily  yields  to  the  pressure  and 
brings  out  gigantic  schemes  that  are  never 
carried  out  io  full.  When  a  respectable  num- 
ber of  millions  hare  been  spent,  the  Eni^Ush 
feel  safe— that  is,  until  another  scare  breaks 
out" 

Some  lion.  Members  id  this  House  know 
how  these  scares  are  manufactured.  I 
will  not  say  they  are  got  up  by  *'  panic 
mongers  "  as  that  is  an  offensive  term, 
but  words  of  equal  force  may  be  applied 
to  those  who  promote  them.  The  journal 
from  which  I  have  quoted  concluded  the 
article  to  which  I  am  drawing  attention 
with  these  words — 

*<  England  is  suffering  from  such  a  scare  at 
this  moment,  and  a  grand  scheme  is  before 
Parliament  to  increase  the  number  of  ironclads. 
Somebody  is  safe  to  make  a  profit  out  of  it.*' 

The  concluding  sentence  is  one  which  I 
hope  our  countrymen  will  make  a  note 
of — that  ''somebody  is  sure  to  make  a 
profit  out  of  it."  Of  course  they  are. 
There  are  contractors  always  ready  to 
clamour  for  an  increase  of  the  Ai  my  and 
Navy,  and  there  is  a  host  of  officials 
who  are  always  waiting  for  a  crumb 
or  two  from  the  official  table.  No 
one  but  those  in  office  can  for  a  mo- 
ment understand  the  pack  of  howling 
wolves  behind  the  Government,  hound- 
ing them  on  to  spend  money  on  the 
Army  and  Navy.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  have  had  to  yield  to  the 
enormous  pressure  brought  to  bear 
behind  and  all  round  them.  The 
Secretary  for  War,  I  remember,  said, 
in  a  debate  last  year,  he  had  listened  to 
the  speeches  made  by  naval  and  military 
Members  of  the  House,  all  advocating, 
from  their  different  points  of  view,  but 
in  the  kindest  manner  to  himself,  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  and  he  re- 
buked Members  behind  him  for  their 
continuous  and  enormous  demands  for 
an  increase  of  expenditure  on  the  Army 
and  Navy.  On  March  8th,  last  year,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  another 
speech,  in  the  course  of  which  he  said 
that  good,  honest  work  was  being  done 
to  increase  the  military  strength  of  the 
country,  and  efficiency  was  being  gra- 
dually secured,  without  undue  extrava- 
gance.    He  said — 

**  The  only  danger  we  have  to  apprehend  is 
the  fluctuation  of  public  opinion,  and  there  is 
no  more  certain  way  of  producing  that  fluctua- 


tion than  to  give  an  exaggerated  account  of  the 
money  required,  in  order  to  put  us  in  a  satis- 
factory condition." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now 
changed  his  opinion,  and  now  sanctions 
this  enormous  expenditure  of  money 
which,  six  months  ago,  he  protested 
against.  In  addition  to  the  testimony 
I  have  quoted  of  Members  of  the 
Government,  we  have  that  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  who  is  supposed 
to  know  something  about  the  safety 
of  the  country.  On  May  11th,  last 
year,  he  repudiated  there  being  any 
danger  of  the  kind  to  which  reference 
has  been  so  frequently  made ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  same  date, 
rebuked  Lord  Wolseley  for  inflaming 
the  public  mind,  and  went  on  to  say — 

**  But  what  I  do  earnestly  protest  against  is 
that  panic-producing  speeches  should  be  made 
at  public  dinners  by  puolic  men." 

The  noble  Lord  pointed  out  the  large 
addition  which  had  been  made  to  the 
Army  since  June,  1884,  and,  with 
regard  to  the  Navy,  reminded  the 
House  of  Lords  that,  whereas  the 
amount  expended  on  it  in  1884  was 
£4,445,000,  in  1888  it  was  £6,711,000. 
These  figures  he  quoted  to  prove 
that  there  was  no  ground  for 
alarm,  and  that,  at  any  rate,  nine 
months  ago  the  country  was  perfectly 
safe.  I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that,  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
the  Secretary  for  War,  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  and  the  Prime  Minister  were 
satisfied  nine  or  ten  months  ago  that 
the  country  was  in  a  perfect  state  of 
defence,  and  that  our  forces  were  then 
sufficient  to  defend  us  from  invasion,  that 
we  are  justified  in  demanding  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  shall 
give  us  solid  reasons  for  changing 
their  opinions,  and  for  the  extra- 
ordinary proposals  they  are  now  making 
to  extract  from  the  pockets  of  the  British 
taxpayer  £21,000,000  to  increase  the 
Naval  Forces  of  the  country.  I  am 
willing  to  give  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment every  credit  for  being  honest  in 
their  intentions  in  this  matter.  My  own 
conviction  is  that  the  proposals  they 
have  made  are  against  their  better 
judgment ;  that  they  have  been  simply 
overborne  by  the  Representatives  of  the 
Services ;  that  what  the  Secretary  for 
War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty said  in  this  House  last  year 
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tliey  said  believing  their  statements  to 
be  true,  and  being  honestly  desirous  of 
continuing  in  the  peaceful,  economical 
path  which  they  had  marked  out 
for  themselves,  but  that  since  then 
the  permanent  ofi&cials  and  Hepre- 
•sentatives  of  the  Services  have  been  too 
«trong  for  the  Government.  I  do  not 
wish  to  speak  offensively ;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  Eepresentatives 
of  the  Services  have  no  business  to  be 
in  this  House  at  all.  Perhaps  the 
British  public  —  the  new  electorate — 
may,  at  no  distant  day,  have  something 
-to  say  with  regard  to  the  seemliness  of 
men  sitting  in  the  House  and  prac- 
tically voting  their  own  salaries.  It  is 
clear  to  mo,  from  the  few  years*  experi- 
ence I  have  had  here,  that  so  long  as 
we  have  so  large  a  contingent  of 
the  two  Services  here  hounding  on 
the  Government  against  their  better 
judgment,  and  practically  masters  of  the 
situation,  we  shall  have  to  wait  in  vain  I 
for  economies  in  either  of  the  Services.  { 
And,  with  regard  to  the  permanent  \ 
officials,  I  should  be  prepared  to  apply 
a  very  drastic  remedy.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  form  two  very  good  figure 
heads,  but  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
they  are  really  much  more  than 
figure  heads.  It  is  the  permanent 
officials  who  practically  govern  the 
country,  and  the  only  way  to  remedy 
this  is  to  make  a  clean  sweep  of  them, 
and  to  continue  the  sweeping  process 
until  the  heads  of  the  Departments  are 
masters  of  the  situation.  I  think  I  am 
warranted  in  repeating  a  statement 
made  by  a  former  Member  of  the  House, 
who  some  years  ago  was  connected 
with  the  Admiralty.  The  Government 
of  that  day  made  a  serious  effort  in  the 
direction  of  economy,  and  this  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  earnestly  joined  the 
Government  in  the  effort  they  were 
making  to  effect  a  retrenchment. 
Well,  he  declared  on  one  occa- 
sion that  he  positively  went  into  his 
office  in  bodily  fear  from  the  permanent 
officials  because  of  the  efforts  he  was 
making  to  effect  a  retrenchment. 
[**Name!"]  There  are  Members  in 
the  House  who  know  that  statement 
i8  true.  I  do  not  know  that  the  con- 
dition of  things  this  gentleman  found 
in  the  Department  now  obtains  there, 
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but  I  know  the  permanent  officials  offer 
such  a  sturdy  opposition  to  the  attempts 
of  the  Heads  of  Departments  to  bring 
about  a  retrenchment  that,  however 
desirous  a  Member  of  the  Government 
may  be  to  effect  economy,  in  the  end  he 
becomes  worn  out  in  his  efforts,  and,  at 
last,  sits  down  and  enjoys  himself,  as 
his  predecessors  have  done  before  him, 
and  allows  the  permanent  officials  to 
have  their  own  way.  No  donbt  the 
votes  of  the  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  Services  are  very  important  to  the 
Gt)vernment,  and  the  influence  of  these 
persons,  together  wjth  that  brought  to 
bear  by  the  permanent  officials,  have,  no 
doubt,  weighed  with  the  Government  in 
the  course  they  have  adopted.  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  repeating  a  question 
which  I  have  asked  before,  and  which, 
if  I  have  the  honour  to  continue  a 
Member  of  this  House,  I  shall  probably 
ask  again.  Last  year  when  a  proposal 
was  made  to  increase  the  expenaitnre — 
which  I  cannot  help  thinking  increases 
the  danger — I  asked  a  common  sense 
question,  which  millions  of  people  out- 
side ask  themselves — namely,  *'  Where 
is  the  danger  ?  "  I  want  to  know  where 
the  foe  is  to  be  found  who  is  desirous  of 
invading  our  shores  ?  The  only  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  so  far  as  I  know, 
who  has  made  an  effort  to  discover  and 
unearth  the  bogey  is  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord  C. 
Beresford),  and  he  says  it  is  General 
Boulanger.  Well,  I  believe  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  one  of  the  really  honest  men 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I  be- 
lieve him  to  be  mistaken,  but  I  accredit 
him  with  every  sincerity,  and  I  am  told 
that  he  regards  himself  as  the  best 
friend  of  peace  to  be  found  in  this  dis- 
tinguished Assembly,  although  I  take, 
an  opposite  view  of  his  policy.  The 
noble  Lord  believes  that  General 
Boulanger  will  very  likely  undertake 
an  invasion  of  this  country. 

LordC.  beresford  :  No,  no! 
*Mr.  cremer  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  noble  Lord  is  not  frightened  by 
General  Boulanger;  but  if  he  fears 
no  danger  in  that  direction,  perhaps  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  tell  us  where  the 
danger  really  is  ?  I  thought  the  noble 
Lord  was  under  the  impression  that 
there  was  some  danger  of  General 
Boulanger  organizing  an  expedition 
against  us  in  consequence  of  our  con- 
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tinaed  ocoupation  of  Egypt  Well,  Sir, 
in  regard  to  this  continued  occupation, 
I  pointed  out  nearly  three  years  ago 
tkkt  it  was  a  source  of  danger  to  us, 
that  it  was  a  sore  point,  if  not  among 
ihe  French  people,  at  any  rate  amongst 
the  governing  classes  of  France,  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  other  people 
in  England  are  coming  round  to  Uie 
same  common-sense  Tiew.  If  this  feel- 
ing of  soreness  does  exist,  the  beet  thing 
we  can  do  to  cure  it,  is  to  clear  out  of 
Egypt,  not  because  we  are  threatened 
by  General  Boulanger,  but  because  we 
have  no  business  there.  The  sooner, 
therefore,  we  clear  out  of  it  the  sooner 
-shall  we  depriye  General  Boulanger  of 
any  plea  for  mvading England — if  he  has 
any  idea  of  invading  us.  In  the  autumn 
^e  General  Election  will  take  place  in 
France,  and  we  shall  then  know  whether 
General  Boulanger  is  to  be  in  power  or  not. 
You  cannot  build  new  ships  before 
next  autumn,  nor  in  less  than  three 
years,  and  if  the  danger  be  imminent  we 
ought  to  have  all  the  force  you  say  is 
needed  at  our  disposal  immediately, 
while  if  the  danger  be  remote  I  do  not 
see  the  use  of  the  present  proposal. 
The  French  Marine  Department  are 
already  proposing  to  increase  the 
French  Navy,  on  the  ground  that  at 
present  it  is  inferior  to  the  English 
x7avy  ;  and  a  few  weeks  ago  a  Special 
Oommission  reported  to  the  French 
Ohamber  of  Deputies,  recommending 
the  building  of  more  ironclads,  the 
reason  assigned  being  that  we  have 
done  the  same.  They  also  recommended 
that  a  number  of  cruisers  should  be 
built,  and  that  20  more  torpedo  boats 
should  be  constructed,  on  the  g^und 
that  we  are  also  building  cruisers  and 
multiplying  our  torpedo  boats.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  every  increase  of  our 
S&wal  Force  leads  to  an  increase  of  the 
Naval  Forces  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel ;  it  does  not  put  an  end  to,  but 
continues  and  magnifies,  the  evil.  And 
.in  Germany  the  same  state  of  things  is 
going  on.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  it  was 
said  that  16  ocean-going  torpedo  boats 
were  being  built  for  the  German  Navy, 
to  be  armed  with  all  the  modem 
appliances,  and  to  have  a  speed  of  23 
Imots.  If  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment are  agreed  to,  and  this  enormous 
sum  of  money  is  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal, a  large  proportion  of  it — allowing 
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for  waste  and  extravagance  such  as  we 
know  of  in  the  past  ~  will  be  expended 
in  the  increase  of  our  Fleet,  and  then 
we  shall  find  that  further  proposals  will 
will  be  made  by  France  and  Germany 
and  Husfda  in  the  same  direction,  and 
when  they  have  increased  their  forces 
because  we  have  increased  ours,  another 
demand  will  in  a  few  years  be  made 
upon  us  for  further  additions  to  our 
Navy.  Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at 
the  Lord  Mayor's  Dinner  last  Novem- 
ber in  regard  to  the  armed  condition 
of  Europe,  asked  a  very  pertinent 
question,  which  I  venture  to  repeat 
— namely,  ''  When  is  this  rivalry  to 
end?"  We  are  continually  talking 
about  being  compelled  to  imitate-  the 
example  of  other  nations,  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  doing  so  when  the  example 
is  worth  imitating;  but  I  would 
ask  why  we  do  not  set  a  good  example 
ourselves?  Why  we  do  not  make 
an  effort  to  induce  the  nations  abroad 
not  to  increase,  but  to  reduce  their 
armaments,  and  so  diminish  the  dan- 
ger? You  may  tell  me  they,  would 
not  acquiesce  in  such  a  proposal. 
How  do  you  know?  Yon  have 
never  invited  them.  It  is  not  worth 
an  effort  to  see  whether  the  time  has  not 
come  when  the  public  opinion  of  the 
world  is  not  sufficiently  strong  to  induce 
the  GK>vemments  of  Europe  to  join  in  a 
movement  in  this  direction.  I  believe 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
seriously  to  propose  a  Oonference  of  the 
nations  of  the  world,  with  the  view  of 
bringing  about  a  mutual  and  simultane- 
ous reduction  of  armaments,  a  shout  of 
triumph  would  go  up  on  the  part  of  the 
people  throughout  the  whole  civilized 
world,  and  the  Gt)vemment  who  would 
undertake  a  task  of  that  kind  would 
cover  themselves  with  everlasting  glory. 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  see  their  way  to  take  such  a  step. 
I  am  afraid  that  few  Members  of  this 
House,  particularly  on  the  other  side, 
have  yet  learned  to  understand  that  the 
old  order  of  things  has  greatly 
changed,  and  that  the  democracy,  not 
merely  here,  but  throughout  the  world, 
or  nearly  so,  has  now  entered  into  the 
possession  of  political  power,  and  that 
that  democracy  is  peaceful.  The  one 
man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who 
seems  to  me  to  understand  the  changed 
order  of  things,  and  the  aspirations  of 
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the  demiwrt^,  is  the  nobla  Lard  the 
Member  for  Soath  Peddiiigtoii ;  mxkd^  if 
he  eondnaee  in  the  spirit  that 
hue  eheimcterized  his  doings  in 
regard  to  retrenchment  end  reform^ 
I  Tentnre  to  aej  he  will  be  assoring  for 
himself  the  gratitude  of  the  people 
and  imperishable  renown.  I  hope 
the  GoTemment  will  remember  that 
monarcbs  and  statesmen,  still  power- 
ful— too  powerfol  for  mischief — ^hare 
alreadT  nad  their  power  serionslj 
diminished;  that  the  power  thej 
wielded  in  the  past  has  been  and 
■tiQ  is  being  more  and  more  transferred 
to  the  people ;  and  that  the  people  are 
ererywhere  desirioos  of  liring  in  peace. 
I  hme  the  GoTemment  will  take  in  a 
kindlj  spirit  the  obeerrations  I  hare 
addrciwed  to  them;  and  will  consider 
whether  it  is  not  worth  while,  instead  of 
imitating  a  tMid  example,  ti  set  a  good 
one,  bj  asking  the  nadons  of  the  world, 
through  their  respectire  Goremments, 
to  iom  in  a  serious  effort  to  reduce 
rather  than  to  increase  their  armaments. 
Sir,  I  beg  to  move  my  Amendment 

Amendment  proposed, — 

"To  iMve  out  til  the  words  after  the 
ftnt  word  <*  That,*'  in  order  to  add  the  vorda 
**  harini^  regard  to  the  itatemeiita  made  during 
the  last  SeMion  of  Parliament  by  the  FIrrt 
Lord  of  the  Admiraltj  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  aa  to  the  efficiency  of  the  arma- 
menta  of  the  Country  for  the  pnrpoee  of  De- 
fence, and  feeing  that  the  Nation  waa  aasnred, 
in  the  recent  Speech  from  the  llirone,  that  Her 
Majeetjr't  relations  with  Foreign  Powers,  which 
were  of  the  most  peacef  ol  character  last  year, 
remain  in  the  same  satisfactory  condition,  this 
Committee  deems  it  expedient  to  anthorise  the 
enenditnre  asked  for  oy  the  GoTemment,'* — 
{Mr,  Crtmer,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  G.  J.  GoscHEw,  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  I  fuUy 
acknowledge  that  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
were  made  in  a  kindly  spirit.  No 
Member  of  the  House  can  complain 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  brought  this  great  and  important 
question  before  the  Committee,  and  I 
feel  perfectly  confident  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  felt  impelled  to  the  course 
he  has  taken  by  an  imperative  sense  of 
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duty,  and  that  he  is  impnased  with  the* 
extreme  importaaee  of  sskinf^  from  the 
Government  ezplanrntions  to  whidi  he 
and  the  rest  of  Uie  Cominittae  are  most 
fully  entitled.  I  shall  leave  to  my  noUe 
Friend  the  Rrst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
and  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Admiralty  tike- 
task  of  replying  to  the  penooalaUnsioiis 
which  hsTe  been  made  to  them,  and  to 
the  morv  technical  part  of  the  question 
which  refers  to  the  Administratum  of 
the  Admiralty  and  to  the  eomparatiTe 
force  of  the  Britirii  Navy.  But  the  hon. 
Member  has  alluded  to  some  general 
considerations,  with  regard  to  whieh  L 
think  it  right  to  offer  a  few  words  in 
reply,  because,  although  he  has  not  re* 
f erred  to  me,  he  would  be  fully  entitled  to- 
ask  how,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
I  could  consent  to  the  great  burden  whieh 
is  placed  upon  the  people  by  theee  pro* 
poeals  of  the  GoTemment  unlees  I  was 
absolutely  convinced  of  the  extreme 
neceesity  of  voting  theee  sums.  The- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  a 
heavy  reeponsibility  in  this  matter, 
which  I  ^o  not  wish  for  one  moment  to- 
disdaim.  The  hon.  Member,  in  his  con- 
cluding observations,  spoke  of  the 
change  of  attitude  in  Europe  generally, 
since  the  accession  of  democracy  to  power.. 
I  wish  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
as  far  as  I  can  and  I  will  admit  that  the- 
deeire  of  most  democradee,  not  of  all,, 
but  certainly  of  tbe  British  democracy,  is 
peace.  But  there  is  one  other  demand 
which  the  British  democracy  will  make^ 
and  it  is  that  besides  peace  there  shaV 
be  absolute  security.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  of  the  toiling  millions 
and  01  their  interest  in  this  question. 
But  I  speak  with  as  sincere  a  oon- 
▼iction  as  that  which  animated  him 
when  I  say  that  the  toiling  millions 
have  as  deep,  if  not  a  deeper,  interesi' 
in  the  security  of  these  islands  and  in 
the  security  of  our  commerce  and  of  our* 
Colonial  Possessions  as  any  other  por* 
t-'on  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  I  would 
undertake  to  argue  this  question  before 
any  meeting  of  trade  unionist8,or  befora 
audiences  composed  exclusively  of  toil- 
ing artizans.  I  would  put  it  to  them 
what  their  fate  would  be  if  for  three  or 
four  months  only,  or  even  for  a  ahortar 
period,  the  importations  and  ezporta- 
tions  of  this  country  were  seriously 
imperilled  ?  We  all  remember  the  fate 
of  Lancashire  during  the  cotton  famine.. 
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The  hon.  Member  and  hia  friends  will 
agree  with  me  in  this— that  we  are 
practioally  unanimous  as  to  the  neoes- 
nty  of  being  secure,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  only  point  on  which  this  discussion 
oan  fairly  turn  is  whether  or  not  we  are 
eeoure.  We  may  be  sure  that  any  Parlia- 
ment which,  foreseeing  the  possibility  of 
snoh  a  combination  of  circumstances  as 
might  place  this  country  in  peril,  did  not 
take  measures  adequate  to  provide  against 
such  a  contingency  would  be  justly  held 
up  to  odium,  obloquy,  and  the  re- 
proach of  the  nation.  I  admit  that  the 
democracy  is  for  peace.  What  I  say 
here  is  known  to  every  statesman  in 
Europe,  and  I  affirm  that  no  Govem- 
ment  in  this  country  —  ConservatiTe, 
Liberal,  or  Radical — would  venture  on 
a  policy  of  aggression.  There  is  no  cor- 
ner of  the  earth  we  covet  or  wish  to  take 
from  any  other  Power.  We  have  no 
agg^ressive  object  of  any  kind  in  view. 
Nothing  could  be  more  remote  from  the 
wish  of  every  Member  of  the  Administra- 
tion than  that  by  our  proposals  we  should 
indicate  to  Europe  that  we  have  any 
different  policy  from  that  which  has  been 
pursued  continuously  by  several  succes- 
sive Governments — namely,  a  policy  of 
continued  peace.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  said  the  other 
day  that  if  it  were  flashed  through 
Europe  that  we  had  embarked  on  an 
expenditure  of  £20,000,000  there  would 
be  an  alarm  throughout  the  Continent ; 
but  I  am  confident  of  the  opposite,  and 
that  nothing  can  produce  a  more  power- 
ful influence  in  favour  of  peace  than  the 
knowledge  that  Ghreat  Britain  is  strong. 
No  doubt  the  nations  of  the  Continent 
are  suffering  under  a  terrible  burden  of 
armaments  which  the  hon.  Member 
properly  denounced ;  but  if  there  is  one 
thing  they  look  to  as  likely  to  exercise  an 
influencelJfor  peace,  it  is  a  strong  Eng- 
land. I  say  here  with  absolute  conviction 
that  no  statesman  in  Europe  holds  the 
opposite  view.  They  all  hold  that  a 
strong  England  is  an  element  of  peace. 
I  agree  mat  if  it  could  be  done  it 
would  be  a  work  worthy  of  any  Gx>- 
vemment  to  bring  nations  into  confer- 
ence and  induce  them  to  disarm  ;  but  I 
am  afraid  that  in  these  days  it  would  be 
a  Utopian  attempt.  But  the  moment 
when  we  should  be  most  able  to  influ- 
ence Europe  in  this  direction  would  be 
the   moment   when  it  was   universally 


acknowledged  that  by  our  strength  we 
could  exercise  a  very  considerable  influ- 
ence upon  Powers  that  might  desire  to 
go  to  war.  No  doubt  in  this  country 
the  democracy  largely  influences  the 
policy  of  the  GK>vemment,  but  I  doubt 
whetner  in  some  of  the  most  powerful 
States  of  Europe  the  masses  have  influ- 
ence enough  to  affect  the  decisions  of 
statesmen  and  Emperors.  We  have  to 
look  to  circumstances  with  regard  to 
which  we  are  obliged  to  be  extremely 
reticent,  but  which  we  cannot  ignore. 
The  hon.  Member  quoted  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  as  asking — 

<<How  long  18  this  to  lastP  We  may  well 
ask  oorselres  how  long  is  Earope  to  bear  thia 
strain  f  " 

It  is  in  this  feeling  that  danger  lies* 
The  hon.  Member  may  think  that  if 
the  cloud  which  has  so  lone  hung  over 
Europe  were  to  burst,  the  interests 
of  this  country  might  be  unaffected,  and 
we  might  look  on  with  unconcern ;  but 
a  nation  cannot  always  look  on  when  it 
wishes,  though  it  may  do  so  if  it  has  fleets 
and  armies  to  prevent  its  hand  being 
forced  by  others.  If  we  survey  the 
whole  situation;  if  we  look  at  the 
changes  that  have  taken  place ;  at  the 
combinations  of  the  forces  of  Europe 
that  are  possible ;  at  the  currents  that 
are  still  running,  I  confess  we  do  not 
see  any  such  change  as  should  mats  for 
peace,  for  permanent  peace.  There  is 
no  immediate  anxiety;  we  are  op  the 
best  of  terms  with  other  countries ;  but  at 
the  same  time  we  have  no  right  to  depend 
upon  the  continuance  of  these  cordial  re- 
lations. We  shall  all  agree  that  we  must 
run  no  risks.  It  is  true  that  for  a  long 
time  we  have  been  undisturbed,  and, 
when  it  is  asked  where  is  attack  to  come 
from,  it  cannot  be  expected  that  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  should  in  a  time  of 
peace  point  to  any  particular  nation ; 
but  still  a  desperate  nation  might  gain 
some  considerable  advantage  for  itself 
if  it  could  attack,  not  necessarily  these^ 
islands,  but  at  all  events  the  interests 
of  Ghreat  Britain.  We  have  no  business 
to  build  upon  any  immunity  we  have 
enjoyed  in  the  past,  for  changing  cir- 
cumstances may  deprive  us  of  that  im- 
munity. And  when  it  is  said  that  we 
have  wasted  money  in  the  past,  are  we 
quite  sure  that  we  have  not  had  an 
equivalent  for  our  expenditure  in  the 
security  we  have  ei:goyed?      Have  w» 
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not  eioaped  wan  such  as  other  countries 
liave  been  engaged  in,  and  has  not 
our  powerful  Fleet  been  one  cause  of 
<our  immunity?  In  spite  of  the  com- 
plaints of  sailors,  who  are  histori- 
cally and  habitually  professional  grum- 
blerSy  has  it  not  been  due  to  our  Fleet 
that  security  has  been  enjoyed  by  our 
coasts,  our  commerce,  and  our  Oolonies  ? 
jBut  for  our  Fleet  we  might  haye  offered 
temptations  to  adventurers  and  invited 
4>ther  nations  to  embark  upon  dangerous 
enterprizes.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  accept  my  assurance  that  our  scheme 
it  in  no  way  due  to  the  pressure  of  per- 
manent officials  at  the  Admiralty.  The 
Oovemment  were  themselves  invited  to 
look  into  the  matter,  to  review  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  to  marshal  our 
own  forces,  and  to  calculate  the  forces 
that  might  be  brought  against  us.  We 
were  asked,  as  a  Cabinet,  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  the  result  is  the  proposal 
«re  submit.  I  admit  that  many  of  us, 
myself  included,  have  been  midnly  in- 
£uenced  in  the  view  that  this  expenditure 
ought  to  be  undertaken  by  our  opinions 
upon  the  position  of  foreign  afiPairs. 
Hon.  Members  ask  what  changes  there 
have  taken  place,  but  1  trust  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  not  press  us  too  much  on  the 
diplomatic  side  of  the  question.  We  do 
say  that  the  general  foreign  situation, 
^without  being  acute,  is  such  that  we 
should  be  blind  to  our  duties  if  we  did 
not  take  immediate  measures  to  put  our- 
selves in  a  proper  state  of  defence.  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  agree  with  me 
If  hen  I  say  that  we  should  run  no  risks, 
and  that  we  ought  not  to  rely  upon  the 
friendly  disposition  of  other  countries. 
If  we  itudy  history,  not  only  the  history 
of  the  past,  but  contemporary  history,  I 
am  sure  we  shall  find  the  folly  of  build- 
ing too  much  on  any  such  amiable  hope. 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment feel  that  it  is  their  bounden  duty 
to  see  that  there  is  no  possibility  not 
only  of  successful  invasion  of  our  shores 
but  of  serious  interruption  to  our  com- 
merce. If  it  is  felt  that  the  proposed 
addition  to  the  Navy  is  not  required,  and 
that  the  forces  of  the  oountry  are  already 
sufficient  to  effect  these  objects  under  all 
circumstances,  then  let  the  House  reject 
our  proposals,  but  do  not  reject  them  on 
Utopian  considerations,  or  because  you 
believe  that  this  country  has  been  so 
long  unattacked  that  she  will  never  be 
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attacked  again.  Turning  to  the  next 
point,  I  wish  to  remind  the  House  of 
the  fact  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  are  continually  urging  the  QoTem- 
ment  to  send  out  forces  to  all  parts  of 
the  globe  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
British  interests.  It  is  not  on  the  Goa* 
servative  side  alone  that  these  demands 
are  made,  for  I  remember  in  the  debate 
on  Samoa  a  very  stout  Radical,  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Austell  (Mr.  W. 
M'Arthur),  urged  that  the  Government 
ought  to  have  taken  action  which  might 
have  involved  us  in  war  with  G^rmanj. 
It  has  been  said  that  there  is  no  danger 
of  invasion,  but  a  course  of  action  has 
repeatedly  been  urged  upon  the  Gk>- 
vemment  which  might  have  led  to  war, 
and  which  would  only  have  been  likely 
not  to  lead  to  war  on  account  of  the 
knowledge  that  this  country  was  suffi- 
ciently powerful  to  make  war  with  her 
a  dangerous  game.  It  is  not,  however, 
in  Samoa  only,  but  elsewhere,  that  we 
oome  into  contact  with  other  European 
Powers.  In  our  Oolonies,  for  instance^  we 
now  oome  much  more  freely  into  oontaet 
with  our  Oontinental  neighbours  than 
used  to  be  the  case.  That  is  so  in 
Africa,  in  Asia,  in  India,  and  in  Poly- 
nesia, in  all  of  which  collisions  might 
occur  which  might  very  easily  give  riae 
to  European  conflicts.  Fortunatelj» 
these  things  are  managed  with  temper , 
and  there  is  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  all  European  Powers  to  act  with 
prudence  and  with  friendliness.  It  is, 
however,  found  that  the  Powers  whom 
we  now  meet  in  all  parts  of  the  globe 
are  increasing  their  armaments,  and ' 
that  some  countries  have  fleets  whioh 
never  had  them  before.  It  is,  there- 
fore, not  only  invasion  that  we  have  to 
consider,  because  there  is  an  increase, 
I  will  not  say  of  danger  or  risk,  bat 
at  any  rate  of  contact  with  our  JBilre- 
pean  neighbours  in  distant  parts  of  the 
world  which  has  made  it  necessary  to 
augment  our  forces  so  as  to  uphold 
our  interests  in  those  distant  regions. 
I  think  that  it  will  be  recognized  that  I 
have  not  argued  this  question  in  any 
narrow  or  aggressive  spirit,  or  with  any 
undue  desire  for  the  augmentation  of 
the  fighting  forces  of  the  country.  We 
may  be  wrong  in  the  view  we  take. 
[^Che^n  and  counisr-ehe^i.'l  Yes;  and 
you  may  be  wrong  too.  If  we  are  wrong 
we  may  have  deeply  to  regret  that  we 
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luTB  UDn«ces8arily  placed  an  extra  bur- 
den of  taxation  upon  the  oountry  ;  but  if 
Toa  ore  wrong  you  may  be  the  means  of 
mperilling  intereste  oompnied  with 
vhieh  all  we  now  ask  will  be  absolutely 
aa  nothing.  In  conclusion,  I  ask  you  to 
look  at  our  proposale  in  a  oandid  spirit, 
because,  in  our  Judgment,  taking  into 
oonsideration  the  poaition  of  Europe  and 
of  the  world,  it  we  wiih  for  peace  and 
the  maintenance  of  British  incareste,  it 
will  be  found  indispensable  to  augment 
the  forces  of  the  Empire. 

*Mb.  CAL£B  WBIOHT  (Lancashire. 
8.W.,  Leigh):  I  mnet  protest  against 
this  proposal  of  the  GoTemmeat  for  a 
large  increase  in  the  Naval  Estimates. 
In  my  opinion  it  Is  a  great  mistake.  I 
fear  that  the  Qovemmeot  have  been  in* 
fluenoed— like  other  Governments — by 
panic,  and  I  believe  thie  panic  will  end, 
like  others,  in  extravagance  and  waste 
of  public  money.  Had  the  Government 
directed  their  attention  to  the  abuses, 
the  iDoompetency  and  extravagance  In 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  in  the  Oivil 
Service,  and  had  rooted  out  those  abuses, 
they  would  have  rendered  greater  service 
to  the  State  than  by  increasing  the 
Estimates  for  war  purposes.  Panic  and 
preparations  for  war  tend  to  bring  on 
war,  which  checks  social  progress,  in- 
terferee  disastrously  with  trade  and 
),  piles  up  enormous  debts,  in- 
taxation,  causes  jealousy   and 

ll-feeling  between  nations,  and  violates 
one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of 
Ohrietianity.  No  class  is  so  interested  in 
this  question  ae  the  working  class. 
About  three' quarters  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  are  drawn  from  that  class,  and 
in  time  of  war  they  Buffer  from 
depreaeion  in  trade,  &om  want  of  em- 
ployment, from  reduced  wages,  and  in- 
creased taxation.  Since  I  became  a 
Member  of  this  House,  I  have  noticed 
that  when  any  attempt  has  been  made 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  of  the  Army, 
it  has  always  been  opposed  by  the 
Army  officials,  who  proclaim  that  we 
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\  have  the  worst  armed  and  the  worst 
equipped  force  in  Europe,  and  the  Ad- 
mire and  Naval  Officers  tell  us  that 
the  country  is  not  sufficiently  defendedi 
and  urge  the  Government  to  provide' 
more  forts,  more  warships,  and  more 
men.  Although  there  has  been  a  larga 
increase  in  the  naval  expenditure  during 
the  last  few  years,  still  our  shores  ore  la 
danger,  and  the  cry  is  for  more  war 
ships.  Is  the  Houao  on  this  subject  to 
be  gnided  in  legislation  by  the  oonflict- 
ing  statements  of  the  Gh>veroment  and 
naval  officials?  Well,  thehoo.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Amendment  gav» 
some  quotations  from  Members  of  the 
Government.  Here  is  another.  Oa 
July  10th,  1888  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ormskirk  (Secretary  to  the  Admira]^)^ 
addressing  a  large  meeting  of  the  com- 
mercial community  of  Liverpool  on  the 
subject  of  the  naval  defences  of  th» 
country,  said  that — 

"  All  were  agreed  that  we  required  u  a  mini- 
mDm  a  N^t;  iufficiect  in  exteDt  and  pover  t» 
overmatch  the  Naval  Forcea  of  any  oombiiuition 
nt  hoitils  Foreisn  Powers  that  could  be  reMon- 
ably  anticipated.  Admiral  Hornby,  our  fore- 
moat  naTal  oommander,  had  given  details  of  the 
cruisen  which,  in  his  opiaioa  we  required, 
haTing  regard  to  our  Mercantile  Nary.  He 
■uftgeaisd  iBecruUan  of  16  fanots  and  oyer,  and 
■aid  that  u  we  had  only  42  of  thii  olau  w* 
were  Itl  ahort.  Now  to  build  lii  newcruiitra 
would  coat  £33,600,001),  iiDCt  adding  to  Ihia 
£4,000,000,  the  coat  ot  Qva  new  ironclads,  which, 
another  distinguished  naval  officer  said  were 
required,  our  building  programme  beyond  tiut 
which  was  now  before  the  country  would  in- 
volve an  expenditure  of  £37,500.000.  No  one 
now  would  advocate  laying  down  vessebi,  sx- 
cept  with  a  view  to  speedy  oompletton,  and  as 
cruisers  could  be  bnilt  in  about  two  years,  we 
thonld  have  to  provide  from  £13.000,000  to 
£16,000.000  per  annum  to  meet  these  deaundi, 
in  addition  to  our  present  Naval  Budget,  in. 
Bach  of  the  D«xt  two  Or  three  yean." 

Well,  the  First  Lord  ot  the  Admiralty- 
proposes  an  increase  of  70  war  ships  at 
the  coet  of  £21,ft00,000,  which  he  saya 
is  neoeesary  for  the  protection  of  our 
shores  and  our  commerce.  Here  are 
the  views  of  the  Secretary  for  War  and 
some  of  our  naval  commanders  as  to  ths 
increase  required  in  our  Naval  Forces  i 
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on  March  22nd,  1888,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  assured  the  country,  in  a 
speech  addressed  to  the  London  Ohatnber 
of  Oommerce,  that  at  no  time  was  the 
Nayy  more  ready  or  better  organized 
for  any  work  which  it  might  be  called 
upon  to  do  than  it  was  to-day. 
England  wasmore than  equal  in  strength 
to  two  of  the  greatest  nations  in  Europe 
— ^France  and  Eussia.  Again,  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
speaking  of  our  naval  defences  at  a 
public  meeting  held  in  London  on  the 
23rd  of  last  month  is  reported  to  have 
said —  *^  Admiral  Symonds  estimates  an 
expenditure  of  £40,000,000,  Admiral 
Hornby  of  £80,000,000,  and  Lord  Al- 
oesterof  £30,000,000,  to  put  the  country 
in  a  state  of  proper  defence."  Another 
military  commander,  speaking  upon  our 
naval  defences,  said — ''What  we  seem  to 
require)  for  the  Navy  is  an  organized 
reserve  both  of  ships  and  of  men,  corre- 
eponding  to  the  system  of  military 
reserves  adopted  on  the  Continent." 
That  would  seem  to  be  the  object  of  the 
Oovemment  in  proposing  an  addition  of 
70  warships.  We  are  at  peace  with 
Europe,  and  we  are  told  that  the  best 
way  to  secure  and  protect  our  commerce 
is  to  be  prepared  for  war.  Well,  I  think 
we  cannot  too  often  expose  that  unsound 
and  fallacious  argument.  What  are  the 
facts?  Have  not  the  nations  of  Earope 
been  prepared  for  war  for  more  than  50 
years?  And  at  the  present  time  the 
Armies  and  Reserves  —  excluding  the 
Navies — amount  to  over  20,000,000 
men.  And  what  has  been  the  result? 
Has  there  been  peace  in  Europe? 
During  the  20  years  ending  1873  there 
have  been  5  or  6  of  the  most  destructive 
ivars  on  record.  That  has  been  the 
result  of  the  nations  of  Europe  being 
prepared  for  war  to  secure  peace  by  in- 
4sreasing  year  by  year  their  Armies  and 
Navies.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  the  losses  of  trade  and 
4}ommerce  sustained  by  the  nations  of 
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Europe  by  those  wars,  but  they  most 
have  been  enormous.  But  the  number 
of  lives  sacrificed  in  those  wars  was 
1,140,000,  and  the  cost  £1,013,000,000. 
Are  there  no  better  means  for  the  safety 
of  our  commerce  than  providing  more 
warships  ?  With  the  vast  amount  of 
commerce  between  this  country  and 
America,  does  anybody  believe  that  the 
two  countries  could  be  involved  in  war  ? 
Let  me  give  the  opinion  of  an  eminent 
American  statesman  on  this  point.  The 
Hon.  William  Elliott,  speaking  of  the 
cotton  trade  some  time  ag^,  concluded 
with  these  words — 

'  *  Few  more  acceptable  oontributionB,  it  aeems 
to  me,  can  be  made  from  one  coantry  to  another, 
few  stronger  ties  of  interest  can  be  interpooed, 
few  better  securities  for  continued  good-will 
can  be  devised,  than  those  which  America  offers 
to  Europe,  in  the  mutual  benefits  of  the  cotton 
trade.  It  must  be  ever  influential  in  preserv- 
ing that  state  which,  while  it  can  be-preserved 
with  honour,  is  the  true  glory  and  interest  of 
every  nation  to  maintain.  For  it  is  just  to  be- 
lieve that  God  has  made  the  earth  ample 
enough  for  the  support  of  all  His  intelligent 
creatures ;  that  we  are  under  no  obligation  to 
destroy  each  other  for  self  preservation ;  and 
that  is  the  true  mission  of  man— irrespective 
of  the  narrow  and  often  arbitrary  diviatoos  of 
States  and  Nations — to  contribute  to  the  happi- 
ness of  his  fellow- being  by  throwing  in  his 
way  all  the  inestimable  blessings  of  civilisa* 
tion." 

I  hope  this  House  will  not  allow  the 

Government  to  embark  in  this  reckless 

and  unnecessary  expenditure  to  which 

they  intend  to  bind  future  Goyemments. 

Well,   I  will  just  allude  before  I  sit 

down  to  the  Treaty  of  Paris.     At  the 

close  of  the  Crimean  War  the  Congress 

of  Paris  assembled — in  1856 — and  the 
Plenipotentiaries   recognized    the    ex- 

Sediency  of  submitting  international 
ifferences  to  arbitration,  and  of  making 
changes  in  the  public  law  of  Europe  as 
to  the  right  of  maritime  capture,  a:,  d  to 
make  trade  as  free  in  time  of  war  as  it 
is  in  time  of  peace ;  and  I  understand 
the  Treaty  of  Paris  is  still  binding. 
Are  we  bound  by  that  Treaty  ?  If  not, 
why  not  ? 

♦Sib  E.  J.  REED (CardiflF) :  Withregard 
to  the  remark  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  the  Democracy  desires 
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)peaoe  and  also  desires  seourity,  I  would 
^{>oiiit  out  the  Demooraoy  desires  peace  by 
means  of  the  efficient  expenditure  of 
.public  money.    I  would  not  discourage 
the  creation  of  a  strong  Navy,  but  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  encourage  the  waste  of 
public    money    under    the    pretext    of 
^making    our  Navy  strong.    Both  the 
Resolution  and  the  Amendment,  stand* 
ing  as  they  do  at  opposite  extremes  be- 
fore the  Committee,  show  the  necessity 
of  a  closer  examination  into  the  nature 
•of  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
The  speech  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  makes  this  even  more  re- 
quisite, as  the  whole  of  his  observations 
-appeared  to  me  to  be  directed  by  the 
idea  that  we  are  called  upon  to  enter 
upon  an  enormous  expenditure  of  public 
money.     On  the  other  hand,  the  Amend- 
meDt  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sb  credit ch    would   have  the  effect,   if 
carried,  of  practically  closing  the  dock- 
yards,   and   putting  an    end    to    ship- 
building after  another  million  has  been 
expended.    I    think   the    fact    of    the 
existence  of  these  extreme  views  indi- 
cates the  necessity  of  some  one  taking  a 
little  trouble  to  make  the  actual  situation 
a  little  clearer.    I  can  understand  why 
the  Government  should  propose  a  scheme 
of  shipbuilding  and   of  finance   which 
would  have  the  effect  of  enabling  them 
to  draw  on  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  for 
the  cost  of  ships  to  be  built  by  contract. 
I  know  from  my  own  experience  that 
great  difficulty  arises  towards  the  end 
of  the  financial  year  in  connection  with 
the  contracts  for  shipbuilding,  because 
the  Gt>vemment  know  that  if  the  oon- 
'  tractors  are  behind  with  their  work,  the 
money  not  earned  will  have  to  be  re- voted. 
I  can,  therefore,   understand  that  the 
Government   should    desire   to   relieve 
themselves  of  this  difficulty.     Neverthe- 
less, taking  all  the  circumstances  into 
account,  I  cannot  support  the  proposi- 
tion  they  make  on  the    subject.     The 
effect  of  that  proposition,  if  agreed  to, 
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will  be  to  throw  great  impediments  in 
the  way  of  getting  ships  built.  Under 
the  present  system,  every  one  concerned 
uses  his  best  endeavours  to  get  the 
money  earned,  and  if  the  existing 
incentives  to  action  are  withdrawn} 
I  am  afraid  that  ships  would 
not  be  built  so  readily  by  contract  in  the 
future.  But  I  have  a  far  greater  objeo* 
tion  to  the  proposal.  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
understand  on  what  grounds  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  a  particular  and  limited  case, 
is  to  be  exempted  from  conditions  which, 
if  generally  set  aside,  would  produce 
the  greatest  financial  disorder  through- 
out the  public  service.  I  cannot  think 
that  this  scheme  has  been  well  con- 
sidered by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Kesolution  xm- 
settles  one  of  the  most  important  condi- 
tions of  our  national  finance.  Hitherto 
we  have  been  able  to  have  a  strict 
debtor  and  creditor  account  kept  by  the 
State ;  but  if  we  ig^e  to  say  to  a  Depart- 
ment, ''Here  is  money  for  you  to  spend 
as  you  please  for  five  years ;  the  House 
of  Commons  will  not  inquire  whether 
you  have  spent  it  or  not,  whether  the 
contractors  have  kept  time  or  not ;  all 
that  we  shall  ask  at  the  end  of  five 
years  is — Have  you  done  what  we  pro- 
posed?"— we  shall  thereby  give  our 
assent  to  a  system  which,  if  it  be  re- 
peated and  become  general,  will  unhinge 
some  of  the  most  important  elements  of 
our  control  over  finance.  I  know  it  is 
the  fashion  in  official  quarters  to  sneer 
and  laugh  at  the  control  of  the  House 
of  Commons;  but  the  influence  of  the 
House,  however  it  may  fail  on  certain 
occasions,  does  assert  itself  in  a  general 
manner,  and  exercise  a  wholesome  re- 
straint upon  the  action  of  Government  De- 
partments. And  now  we  are  told  that  we 
are  this  Session  to  vote  £10,000,000 
sterling  for  the  construction  of  ships 
by  contract,  and  we  shall  find  them 
finished  at  the  end  of  five  years ;  but  in 
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the  interval  the  House  is 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  is  not 
even  to  have  a  knowledge  of  the 
manner  in  which  that  large  sum  of 
public  money  is  being  expended.  That 
appears  to  be  a  most  extraordinary 
proposal.  I  am  not  now  offering  any 
opposition  to  the  scheme  of  shipbuilding, 
but  merely  referring  to  the  financial 
method  of  dealing  with  the  subject. 
As  to  the  ships  to  be  built  in 
Her  Majesty's  dockyards  we  are  to  be 
called  upon  to  vote  the  money  annually. 
If  we  pass  this  Eesolution  and  a  Bill 
founded  upon  it  becomes  an  Act,  the 
House  will  be  binding  itself,  and  calling 
in  the  assistance  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  bind  us,  to  lay  down  two  or  three 
years  hence  ships  and  to  vote  money  for 
them,  whatever  we  may  think  of  the 
ships,  of  the  necessity  for  them,  or  of  the 
wisdom  of  building  them.  And  we  shall 
be  asked  to  go  through  the  farce  of 
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to  have  .  of  70  additional  ships  was  £21,500,000, 


including  the  cost  of  armaments.     All 
the  figures  I  am  going  to  give  are  taken* 
from  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton).  The  ag- 
gregate expenditure  was  divided  by  the- 
noble  Lord  into  two  parts — ^first,  an  ex- 
penditure    of    £16,150,000    upon    new^ 
ships  and  engines;    and,   secondly,  tau 
expenditure  of  £5,350,000  upon  arma- 
ments.  The  latter  figure  I  will  leave  on* 
one  side  for  the  present.  The  amount  of ' 
£16,150,000  for  new  ships  and  engines- 
was  divided  into  two  portions — namely, 
£8,650,000  to  be  expended  in  the  dock- 
yards, and  £7,500,000  to  be  expended, 
by  contract.    In  response  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington,  the- 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  pointed  oat 
that    in    addition  to  this  expenditure, 
which  is  purely  expenditure  under  the 
programme,  there  are  to  be  found  other- 
sums.     In  the  first  place  there  is  a  sunt 


voting  the  sums  necessary  to  carry  out  |  of  money  requisite  for  the  oompletion  or 


the  obligation  we  have  so  indiscreetly 
and  blindly  undertaken.  He  could 
hardly  imagine  that  so  absurd  a  state  of 
things  could  be  seriously  contemplated 
by  the  Admiralty  ;  but  if  they  could  ex- 
plain the  matter  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House  it  would  be  an  immense  relief 
to  my  mind.  I  hope  these  various  points 
will  receive  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  come  now  to  the  question 
of  the  programme  and  the  figures  it  in- 
volves. As  far  as  I  can  see  the  figures 
are  in  accordance  with  the  Parliamen- 
tary Paper  sent  round  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary,  and  with  the 
answers  given  by  the  First  Lord  to 
the  questions  addressed  to  him  in  this 
House.  What  the  Gt)vemment  have 
done  in  this  matter  is  to  pose  before  the 
oountry  as  the  originators  of  a 
great  scheme  for  adding  largely 
to  the  numbers  of  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
Now  the  total,  the  startling  total  named 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  as 
about  to  be  expended  in  the  construction 


the  ships  already  in  progress ;  and  I  find, 
that  the  amount  required  for  this  purpose- 
was,  for  1889-90,  £1,285,000,  aad  for 
1890-91,    £250,000,  making  a  total  of 
£1,535, COO  required  for  the  completion 
of  ships  in  progress,  in  addition  to  the^ 
amount  spoken  of  as  the  new  programme. • 
Taking    the   amount    of    £16,160,000 
allotted  to  new   ships  under  the  pro- 
gramme,  and  the  £1,535.000  for  the> 
oompletion    of    ships,    the    aggregate* 
amounts  to  £17,685,000.     Then  arises- 
the  question  as  to  the  period  over  which 
this  expenditure  is  to  be  extended.    In. 
his  speech  the  noble  Lord  repeatedly 
observed  that  four  years  and  a-half  was 

to  be  the  period  for  carrying  out  the  pro-* 
gramme.  But  I  notioed  that  the  noble^ 
Lord  spoke  of  tuat  four  and  a-half  years- 
as  being  a  period  to  be  estimated  from. 
the  laying  down  of  the  first  ship.  He* 
also  said  : — 

**  We  propose  to  pat  them  (the  whole  of  the- 
Bhips)  io  an  Act  of  Parliament,  in  two  SohednleSy. 
enacting  that  they  ihall  be  completed  within  i 
the  period  I  have  mentioned—namely  by  ApriL 
1894." 
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I  think  therefore  I  shall  be  justified  in 
taking  the  period  contemplated  for  the 
{all  completion  of  the  new  programme  as 
five  years.  The  average  expenditure  in 
the  five  years  would  be  £3,537,000  per 
annum  iox  the  construction  of  new  ships 
without  armaments,  including  those  now 
upon  the  stocks.  In  order  to  show  the 
magnitude  of  the  proposed  programme  I 
will  take  the  expenditure  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  during  the  last  fiye  years  and  com- 
pare it  with  the  proposed  expenditure  of 
the  ensuing  fiye  years.  The  annual  ex- 
penditure during  the  last  fiye  years  upon 
ships  built  in  the  dockyards  and  by 
contract,  I  belieye  I  am  right  in  saying, 
excluding  armaments,  instead  of 
£3,537,000  as  it  is  to  be,  has  been 
£3,303,000,  or  a  difference  of  only 
£234,000.  At  the  end  of  the  ensuing 
fiye  years  the  state  of  the  Nary,  as 
compared  with  what  it  would  have  been 
if  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  last 
fiye  years  had  been  continued  through 
the  next  fiye,  will  be  this: — We  shall 
haye  added  about  £1,250,000  in  value 
to  the  Navy,  or,  in  other  words,  the 
price  of  about  one  ironclad  and  one 
cruiser.  I  commend  this  fact  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  C.  Beresford),  who  at  some  recent 
election  meeting^  has  spoken  about  the 
magnitude  of  the  progpramme. 

Lord  C.  BEBESFOBD  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  No;  read  the  Papers. 

«SiR  K  J.  KEED :  Well,  at  all  events, 
in  five  years,  if  we  live  as  long,  there 
will  have  been  added  to  the  Navy  one 
line-of- battle-ship  and  one  cruiser  over 
and  above  what  would  have  been  added 
if  we  had  had  no  new  programme  and 
no  great  display  on  the  part  of  the 
Gh>vemment.  It  is  fair  that  I  should 
say  I  have  not  taken  into  account  the 
amount  that  will  be  required  to  fill  the 
Dockyards  up  to  the  average  level  when 
the  new  programme  is  working  itself 
out.  I  was  rather  reluctant  to  ac- 
cept the  £3,000,000,  which  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
mentioned  the  other  night  as  the  sum 
that  would  be  required  for  the  purpose, 
because  I  fancied  that  Uie  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  had, 
in  his  speech  on  March  7th,  given  us 
some  encouragemeut  to  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  reduction  of  expenditure  in 
consequence  of  the  production   of  this 


great    programme.    This   passage    oc- 
curred in  the  noble  Lord's  speech — 

''There will  be,  as  the  Oommittee  will  re« 
collect,  a  deereaee  in  the  Shipbuilding  Vote 
four  or  fiye  years  hence,  if  the  House  were  satis- 
fied with  tiie  strength  at  which  the  NsTy 
was  maintained." 

I  do  not  think  it  would  serve  any  useful 
purpose  to  deny  to  the  Admiralty  the 
right  to  retreat  from  their  position  to 
the  small  extent  it  has  been  necessary 
for  them  to  do  in  asking  us  to  accept 
this    £3,000,000.    I    have    tested    the 
matter  by  taking  the  period  as  four  and 
a-half  years,  and  I  have  obtained  cer- 
tain figures,  but  they  differ  so  littie 
from    tiiose  obtained    by    taking    the 
Admiralty's  own  modu9  operandi  that  I 
need  notHronble  the  Oommittee  with 
them.    Using  as  a  basis  the  speech  of 
the  First  Loi^  of  the  Admiralty,  I  find 
that  in  1892-93,  if  we  keep  the  expendi- 
ture up  to  the  full  amount  gfiven  in  the 
text  of  the  programme,   an  outlay  of 
£910,000  will  be  required  on  new  ships, 
whilst  in  the  following  year  the  amount 
will  be  £1,820,000,  making  a  total  of 
£2,730,000.    Taking  the  most  favour- 
able view  that  any  fair-minded  person 
can  possibly  take,  we  fiod  ourselves  in 
this    position.      Adding    together    the 
£17,685,000  to  this  £2,730,000,  we  get  a 
total  of  £20,415,000,  anddividing  this  by 
five  we  find  that  the  annual  expenditure 
for  the  next  five  years  will  be  £4, 083, 000. 
This  is  as  I  have  said  upon  jhips  with 
their  expenses,  exclusive  of  armament 
charges.  If  I  am  wrong,  there  are  compe- 
tent Gentlemen  opposite  to  correct  me ; 
but  the  best  result  I  can  draw  from  the 
figures  is  that,  taking  the  most  enlarged 
and  liberal  view  of  their  programme, 
the  Admiralty  propose  to  spend  three 
quarters  of  a  million  a  year  extra  on 
snipbuilding,    or,    in    the     affgregate, 
about  £3,900,000,  which  would  give  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone' 
an  addition  of  four  line-of-battle  ships, 
and  if  he  got  these  he  would  get  no  extra 
cruisers  over  and  above  what  would  have 
been  built  under  the  normal  shipbuild- 
ing programme.      I  ask  whether  it  is 
wise,    wnether    it    is  judicious,  of  the 
House  to  sanction  this  Besolution  and 
the  Bill  founded  upon  it — to  g^  through 
these  elaborate  and,  probably,  unconsti- 
tutional operations,  lor  the  simple  pur- 
pose of  adding  £3,900,000  to  the  ^avy 
in  five  years  ?    The  simple  addition,  sa 


603 


Na/oal 


(COMMONS} 


D§fme$. 


804 


far  as  sliips  and  engines  are  ooncemed,  of 
three-quarters  of  a  million  to  the  annual 
Estimates  would  accomplish  all  the  ob- 
jects which  the  Goyemment  have    in 
view,     with    one    single     exception — 
namely,  that  under  their  scheme  they 
might  possibly  quicken  the  getting  of 
them ;  they  might  order  all  the  ships  to 
be  built  by  contract  at  once.    But  there 
is  this  set-offy  that  they  may  also  retard 
the  building  of  the  vessel;  so,  on  the 
whole,  we  gain  nothing  whatever  from 
all   this     elaborate    and    questionable 
•machinery.     Now,  if  I  may  not  be  sus- 
pected of  harping  too  much  on  a  favour- 
ite string  of  mine,  I  would  say  a  few 
words  on  the  ships  proposed  to  be  built. 
I  see  abroad  some  kind  of  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  certain  persons  to  take  their 
revenge  upon  me  for  my  persistent  and 
systematic  attempts  to  see  that  safe  ships 
-are  built  for  the  Navy,  by  trying  to  find 
out  mistakes  committed  during  the  time 
I  was  at  the  Admiralty.     It  is  not  a 
subject  to  dwell  upon,  but  I  may  say 
with  confidence  this — that  no  attempt  of 
that  kind  will  succeed  in  the  slightest 
degree  with  me.  You  will  prove  notMng 
if  you  prove  that  I  have  made  mistakes ; 
and  I  am  not  so  certain  but  that,  if  I 
iiad  made  grave  mistakes,  that  would 
the   more  justify  me   in  endeavouring 
to  prevent  a  repetition  of  those  mistakes. 
I  can  understand  perfectly  well  that  a 
man  shoidd  be  annoyed  with  anybody 
who  severely  criticizes  his  proposals ; 
but  let  me  put  this  to  right  hon.  and 
lion.  Gentlemen — my  complaints  and  my 
criticisms  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  and 
the  building  of  them  have  been  never  of 
-a  narrow,  small,  and  carping  character. 
I  have  never  criticized  as  to  details ;  I 
have  never  complained  of  a  ship  being 
^  little  too  big,  or  a  little  too  costly,  or 
a  little  too    lofty,  or  anything  of  that 
kind.     My  complaint,  and  my  only  com- 
plaint, and  which  will  continue  to  be 
my  complaint  as  long  as  I  am  alive  and 
have    the   means    of    influencing    the 
niatter,  is  that  the  British  sailor  should 
not  be  sent  into  action  in  a  vessel  which, 
under  cover  of  being  an  armoured  ship, 
will  founder  beneath  him  when  attacked 
<by  the  light  ^ns  of  the  enemy.     The 
British  sfulor  is  entitled,  when  we  send 
him  into  battle,  to  have  beneath  him  a 
platform  as  secure  as  modem  knowledge 
and  skill  can  make  it.    Is  it  not  an 
4inomalou8  thing — is  it  not  a  very  strange 
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thing  in  the  history  of  this  naval  country 
that  Admiralty  officers  should  have  been 
for  10  years  past,  without  a  single  ex- 
ception— I  am  sorry  to  see  the  noble 
Lord  now  repudiates  the  Nile  and  Trm* 
/a/^or— that  Admiralty  officers  should 
have  been  contending  for  what  I  call 
danger,   and    I,   for  what  I,    on  the 
other   hand,  consider  safely?    I  think 
anyone  interested  in  construction  ought 
to  ask  himself  why  it  is  that  we  are  to 
be  driven  to  the  construction  of  vessds, 
the  safety  of  which,  for  battle  purposes, 
is  called  into  question    by    competent 
persons.    I  have  sat  in  this  House  for 
15  years,  and  said,   I  dare  say,   many 
unpleasant  things ;  but,  at  least,  I  think 
I  may  lay  claim  to  impartiality,   and  I 
have  had  to  make  great  personal  sacri- 
fices to  call  in  question  the  construction 
of  vessels.     Now  the  First  Lord  does 
not  propose  to  construct  one  single  ship 
of  the  cruiser  class,  of  all  he  proposes  to 
build,  with  an  armour  belt  to  protect 
her.     Now  this  means  that  for  the  sake 
of  a  small  percentage  in  the  cost,  and 
that  but  a  very  small  percentage,  while 
you  are  going  to  enlarge  the  size  of  your 
battle  ships  without  rhyme  or  reason 
— while  you  are  lavish  there  with  no 
good  cause — for  the  sake  of  a  trifling 
gain  you  deny  to  all  the  cruisers  of  the 
British  Navy  a  belt  of  armour.  Yon  put 
all  -the  armour  in  a  deck,  and  you  turn 
it  down,  leaving  her  side  exposed  to  the 
enemy.     Without  engaging  in  a  tech- 
nical discussion,  I  may  point  out  this — 
that  if  you  injure  a  ship  above  the 
waterline,  you  may  repair  her  while  at 
sea  with  the  resources    you  have    on 
board,    and  keep  her  at  service;  but 
if  you  make  her  so  weak  and  tender 
that  she  is  liable  to  injury  between  wind 
and  water,  you  cannot  repair  her  at  sea. 
You  must   take    her  away   from   her 
station,  and  send  her,  perhaps,  thou- 
sands of  miles  before  she  can  be  re? 
paired.    Yet  for  some  reason,  inscru- 
table to  me,  this  wretched  system^  of 
denying  to  the  cruisers  the  protecting 
belt  is  pursued,  simply  for  the  sake  of  a 
small  percentage  of  economy  in  the  oost. 
I  do  not  know  what  explanation  may  be 
forthcoming  from  the  First  Lord,  but  I 
shall  be  interested  to  see  if  he  can  sug- 
gest any  other  reason.    Observe,  these 
ships  are  all  called  protected;  but,  in 
fact,    they    are    not   protected  at  all. 
They    have  no  more    armour    protec* 
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-tion  upon  them  than  this  book.  But 
my  principal  object  to-night  was  to 
make  clear  what  careful  reading  brings 
to  mj  knowledge  of  the  programme 
of  the  GK>vemment.  I  have  said  and 
written,   perhaps,   some  strong  words, 

{erhaps  too  strong  sometimes;  but  I 
ope  the  noble  Lora  will  rise  above  all 
personal  feelings,  and  look  only  to  the 
welfare  of  the  Naval  Service  of   the 
nation.    I  cannot  understand — I  can- 
not   believe — that    there  is   any  g^d 
reason  why  we  should  have  departed, 
in    the    proposed     battle    ships,    from 
the  type  last  laid  down.     I  believe  the 
First  iiord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  it  is 
quite  likely  that  other  Members  of  the 
Board  too,  do  not  know  what  these  ships 
are,  or  how  they  differ  from  the  Nile 
and  the  Trafalgar,    The  noble  Lord  said, 
on   March  7th,  that  the  disposition  of 
armour  in   the  new   Admiral  class  re- 
sembled that  of  the  Nile  and  Trafalgar^ 
but  really  there  is  do  resemblance  at  all 
between  the  Nile  and  the  Trafalgar  and 
these  new    ships.     The    Nile  and    the 
Trafalgar  are  of  the  Dreadnought  type, 
and  their  characteristic  feature  is  that 
they  are  armoured  throughout,  all  the 
central  parts  rising  from  the  water  to  the 
upper  deck.     In  the  Admiral  class  this 
armour  is  taken  away,  and  all  that  is 
left  is  a  narrow  ship  of  armour,  hardly 
to  be  seen  when  the  vessel  is  half-a  mile 
off — ^just  enough  to  swear  by,  if  I  may 
use  that  expression.     In  the  new  battle 
«hips,  that  great  wall  of  armour  that 
£zee  the  ^ype  of  the  Nile  and  Trafalgar, 
is  absolutely  gone,  and   we  ha?e  gone 
back  to  the  narrow  strip.     As  long  as 
this  is  continued,  I  must  maintain  my 
eriticism  and  my  strenuous  opposition 
io    such    construction ;     but    go    back 
to    the     Trafalgar    type    and     all    my 
criticisms  will  cease.     If,    in   the  exi- 
^;enoies  of  battle  one  of  these  proposed 
vessels    is    inclined    four   degrees    the 
whole  value  of  the  armour  is  gone,  and 
•she  becomes  practically  an  unarmoured 
teasel.     The  Nile  and  Trafalgar  could  be 
inclined  17  degrees  before  this  would 
occur.      To  show    the  perversity  with 
which  the  Government  proceed  in  this 
matter,   I    may    refer    to    the  terrible 
feeling    that    exists    throughout    the 
Navy    about    this  Admiral  class,   and 
if      the      l^lrst      Lord      ventures      to 
contradict  that  statement,  I  could  under- 
take to  put  into  affidavits  and  to  produce 


writings  from  many  of  the  Lords  who 
have  been  connected  with  the   Admi- 
ralty, condemning  these  ships  in  most 
unqualified  terms.      When    the    First 
Lord  and  his  colleagues   went  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  when  they  produced  the 
Nile  and  the  Trafalgar,  there  was  great 
satisfaction    throughout  all  the  Naval 
Service,  and  we  thought  there  was  no 
fear  that  we  should  revert  to  the  doubt« 
ful  type  again.     I  approved  the  type,  in 
so  far  as  their  defensive  armour  is  con- 
cerned,  and  repeatedly  defended  these 
two  ships  in  this  House.     It  appears 
to  me  that  to  change  from  them  is  pure, 
unmitigated,  injudicious,  obstinate  per- 
versity, and  I  hope  the  House  will  agree 
to   submit  the  proposal  to  a  tribunal 
where  the  subject  can  be  threshed  out 
thoroughly,  before  we  are  held  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  eight  millions  upon  ships 
with  which  certainly  I  can  feel  no  satis- 
faction.     In  the  Timee  to-day  there  is  a 
letter  from  a  gallant  admiral,  and  he  says 
many  things  of  which  I  do  not  in  the  least 
know  the  meaning — they  are  quite  be- 
yond  my  knowledge;    but  after  criti- 
cizing me  somewhat,  he  declares  that  if 
he  had  the  power,  he  would  build  ships 
of  a  totally  different  character,  and  he 
says  that  a  great  many  officers  in  the 
Service  agree    with    him.     Will    that 
letter   have  any  effect    on    the    noble 
Lord?      Hitherto,    I    have  evinced  no 
disposition  to  attack  the   policy  of  the 
Qt>vernment ;  I  did  not  make  a  single 
complaint   against   the    Nile    and   the 
Trafalgar,    My  only  desire  is  to  see  the 
money  expended  in  the  preservation  of 
our  naval  strength  wisely  and  properly 
expended,  to   the   satisfaction  of  those 
best  able  to  form  a  judgment  upon  our 
requirements. 

LoHD  CHARLES  BERESFORD :  I 
beg  to  move.  Sir,  that  you  now  report 
Progress. 

♦LoaD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  The 
noble  Lord  is  aware  we  are  rather 
pressed  for  time.  Better  go  on  until  12 
o'clock. 

[Several  hon.  Members  :    No,  no  !  ] 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {^L^rd  Charles 
Beresf»rdf) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thurmlay. 
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that  the  Begulations  should  be  so  altered 
ae  to  prevent  a  reourrenoe  of  each  dis- 
turbance. 

*Mr.  SPEAEEBj  a  discuBsioii  on  the 
action  of  a  particular  oflBcer  of  the 
Army  would  not  be  releyant  to  the  Bill ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  alter 
any  general  Begulation,  that  could  be 
discussed  in  Committee. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  give  notice  that  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill  I  will  more  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  no  order 
should  be  given  in  church  which  would 
tend  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  oongra- 
gation. 

Original  Questions  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed*. 


ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
SEOOIO)    BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  SEXT(»N  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
There  was  no  expectation  this  Bill  would 
be  reached  to-night.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Longford  desires  to  raise 
some  questions  as  to  the  conduct  and 
employment  of  soldiers  in  Ireland,  and  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  action  of  an  officer 
who  disturbed  the  congregation  in 
Clonmel  Church  during  Divine  Service. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  in  order  in  making 
a  Motion  to  delay  this — what  is  the  usual 
Army  Bill, to  continue  the  Army  Begula- 
tions for  another  year — for  the  purpose 
of  alluding  to  events  of  the  past  year. 
They  would  not  arise  on  the  Bill,  which 
is  to  continue  Begulations  for  the  coming 
year. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  My  observations 
would  undoubtedly  come  within  the  Bill, 
and  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  '*That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned."— (i/r.  Sexton.) 

♦The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Motion,  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  seriously  delaying 
the  Bill,  in  order  to  raise  the  particular 
points  referred  to.  Surely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  oppose  the  Second 
Beading  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  must  persist  in  the 
Motion. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned.'' 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  66 ;  Noes 
164. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  On  the  question  of 
order.  Sir,  if  I  correctly  appreciated  the 
force  of  your  ruling,  you  said  my  re- 
marks should  be  relevant  to  the  Begula- 
tions for  the  discipline  of  the  Army.  My 
remarks  would  be  directed  to  the  dis- 
turbanoe  of  a  congregation  at  Divine 
Service  by  the  conduct  of  soldiers,  and 
my  desire   is  to   obtain  an  assurance 


TOWN  POLICE  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847> 
AMENDMENT  BILL-(No.  66). 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposedi 

At  end  to  add  the  following  Bub-seotion :— ' 
*  <  (2 . )  This  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  incorporated 
with  <The  PubUo  Health  Act,  1876/  by  Section 
one  hundred  and  seventy-one  of  that  Act.'* 
— (ifr.  Pict<m.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  BilL 

Clause  3. 

Amendment  proposed — (  Mr.  Pteian.) 

Page  1,  line  17,  leave  oat  "groM  or/' 

Pa^  2,  at  end  of  Clause,  ad£— 

**  Any  omnibus  starting  from  outside  the  pre- 
scribed   distance,      and    bringing    paiiongofi- 
within  the  prescribed  distance,  out  not  stanung 
or  plying  for  hire  within  the  prescribed  dis* 
tance.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill*- 

Clause  4. 

Amendments  proposed — {Mr.  PUUmJ 

Page  2,  line  9,  leave  out  *'  forty-two,**  and 
insert  "  tifty-two." 

Page   2,    at    end,    add  the  foUownig  rab- 
section: — 

**(4.)  For  the  purposes  of  •eotioosflf^-fdnr,. 
fifty-eight,  and  sixty-siz  of  the  priadpid  Aot». 
the  fare,  according  to  the  itatement  of  fuss 
exhibited  on  any  omnibus,  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  the  fare  allowed  by  the  principal  Act  or 
authorized  by  any  bye-law  nnoer  that  Act.'* 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bilk 
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dauMs   5    aod    6     aud     Preamble 
agreed  to. 

Bin  reported ;  as  amended,  to'  be  oon- 
.eidered  on  Thorsday. 

BBIBEKY  (PUBLIC  BODIES  PREVEN- 
TION)  BILL  (No.  168).  J 

SBOOHD  RSADOrO. 


Order  for  Seoond 


read. 


GoxiCAVDBB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
'Holdemess) :  I  do  not  want  to  stop  the 
progress  of  this  Bill,  for  I  belieTe  there 
is  a  general  wish  that  it  should  pass. 
The  first  thing  that  strikes  me  on  read- 
ing the  Bill  throngh  is  the  great  distinc- 
tion that  is  drawn  between  public  bodies 
-and  private  bodies,  and  I  do  not  quite 
understand  why  there  should  be  this 
distinction.  Private  bodies  are  equally 
•open  with  public  bodies  to  the  evils  of 
bribery  and  corruption,  and,  I  should 
hare  thought,  equally  able  to  defend 
themselves.  I  am  inclined  to  fear  that 
iheir  being  fenced  round  with  legislation 
win  tend  to  the  relaxation  of  vigilance 

and  the  decrease  of  integrity.  Further, 
I  submit  with  all  deference  that  the 
general  principle  ofleg^slation  is  directed 
against  crime  wherever  it  can  be  found, 
and  not  merely  under  particular  cir- 
cumstances. With  one  or  two  excep- 
tions, perhaps,  that  is  the  general  rule, 
which  this  Bill  departs  from.  That 
.prineiple  has  been  violated  in  this  Bill, 
and  1  do  not  think  it  ought  to  pass 
without  some  slight  discussion.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  penalties  attached — I  only 
now  snomit  these  two  objections. 

Mr.  GfONTBEABE  (6>mwal],  Cam- 
borne) :  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
speaks  of  objection  to  the  Bill,  but  I 
suppose  he  does  not  seriously  mean  that, 
because  it  would  be  destructive  of  the 
measure  at  once.  I  do  not  wish  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  the  present  occasion. 
I  oelieve  it  is  the  first  bantling  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph 
Chnrehill),  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
wish  to  stoangle  it  in  its  birth,  and  that 
'the  noble  Lord  should  lose  any  advan- 
tage he  may  derive  from  the  passing  of 
the  measure.  But  I  would  just  like  to 
-mention  two  public  bodies  that  the  noble 
Loud  has  not  taken  into  account,  and 
^hiohi  perhaps,  on  subsequent  considera- 


tion, he  may  see  his  way  to  include.  I 
refer  to  the  Primrose  League  and  Her 
Majes^s  Government. 

Mr.  BRCJNNEB  (Oheshire  North- 
wich)  :  It  would  be  well,  I  think,  if  the 
Bill  were  extended  to  private  Corpora- 
tions. A  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
honesty arises  out  of  the  custom  of 
giving  tips  to  obtain  business,  and 
if  we  could  declare  it  a  crime  to  take 
a  bribe  in  order  to  give  orders,  I  believe 
it  would  have  a  beneficial,  wholesome 
effect  on  the  commercial  habits  of  the 
country. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  8.):  I  fear  that  if  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  were  extended  no  pro- 
gress would  be  made  with  any  legis- 
lation on  the  subject.  There  is  an 
essential  difference  between  a  private 
body  and  a  public  one.  A  private 
body  has  a  direct  interest  in  looking 
after  its  own  servants,  but  in  the  case 
of  a  public  body  what  is  everybody's 
business  is  nobody's  business,  and  thus 
public  bodies  become  engaged  in  trans- 
actions which  the  members  in  their 
private  capacity  would  not  contemplate 
for  a  moment.  At  some  time,  perhaps. 
Parliament  may  take  into  consideration 
the  mischievous  practice  of  giving 
commissions  and  tips  of  all  kinds;  but 
it  is  too  much  to  attempt  now.  The 
Bill  is  the  direct  offspring  of  the  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  the  Metro- 
politan Board.  The  Commission  found 
that  persons  had  been  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt practices  for  which  they  could  not 
be  got  hold  of  in  any  way.  I  may 
mention  that  I  have  received  a  large 
number  of  letters  from  Corporations  and 
persons  oonuected  with  public  bodies 
approving  the  Bill,  and  these  letters 
throw  a  lurid  light  upon  the  prevalence 
of  practices  which  this  Bill  may  do 
something  to  prevent  in  the  future. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,    and  com* 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL  (No.  161). 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read, 

♦Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  In  relation  to  this 
Bill  I  notice  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to 
refer  it  after  Second  Reading  to  a  Stand- 
ing Committee.  May  I  ask  what  course 
the  Qovemment  have  decided  to  adopt 
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in  reference  to  sending  Bills  to  a  Stand- 
ing Committee  ?  It  was,  I  believe,  in- 
tended, when  Standing  Committees  were 
first  set  up  in  1882,  that  they  should  be 
reserved  for  Government  Bills,  so  that 
Members  who  sacrificed  their  time  to 
these  Committees  might  know  that  they 
were  dealing  with  measures  for  which 
the  Government  was  responsible. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  cannot  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  conclusive  answer, 
but  I  will  communicate  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thurs- 
day. 

MOTI  0  N8. 


EMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION 
(FOREIGNERS). 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  re-appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  laws  existing  in  the  United 
States  and  elsewhere  on  the  sabject  of  the  Im- 
migration of  destitute  Aliens,  and  as  to  the 
extent  and  effect  of  such  Immigration  into  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  report  whether  it  is 
desirable  to  impose  any,  and,  if  so,  what  re- 
strictions on  such  Immigration." — (Mr,  Akirt' 
JkugUu,) 

Mb.  ES8LEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  am  sorry  to  interpose,  but  I  must  make 
a  aUdm  to  have  another  Scotch  Member 
appointed. 

*Mb.     SPEAKER:      That    question 
arises  on  the  nomination. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Oom- 
mittee  do  consist  of  19  Members." 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  I  must  now 
protest  against  the  Committee  being 
nominated  until  the  claim  of  the  Scotch 
Members  is  considered. 

The  patronage  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Akebs- 
DoxTOLAs,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's)  :  The 
Committee  is  constituted  in  the  same 
way  as  last  year,  and  there  was  then  no 
question,  and  I  did  not  understand  from 
my  hon.  Friend  who  in  these  matters 
represents  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side,  that  there  was  any  objection. 
There  was  a  general  consensus  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  names  I  have 
given  notice  of.  Still,  if  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  his  name  to  be  withdrawn 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Member  might 
be  met. 

Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler 


Mb.  ESSLEMONT:  I  have  heard 
smooth  words  before  on  various  coca-' 
sions  ;  but  still  Scotland  is  not  fairly 
represented .     [  *  •  Order !"] 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend 
not  to  press  his  objection. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT :  I  must  press  it. 

The  naming  of  the  Committee  oonee- 
quently  stood  adjourned. 

DIVISIONAL  COMMISSIONERS  (IRE- 

LAND). 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  for 
Copy  of  all  Official  Correspondence  re- 
lating to  the  appointment  of  Divisional 
Commissioners  in  Ireland  to  be  Jastioes^ 
of  the  Peace  for  certain  counties ;  and. 
Return  showing  the  PrecedentSi  if  any, 
for  the  appointment  of  salaried  Officials 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  to  the 
Commission  of  Justice  of  the  Peaoe ;  the- 
Counties  for  which  each  Divimonal  Com* 
missioner  has  been  appointed  as  Jus* 
tice ;  the  amount  payable  by  each  Com- 
missioner on  his  appointment  as  Juatieep 
the  Date  of  Payment;  the  Date  on 
which  each  Commissioner  was  appointed 
a  Justice  for  each  County ;  and  the  Date- 
on  which  he  ceased  to  be  a  Beddent 
Magistrate. 

Mb.  BYRON  REED :  I  object 

Mb.  OOSCHEN:  I  was  going  io^ 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  the 
resolution,  as  we  cannot  give  him  the 
Return  in  the  exact  form  he  asks ;  we> 
must  have  further  consultation. 

Mb.  sexton  :  This  is  the  seoonA 
time  the  Motion  has  been  postponed. 
The  Irish  Office  has  never  had  the 
courtesy  to  make  any  communication  to- 
me on  the  subject,  although  the  01ue£ 
Secretary  promised  last  Friday  to  con- 
sider in  what  form  the  Return  should  be 
given.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  bnaineea- 
like  proceeding.  At  the  request  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  I  wilL 
postpone  the  Motion  till  Thursday. 

MotioD  postponed  till  Thursday. 

SUBMABINE     TELEGBAPH   CABLES. 

Copy  ordered, "  of  Hemorandum  ei^aiiatory 
of  the  relations  entered  into  with  QemuuiVy. 
Holland,  Belgium,  and  France,  as  regards  UM 
working  of  the  Submarine  Telegraph  GaUes  to 
those  Countries.'* — {Mr.  Jackson,) 

Copy  presented  acoordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  86.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'dodE: 
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AKBniU.TIOM*(lfO.  3J  BILL.      (HO.  81.; 

A  Bill  to  ooiuolidkte  th«  law  nlatiiig  to 
ubitration  —  Wu  pTMantod  by  Tha  Uid 
BramweU ;  read  1* ;  to  bs  printM ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Thondaj  next. 

CONSOLroATED  FUND  (No.  I)  BILL. 

QaestioD  Moposed,  "That  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXV.  be  dispensed  with 
for  this  day's  Sittiiifr."— (7^  MargMUof 
SaUthvry.) 

LoKD  DENMAN :  M7  Lords,  I  beg 
to  ask  if  the  anapension  of  the  Standing 
Orders  applies  to  every  Bill  on  the 
Minutesof  this  day.  On  the  4th  Augaat, 
1879,  they  were  suspended  for  the 
hurried  passage  of  a  Bill  for  limited 
liability  to  Banking  Oompnnies — no 
deliberation  was  allowed  to  the  Bill  by 
thenobleViseount(ViBcoantOranbrookJ, 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  India— and 
it  received  the  Boyal  Assent  the  day 
after  it  had  been  read  a  second  time.  I 
venture  to  think  that  this  House  ought 
to  reject  a  Money  Bill  if  it  has  been 
passed  by  the  eloture.  On  the  10th  of 
July,  1884,  an  extraordinary  instance  of 
an  attempt  at  undue  haste  occurred  ; 
there  were  three  Bills  on  the  paper— 
the  Bill  appointing  a  Secretary  of  State 
for  Scotland — a  Bill  for  Women's  Suf- 
frage— and  a  Bill  to  legalise  marriage 
witD  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  wrote  to  me  to 
postpone  the  Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  as 
the  House  would  wish-to  divide  before 
dinner  on  the  Bill  which  was  next  on  the 
minutea  to  the  Women's  Suffrage 
Bill.  I  did  not  consent,  but  all 
VOL.  OCCXXXiV.      [THIBD  sswss.] 


boeineu  was  suspended  soon  after. 
My  Lorde,  with  great  difficulty  I  have 
eetabliehed  the  fact  that  an  Order  for  a 
Bill  to  be  read  on  a  certain  day  is,  if  the 
House  be  sitting,  a  real  Order,  to  be 
carried  out  at  the  end  of  so  many  lunar 
months,  and  ever  after  upon  Notice,  if 
agreed  to  by  the  House.  On  the  18th 
liaroh  two  Bills  were  postponed  for  six 
months.  I  wished  the  Order  to  be 
changed  to  two  months,  and  handed  a 
Notice  to  the  Clerk  of  this  House.  He 
refused  to  issue  it,  hut  I  believe  it  is  not 
the  duty  of  the  Clerk  to  reject  Notices, 
but  to  leave  it  to  the  House  to  alter  or 
reject  them.  I  have  twice  beaten  two 
different  Clerks  as  to  Notices — and 
maintain  my  opinion.  I  would  rather 
ait  every  day  in  the  week  and  see  Bills 
considerately  carried  than  agree  to  the 
auapension  of  the  Standing  Orders, 
which  has  been  too  often  resorted  to. 

QuestioQ  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  ■■That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2'," — Agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Moved,  "That  the  Earl  Beauobamp 
do  take  the  Chair  in  the  Committee. 
— (?%«  MarqvM*  of  8»luhvry.)—kgt«^ 

to. 

House  in  Committee. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
read  3',  and  passed. 

LIOENSma  ACT,  1B72,  AUENDHBNT 
BILL.— (No.  2S.) 
SKOONC   BRADma. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

*E*M.  BEACCHAMP  ;  My  Lords,  in 
moving  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill 
2  F 
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I  shall  not  trespass  very  long  upon  your 
Lordships,  because  the  object  of  the 
measure  is  very  clearly  stated  in  the 
Bill  itself.  I  may,  in  the  first  place,  state 
that  I  am  not  actuated,  as  some  seem  to 
think,  by  any  hostility  to  the  licensed 
rictuallers.  They  are  a  most  respectable 
body  of  men,  and  men  for  whom  I 
entertain  the  greatest  possible  rftspect. 
Some  years  ago  I  had  the  honour  of 
carrying  through  your  Lordships'  House 
a  measure  interesting  to  them,  and  I 
well  know  how  respectable  a  body  of 
men  they  are.  The  Bill  is  presented  in 
the  interests  of  the  large  body  of  persons 
who  are  travellers  by  railway  in  this 
country.  No  one  can  deny  that  railway 
companies,  in  issuing  tickets  to  their  pas- 
sengers, are  bound  to  provide  proper 
and  reasonable  accommodation  beyond 
the  undertaking  to  convey  persons  to 
their  destination,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
there  ought  to  be  no  want  of  adequate 
shelter  against  wind  and  storm,  and  the 
inclemencies  of  the  weather.  I  have  no 
doubt  when  railways  were  first  estab- 
lished waiting  rooms  were  provided  at 
every  station,  but  by  degrees  they  have 
been  gradually  diverted  from  their 
original  purpose  and  have  become 
refreshment  rooms,  which  are  not 
accessible  to  the  ordinary  passengers, 
in  the  way  they  enjoyed  them  before 
the  change.  As  I  have  said,  I  am  not 
actuated  by  any  hostility  to  the  licensed 
victuallers  or  to  the  refreshment  rooms 
themselves.  I  will  go  farther,  and  say 
that  I  am  the  last  person  to  initiate  any 
legislation  for  the  purpose  of  unduly 
controlling  or  limiting  the  enjoyments 
or  amusements  of  the  people  of  this 
country ;  but  railway  passengers  are 
entitled  to  much  better  accommodation 
and  protection  against  wind  and  weather 
than  that  which  they  obtain  at  a  re- 
freshment room.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  the  accommodation  is  not  always 
forthcoming.  My  Lords,  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  provide  that  from  and 
after  a  certain  date,  the  Justices,  in 
granting  or  renewing  licences  for 
refreshment  rooms  at  railway  stations, 
shall  not  do  so  unless  they  are  satisfied 
that  proper  accommodation  is  provided 
for  passengers  other  than  the  accommo- 
dation for  the  sale  of  liquors.  My 
Lords,  that  is  the  whole  proposition 
involved  in  the  Bill,  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  say  it  is  a  very  simple 
one'.     Your  Lordships  may  object  to  the 
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machinery  for  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill;  you  may  think 
that  the  penalties  are  too  severe,  or 
that  the  time  for  reverting  to  the  old 
state  of  things  is  too  short ;  you  may 
think  that  limitations  might  be  imposed 
so  as  to  exclude  more  or  less  the  Metro- 
politan area ;  but  all  those  are  matters  of 
detail  which  do  not  affect  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  a  licence  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  is  a  very  valuable  pro- 
perty to  those  to  whom  it  is  granted ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  ^nk  it 
at  all  unreasonable  or  too  much 
to  ask  that  those  to  whom  are 
granted  should  be  called  upon  to  take 
care  that  the  licences  should  be  used 
properly,  and  not  to  the  annoyance  of 
oiher  persons.  In  many  cases  passengers 
are  compelled  to  wait  for  long  periods 
at  railway  stations ;  sometimes  they 
arrive  at  a  station  too  soon,  some- 
times too  late,  and  at  junctions 
the  arrangements  are  such  that 
passengers  are  often  kept  wait- 
ing a  considerable  time;  and 
I  think  it  certainly  is  a  most  serious 
grievance  that  they  should,  under  tliose 
circumstances,  be  put  to  the  great  incon- 
venience and  annoyance  of  waiting  in  a 
room  where  refreshments — including  in- 
toxicatiog  liquors — are  being  served, 
and  where,  perhaps,  all  the  company  are 
not  in  that  state  of  tranquillity  or  so- 
briety which  might  be  desirable.  Par- 
liament has  enacted  conditions  prelimi- 
nary to  the  granting  of  licences,  such  as 
that  the  premises  shall  be  of  a  certain 
value,  that  certain  accommodation  should 
be  provided,  and  regulating  the  sale  of 
liquors,  and  so  forth  ;  and  I  do  not  see 
why  similar  or  the  necessary  provisoes 
should  not  be  insisted  on  with  reg^ard  to 
railway  refreshment  rooms,  so  that  they 
should  not  be  used  to  the  inconvenience 
of  the  great  body  of  railway  passengers. 
Circulars  have  been  sent  out  to  the 
public,  and  it  has  been  said  that  there 
is  no  widespread  demand  for  this  mea- 
sure. My  Lords,  I  have  always  won- 
dered at  the  absence  of  complaints  and 
at  the  apathy  of  the  public ;  but  of  rail- 
way passengers  it  may  be  said  that 
'*  sufferance  is  the  badge  of  all  their 
tribe,"  and  the  absence  of  complaint  is 
probably  due  to  the  want  of  any  kind  of 
organization  among  railway  passengers. 
Bailway  passengers  are  not  an  organised 
body,  and  it  is  obvious  they  cannot  b% 
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Bat  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
Parliament  should  not  take  the  oiroum- 
atances  of  the  case  into  their  considera- 
tion, and  relieve  railway  passengers  of 
the  inconvenience  and  annoyance  to 
which  they  are  exposed  by  the  sale  of 
intoxicatiug  liquors  in  the  only  places 
of  accommodation  for  waiting  at  railway 
stations.  My  Lords,  we  have  been  told 
that  this  grievance  does  not  exist,  and 
that  waiting  rooms  are  always  provided, 
but  such  a  statement  could  only  be  made 
by  those  who  are  not  acquainted  with 
the  facts  of  the  case.  The  cases  of 
which  I  complain  are  either  many  or 
few.  If  they  are  many,  I  suppose  that 
it  will  be  conceded  that  the  grievance 
requires  a  remedy  ;  but  if  they  are  few, 
where  is  the  hardship  in  requiring  the 
few  to  bring  up  the  level  of  the  accom- 
modation to  the  adequate  arrangements 
of  the  many  ?  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  encumber  my  case  by 
further  reference  to  the  argument  which 
is  addressed  to  the  invariable  providing 
of  waiting  accommodation  for  railway 
passengers.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
would  oe  possible  to  obtain  from  the 
railway  companies  particulars  with  re- 
gard to  the  waiting  accommodation  they 
provide  for  the  public,  and  al§o  particu- 
lars as  to  the  licences  granted  for  those 
premises.  It  is  a  matter  upon  which 
it  is  hardly  possible  to  get  statistics 
which  would  be  at  all  reliable.  But 
when  all  is  said  and  done,  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  which,  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
requires  Parliamentary  interference. 
My  Lords,  the  principal  objection 
to  the  Bill  appears  to  be  that  it 
would  include  the  stations  in  the 
Metropolitan  area,  but  it  is  a  matter  for 
your  Lordships  to  consider,  and  I  should 
not  withdraw  the  Bill  if  the  Metropolitan 
area  was  excluded.  It  has  been  urged 
that  the  Bill  means  the  suppression  of  the 
licences  at  all  the  Metropolitan  stations, 
where  no  such  accommodation  as  that 
mentioned  in  the  Bill  is  required,  because 
the  stations  are  all  covered  in,  and  pas- 
sengers have  only  a  few  minutes  to  wait. 
That  argument  really  seems  to  me  to 
concede  the  whole  case,  and  one  paper 
had  said  that  it  was  impossible  to  tell 
what  the  result  of  this  legislation  might 
be  if  it  was  applied  to  the  railways  of 
the  Metropolis.  My  Lords,  I  should 
have  thought  this  was  a  very  dangerous 
argument  to  advance,  because  it  admits 
ihat    they     do     provide    refreshment 


rooms,  and  they  do  not  provide  waiting 
rooms.  The  passengers,  having  only 
a  few  minutes  to  wait,  have  not 
much  time  to  devote  to  taking  re- 
freshments; and  it  is  obvious  to  all 
that  immediately  adjacent  to  every 
Metropolitan  station  there  is  ample 
accommodation  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  and  refreshments.  But 
if  your  Lordships  see  fit  to  exempt  the 
Metropolitan  area  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  I,  for  one,  do  not  think  you 
should  refuse  to  consult  the  convenience 
of  railway  passengers  in  this  matter  all 
over  the  United  Kingdom.  It  is  not 
my  purpose  to  argue  the  question  from 
a  temperance  point  of  view,  but  I  do 
think  it  is  rather  hard,  when  you  reflect 
upon  the  infirmity  of  purpose  of  many 
classes  of  mankind,  that  a  man  who  has 
no  particular  desire  for  refreshments, 
and  having,  perhaps,  an  hour  or  so  to 
wait  for  a  train,  should  have  to  wait  in 
a  refreshment  room.  There  might  be 
misgivings  in  the  mind  of  some  as  to 
the  desirability  of  allowing  such  a  state 
of  things  that  people  could  not  wait  even 
a  few  minutes  at  a  railway  station  with- 
out having  intoxioating  liquors  brought 
immediately  under  their  notice.  I  think 
it  is  desirable  that  persons  who  are 
merely  waiting  for  a  train,  and  desiring 
to  obtain  shelter  from  the  weather, 
should  be  able  to  get  it  and  to  warm 
themselves  at  a  fire  without  being  ex- 
posed to  temptation  or  being  placed 
under  an  obligation  to  ''take  some- 
thing for  the  good  of  the  house." 
I  hope  your  Lordships  will  see  that  in 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  you  will  be  pro- 
moting the  convenience  of  the  ordinary 
railway  passengers,  and  that  you  will 
be  removing  from  them  a  severe  temp- 
tation to  which  there  is  no  reason  why 
they  should  be  exposed.  The  paper  of 
which  I  have  spoken  points  out  that 
railway  companies  let  their  rooms  to 
contractors,  and  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  make  them  responsible  for 
the  waiting  rooms.  My  Lords,  if  the 
railway  companies  have  not  sufficient 
control  over  these  premises,  I  do  not  think 
that  is  any  reason  why  yoar  Lordships 
should  not  interfere,  or  refrain  from 
making  proper  legislative  arrangements 
in  the  matter.  But  that  is  all  matter  of 
arrangement ;  and  as  part  of  the  scheme 
provision  might  be  made,  if  it  were 
thought  proper,  for  the  railway  com- 
panies withdrawing  those  contracts  with 
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regard  to  the  refreshment  rooms.  The 
companies  wonld  be  liable  to  compensate 
the  licence  holders,  in  case  the  contracts 
were  put  an  end  to,  and  Parliament  will 
act  most  injudiciously  if  it  refuses  to 
entertain  a  Bill  which  is  otherwise 
proper  merely  because  the  companies 
have  made  arrangements  for  withdraw- 
ing their  waiting-rooms  from  their  own 
control.  Eailway  companies  have  no 
right,  for  the  sake  of  making  valuable 
concessions  of  this  kind,  to  deprive  the 
ordinary  travellers  of  the  shelter  and 
accommodation  which  is  necessary. 
Providing  refreshment  rooms  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  no  part  of 
the  business  of  railway  companies,  and 
it  is  the  convenience  of  the  public  alone 
which  should  be  studied  in  this  matter. 
My  Lords,  the  position  is  shortly 
this — shelter  is  necessary  as  a  part 
of  the  railway  accommodation,  and  re- 
freshment rooms  are  not  a  necessary 
part  of  the  railway  accommodation. 
They  are  a  g^eat  convenience  to  the 
public,  no  doubt ;  but  if  we  are  called 
upon  to  choose  whether  proper  shelter 
shall  be  afforded  to  railway  passengers, 
or  whether  refreshments  shall  be  pro- 
vided for  them,  there  is  an  advantage  and 
anobligation  in  providing  waiting  rooms. 
If  one  of  those  things  can  be  provided 
for,  and  not  both,  I  think,  my  Lords, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  shelter 
should  be  provided  for  the  ordinary 
passengers,  and  that  the  refreshments 
should  have  to  be  sought  at  a  little  ina 
convenience  by  those  who  wished  to 
drink  elsewhere.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
move  that  your  Lordships  should  give  a 
Second  Beading  to  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*."— (ifaW  heauchamp,) 

♦LoBD  BRABOURNE :  My  Lords,  as 
no  noble  Lord  appears  disposed  to  rise 
I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
public  aspect  of  this  Bill.  I  had  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  have  con- 
sidered the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
the  Licensing  Laws  in  a  fragmentary 
manner,  and  would  have  undertaken  the 
responsibility  of  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  measure.  The  noble  Lord  has 
stated  that  in  promoting  this  Bill  he  is 
not  actuated  by  any  hostility  to  the 
licensed  victuallers,  and  that  his  whole 
consideration  is  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  ordinary  traveller.  What  I  wish 
to   point  out,    and  what  I    think   this 
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Bill  proves,  is  that  even  those  who  are^ 
actuated  by  the  most  benevolent  inten* 
tions  very  often  in  carrying  them  oat 
produce  the  greatest  inconvenience,  es- 
pecially when  the  object  of  those  inten- 
tions is  to  interfere    in    some  way  or* 
other   with   the  public.       Misdirected 
benevolence  is  sometimes  productive  of*^ 
very  g^eat  inconvenience.    This  Bill  is 
very  curious  in  this  respect — it  seeks  to 
punish  one  party  for  the  alleged  mis-- 
conduct  of  the  other,  and  proposes  that 
when  railway  companies   have  let   to 
responsible  persons  refreshment  rooms- 
at  their  stations,  those  persons  are  to  • 
forfeit   their    licences    if   the    railway 
companies  do  not  afford  proper  aocom* 
modation  for  waiting  rooms,  adjacent 
to  the  refreshment  rooms,  over  whiolL 
the  person  possessing  the  licence  liaa 
not  the  slightest  control.    That  is    a 
rather  curious  feature  of  the  proposed 
legislation,    which    I    do    not    think, 
your   Lordships   will    be    at    all    dis- 
posed to  adopt.    The  Bill  is  drawn  in: 
a  most  extraordinary  manner ;  and,  how- « 
ever  good  it  might  be  to  have  waiting- 
rooms   everywhere,  your  Xjordships,  X 
think,  must  look  at  the  question  fronk 
a   practical  point  of  view.       At  many 
stations  there  is  only  the  most  limited, 
accommodation  possible,  and  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  whether  it  really  is- 
a  hardship  for  any  one  of  the  travelling^ 
public  that  he  should  be  required  to- 
stand   in  the  same  room  with  a  maa 
who    may    be   drinking    half  a   pint 
of   beer    or    a    bottle    of   ginger-beer- 
where  only  a  limited  space  is  allotted 
for  refreshments  ?     It  is  proposed  that 
these  licences  should  be  forfeited  rather 
than  that  anyone  should* be  exposed  to^ 
so  slight  an  inconvenience.     My  Lords,. 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  is  an  absolutely 
useless  Bill,  and  only  deals  with  a  frag- 
ment of    a    very  great  subject,  which:, 
your  Lordships  have  already  dealt  with 
in  one  sense,  and  with  which  you  wilt 
probably  be  called  upon  to  deal  again 
by  transferring  the  granting  of  licences 
from    one    body   to    another.     At    the 
present  moment  the  Licensing  Justices 
make  the  fullest  inquiry  into  every  cas9 
— they   invariably  insist  upon    having^ 
plans  of  the  premises  sent  to  them,  ana 
it  is  not  at  all  an  easy  matter  sometimes 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  which  the 
Justices  impose.     Almost  in  every  case 
the  licensed  victuallers  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  station  oppose  to 
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ihe  utmost  of  their  power  applications 
for  lioenoes  to  rauway  re&eshment 
xooms,  because  they  take  away  trade 
.from  themselyes,  and  I  should  hare 
almost  suspected  that  my  noble  Friend 
is  not  actuated  so  much  by  zeal  and  love 
.for  the  railway  passengers  as  for  the 
licensed  victuallers  who  are  robbed  of  a 
considerable  amount  of  custom  by  these 
rooms.  Bailway  travellers  ought  to  be 
able  to  obtain  refreshments  without 
*  being  driven  to  seek  them  outside  the 
station,  and  at  the  same  time  obtain 
shelter  while  waiting  for  their  trains 
in  public- houses.  Especially  is  that 
the  case  on  the  Metropolitan  lines, 
where  passengers  ought  not  to  be 
compelled  to  leave  the  stations  and 
perhaps  cross  the  muddy  streets  in 
all  kinds  of  weather  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  refreshments  they  require. 
Now,    what    does    my    noble    Friend 

fractically  say  in  supporting  this  Bill  f 
Practically,  it  comes  to  this — that  the 
Licensing  Magistrates  have  not  done 
their  duty.  My  Lords,  although  it  is 
said,  that  '*  you  should  never  prophesy 
unless  you  know,"  I  venture  to  prophesy 
that  the  Oounty  Councils  will  have  to 
deal  with  these  matters  before  long.  It 
is  not  improbable  that  the  powers  now 
exercised  by  the  magistrates  will  be 
transferred  to  the  Uounty  Councils 
before  long,  and  why  should  your  Lord- 
ships overweight  the  County  Councils 
with  the  extraordinary  provisions  of  this 
Bill  ?  I  think  your  Lordships  may  be 
satisfied  with  the  way  the  Councils 
would  perform  these  duties ;  but  why 
should  you  step  in  and  by  a  little  ped- 
dling, trifling  piece  of  legislation  like 
this  hamper  the  action  of  these  bodies  ? 
Some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
really  very  extraordinary.  I  have  not 
Lad  the  opportunity  of  seeing  the  paperto 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  referred, 
and  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  contains 
much  stronger  arguments.  But  I 
almost  wonder  that  my  noble  Friend 
did  not  go  further,  and  propose  that  the 
railway  companies  should  provide  that 
hot  water  should  be  ready  for  any  pas- 
senger who  might  desire  to  have  it  in  a 
room  apart  without  the  addition  of 
brandy  and  soda,  or  anything.  What 
a  condition  those  who  should  be  re- 
sponsible would  be  in  under  this  legis- 
lation !  A  man  might  enter  a  refresh- 
ment-room at  nieht  and  find  no 
^flre,    and   under   those    circumstances 


the  licence  would  be  forfeited.  This 
is  not  the  kind  of  legislation  your 
Lordships'  House  should  indulge  in 
or  Parhament  accept.  It  is  totally 
unwarranted,  is  not  asked  for  by  a 
single  individual,  and  would  only  cause 
considerable  inconvenience.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  my  noble  Friend's  intentions 
are  of  the  most  benevolent  character,  as 
I  should  expect  from  him,  but  I  do  hope 
your  Lordships  will  reject  this  legisla- 
tion as  not  suitable  to  be  entered  upon 
by  your  Lordships'  House,  and  as  only 
inflicting  a  grievance  on  a  not  incon- 
siderable section  of  the  public.  My 
Lords,  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  CRAWFORD  and 
BALCAERES  :  My  Lords,  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  give  a  Second 
Reading  to  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
who  brines  it  forward  says  there  are  no 
statistics  known  or  possible  to  be  given 
as  to  the  numbers  of  refreshment  rooms 
and  waiting  rooms  on  the  Metropolitan 
Railways.  I  should  think  it  is  hardly 
necessary  to  go  into  that,  but  I  may 
mention  that  on  the  Metropolitan  Dis- 
trict Railway  there  are  three  refresh- 
ment rooms  which  were  put  up  for  the 
special  purpose  of  meeting  demands 
made  by  the  public  after  the  railways 
had  been  started  some  length  of  time — 
namely,  at  Mansion  House,  Victoria 
Station,  and  Sloane  Square  Station.  In 
addition  to  that,  certain  portions  of  the 
railway  are  used  under  joint  powers  be- 
tween the  Metropolitan  and  the  Metro- 
politan District,  and  on  that  portion 
there  are  also  three  refreshment  rooms, 
namely,  at  South  Kensington,  Glouces- 
ter Road,  and  High  Street,  Kensington. 
That  makes  altogether  six  refreshment 
rooms  on  the  Underground  Bailway. 
At  all  the  stations,  however,  there  is 
proper  wuting  room  accommodation 
both  for  ladies  and  men.  There  is, 
consequently,  no  ground  for  saying  the 
wants  of  the  puolic  are  not  properly 
looked  idter  in  this  matter.  If  the  BiU 
be  passed,  there  is  not  much  doubt  that 
the  refreshment  rooms  which  I  have 
enumerated  would  ultimately  be  taken 
away,  because,  by  Clause  2,  the  powers 
are  made  retrospective;  and  it  is 
provided  that,  unless  it  was  proved  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  magistrates  that 
these  rooms  have  been  properly  kept  up 
during  the  preceding  twelve  montns,  no 
licence   is    to   be   given  or   renewed* 
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f^rminrling  year.  1  do  not  know  how 
bw  bmmto  \n  to  do  thiA  in  the  cane  of 
a«iW  linenceA  renuired  for  new  railways. 
Thu  wliole  machinnry  of  the  Bill  seems 
to  be  very  cumbrous.  Clause  4  is  also 
very  extraordinary.  This  clause  says 
that  if  at  any  time  the  Gompanj 
doeN  not  keep  its  waiting  room  in  a 
proper  condition,  or  the  fire  or  gas  is 
allowed  to  go  out,  the  lessee  is  to  be  de- 
prived of  his  licence,  and  to  be  deemed 
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'thiniwj    '»nJii    sonahLj  wnck   is. 

ha:vin4p  'hiiusti.  ^iiB  yrpffBmcaHi  'if^  t&s 
aoh[«  Lr^ri  »i  ^1  uh«  wxr  iiL  -vUi&  at: 
woalii  ▼ark.  I  ouxac  wr.  utr  Lopfiab^.  sSafc 
I  -aanTit  mppors  nhia  anwaajft. 

rjord«,  «Idioii^  I  «aa  miiaiibtaHfiir 

fCroog  objeecL'jiu  n  somtf  of  ?&»  t£aiadj» 

■'^f   th<^    BOL  I   AHL   not   aiHssgoc&iK'  «» 

'  ^ronoiy  opposed  Co  i&  as  dta-  mi^Ift  Sinil 

'  who  oaA  jizst   apr^ciL.     I  euuac   ftid^ 

'  Mkjing  thAC  I  think  there  £5  sotnatitiiii^^ 

b^  viid  LXL  favoar  uf  th«^  pvioc^Ie  'if  tifti» 

i  Bill,     I  do  not  think  aajone  wiIE  fsf 

I  thAC  it   M   a  deecrable  thing  that  tAii» 

'  drinking  bar  at  a  railwaj  stasEoii  sbsMiBil 

I  b^^  the  onlj  room  to  whidi  paforgm 

<u&n  reeoTt.     As  a  matter  of  pauiui|il> 

!  that  cannot  bf;  denied ;  bat,  whether  xt 

oonittitatefl  any  large  or  crying  griwr- 

anc^r  at  th^  preeent  time,  I  mm  not  in  a 

rmtifjn  to  express  any  confident  opbiiofa. 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  who  haa 
brought  forward  the  Bill  is  entitled  to 
say  that  the  object  of  it  is  a  aound  one  in 
itAolf.     With  regard  to  the  machinery  of 
the  Hill,  s'ime  of  the  objections  to  it  ara^ 
w^ry  stmng.  though  I  cannot  agree  witli 
all  of  them.    It  does  not  seem  to  me  to> 
be  such   a  mischievoTis  thing    as   waa 
made  out  that  the  person  applying  for 
the  licence  should  have  the  onus  thrown. 
upon  him  of  proving  that  there  is  accom- 
modation for  the  travelling  public  at  the- 
station,  because,  in  point  of  fact,  no  ona> 
could  apply  for  a  licence  without  the  oon- 
ourrence  and  agreement  of  the  railway  - 
company,  who  would  consequently  pror^ 
that    there    was    proper    waiting-roooL 
accommodation.  I  cannot  see  theslighteftt 
hardship  in  that.     But  beyond  that  T. 
do  not  see  any  necessity  to  go.     I  can. 
quite  conceive  that  some  Bill  might  bo- 
passed  which  would  be  of  advantage  in 
the  direction  pointed  to  by  this  measure ; . 
but  I  cannot  vote  for  this  Bill  in  regard, 
to  its   machinery,  nor  do  I   think  wo- 
have  before  us  sufficient  evidence  as  Uk 
the  actual  state  of  accommodation  pro<— 
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Tided  by  the  railiray  oom[Miiies  to  j  ustify 
■uoh  legiilation. 
*Ea,hl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lorda,  in 
reply,  1  would  point  out  that  the  person 
applying  for  a  tioence  is  the  agent  or 
tenant  of  the  railway  company,  and, 
therefore,  1  fail  to  recognize  any  hard- 
ship whatever  in  imposing  on  lum  the 
ohligation,  and  showinr  that  ample 
wuting-room  aooommodatioa  is  pro- 
vided. Then  it  has  been  said  that  the 
magietrates  tatiafy  themselves  as  to  the 
acoommodation  afforded  before  granting 
alioence.  It  in  true  that  the  magistrates 
hare  to  satisfy  themsalTee  as  to  the 
accommodation  far  refreehment  rooms, 
but  not  as  to  proper  accommodation  out- 
Bide  the  refreshment  rooms  for  the 
Seneral  purposes  of  the  public.  My 
orda,  I  am  quite  satisfied  with  ths 
discussion,  and  recognize  that  it  is  a 
difficult  subject  on  which  to  legislate 
properly.  I  would  rather  now,  there- 
fore, ask  permission  to  withdraw  the 
Bill,  reaerring  the  right  to  bring  it 
forward  in  some  other  shape,  fortified 
by  the  support  I  have  reoeired  from  the 
noble  Karl  on  the  front  Upposition 
Bsnoh  (the  Eari  of  Kimberley). 


Original  Motion   and    Bill  (by  leave 
of  the  House]  withdrawn. 

coufakies-  k£libf  bill. 

SBDOKD  KMAUVXa. 

Thb  Eahl  op  CBAWFORD  amd 
BAtUABHUS:  My  Lords,  in  maving 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill,  I  may 
state  that  it  has  been  changed  from  the 
form  in  which  I  had  the  honour  of  intro- 
ducing it  last  year.  Certain  modifica- 
tions have  been  made  in  it,  in  order  to 
meet  the  desire  eiprassed  at  that  time 
by  the  noble  Lora  on  the  Woolsack. 
In  withdrawing  the  Bill  last  year,  I 
■aid  that  I  would  ask  ^our  Lordships, 
when  I  introdnoed  it  this  year,  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
•Tbi  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  misunderstood  me  as  express- 
ing any  approbation  of  the  Bill.  On  the 
contrary,  I  thought  that  Bill  was  likely 
to  be  mischievous.  I  observe  that  this 
Bill  goes  somewhat  further  than  the 
last,  because  the  immnoity  of  the  Bill 
is  extended  to  persons  who  have  taken 


shares  up  to  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  The  settlement  of  the  law  oa 
the  point  was  pronounoed  in  the  be- 
ginning of  last  May.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  proper  subject  for  the  Committee 
to  consider  when  they  come  to  deal  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  That  was 
the  principal  objection  which  I  took  to 
the  Bill ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  agreed  that  it  shall  go  to  a 
Committee  who  shal)  receive  evidence,  I 
do  not  at  present  oppose  it. 
Bill  read  2*. 

DECORATIONS    FOB    THB    EGYPTIAN 

campaiqn  of  I  S8i-s.— question. 
*Thb  Eael  of  STRAFFORD :  My 
Lords.  I  have  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  any  decorations  of  the  Orders 
of  the  Medjidi^  and  of  the  Osmani^ 
were  offered  by  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment to  the  ofBcers  of  the  British  Army 
who  served  in  the  Nile  and  Desert 
Columns  in  the  years  I8S4-S  ;  and  whe- 
ther such  offer  had  been  accepted  or 
declined  hy  the  military  authorities  at 
home  ?  I  believe  that  there  is  a  feeling 
existing  among  the  ofKcers  who  com- 
posed the  Nile  and  the  Desert  Columns 
in  Egypt  in  18tJ4-5tiat  the  Egyptian 
and  Turkish  Orders  of  the  Uedjidie  and 
of  the  Osmani^,  which  had  been  granted 
to  those  who  had  fought  in  the  Cam- 
paign of  1682-4,  were,  through  some  un- 
intentional oversight  on  the  part  of  tha 
authorities  at  home,  withheld  from  them. 
YourLordships  will  remember  that  thers 
have  been  three  campaigns  in  Egypt. 
In  the  Campaign  of  lt)6'2,  conducted  by 
Lord  Wolselev,  including  the  action  of 
Tel-el-Eebir,  the  Turkish  Orders  of  the 
Medjidtg  and  Osmani6  were  conferred 
upon  British  officers.  Two  years  later, 
in  that  of  1884,  under  Sir  Oerald 
Graham,  including  the  battles  of  Teb 
and  Tamai,  the  decorations,  which  had 
been  honourably  won,  were  given  to 
British  officers.  Id  Ih85  the  campaign, 
undertaken  for  the  relief  of  General 
Gordon  comprised  such  well-fought 
actions  as  Abu  Elea,  Abu  BJru,  Uetam- 
meh,  and  Kirbekan ;  but  to  thove  who 
sharad  in  these  dangers  and  glories  I 
believe  the  decorations,  which  had 
been  conferred  on  their  brethren  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  for  the  campaigns  pre- 
viously fought  in  18B3  and  the  earir 
part    of    1884,     were     not     grantod. 
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Although  in  all  the  elements  of  danger, 
hardship,  and  suffering  the  Nile  and 
Desert  Columns  had  a  heavier  strain  to 
bear  than  those  endured  in  1882,  the 
decorations  had  not  been  receired  which 
had  been  given  in  the  previous  cam- 
paigns. The  services  of  the  officers 
were  not  less  distinguished  than  those  o*f 
the  officers  in  the  previous  campaigns. 
The  Khedive  recognized  these  facts, 
and  issued  the  Khedivial  bronze  star. 
I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the 
exact  number  of  deaths  and  casualties 
that  took  place  in  the  Nile  Column  of  the 
Campaign  of  1 A84-5  ;  but  when  I  remind 
your  Lordships  that  in  the  Desert 
Column  they  amounted  to  14  officers 
killed  and  23  wounded,  and  that  the 
number  of  men  killed  was  115,  and 
wounded  243,  it  will  be  recognized 
that  all  ranks  showed  the  same  disci- 
pline, gallantry,  and  endurance  which 
have  always  characterized  British 
troops;  and  I  feel  sure  that  it  was 
owing  to  some  oversight  and  mistake 
that  those  decorations  have  not  been 
issued  to  those  gallant  officers. 

The  UNDEE  SECEBTARY  op 
STATE  FOB  WAR  (Lord  Habms)  :  No 
such  decoratioDS  appear  to  have  been 
offered  by  the  Egyptian  Government  to 
British  officers  for  this  campaign,  except 
those  employed  with  the  Egyptian  to 
Army. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE. 

Lord  THRING  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
subjoined  extract  from  the  2\me9  of 
Wednesday,  March  13,  1889,  is  an 
accurate  account  of  the  facts : — 

''Private  Collins,  of  the  Yorkshire  Light 
Infantry,  was  yesterday  removed  from  Gosport 
Barracks  to  undergo  a  sentence  of  five  years' 
penal  servitude.  Cbllins  was  tried  for  striking 
a  sergeant,  and  was  sentenced  to  six  months* 
hard  lahour.  The  sentence  was  read  out  on 
parade,  when  prisoner  used  a  filthy  expression 
to  the  adjutant;  he  was  thereupon  placed  in 
the  g^uard-room,  and  was  afterwards  tried  for 
the  second  offence.  The  sentence  of  five  years' 
penal  servitude  was  promulgated  yesterday, 
naving  been  confirmed  by  the  General  com- 
manding the  district." 

Lord  db  BOS :  My  Lords,  before  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State 
answers  that  question,  I  should  like  to 
express  the  opinion  that  both  these 
offences  were   deserving  of  the   most 

2%$  Earl  of  StMjfbrd 


severe  punishment.  It  is  impossible  to 
enforce  discipline  in  a  regiment  if  a 
private  is  not  severely  punished  for 
striking  a  sergeant.  The  second  offence 
was  using  a  fUthy  expression  towards  an 
officer.  That  would  have  been  formeriy 
an  offence  to  visit  with  corporal  punish- 
ment, and  I  am  sorry  that  this  form  of 
punishment  is  abolished.  The  mitiga- 
tion introduced  within  the  last  few 
years  in  the  punishment  for  offences  of 
this  kind  has  had  a  most  prejudicial 
effect.  I  feel  certain  that  such  power  was 
much  required,  because  it  gave  larger 
powers  to  the  commanding  officers  to 
deal  with  irregularities  of  all  kinds.  At 
the  same  time,  S  do  not  think  that  your 
Lordships'  House  is  a  proper  place  for 
discussing  questions  of  discipline  of  this 
description. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  if 
this  be  a  true  statement  of  the  facts  as 
they  occurred,  the  sentence,  in  my 
opinion,  was  nothing  short  of  monstrous 
and  outrageous,  and  wholly  unsuited  to 
the  offence  mentioned  in  the  question. 
When  it  is  publicly  stated  that  such  a 
sentence  has  been  passed,  it  will  evoke 
a  feeling  chat  it  was  a  most  tremendous 
one,  and  I  cannot  see  that  such  a  sen- 
tence ought  to  be  inflicted  in  any  case 
unless  under  proper  circumstances.  Elve 
years'  penal  servitude  is  a  tremendous 
sentence  for  using  even  filthy  language, 
and  in  this  case  seems  to  be  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  offence. 

I^RD  DENMAN:  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  sen- 
tence was  undeserved.  I  think  it  was 
perfectly  juBt  and  proper.  Offenoes 
against  discipline  in  the  Army  are  eix- 
tremely  serious. 

LordELLENBOROUGH:  My  Lords, 
I  think  this  is  another  instance  of  the 
necessity  for  corporal  punishment.  EEad 
corporal  punishment  been  retained  in 
the  Army  the  second  offence  would  pro- 
bably never  have  been  committed,  and 
it  is  the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment 
that  causes  the  necessity  for  these  long 
terms  of  imprisonment.  It  seems  to  me, 
my  Lords,  that  this  was  a  very  grave 
offence,  which  I  do  not  think  is  quite 
appreciated  by  the  civilian  mind. 

Lord  HARRIS :  My  Lords,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  endorse  the  opinion  of  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend.  I  cannot  say, 
from  my  personal  point  of  view,  that  it 
is  a  desirable  thing  to  ruin  a  man  by  the 
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infliotioii  of  suoh  paniBhment  upon  him. 
Howeyer  desirable  corporal  punishment 
may  be  for  boys,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable  for  grownup  men,  save  in  those 
•oases  in  which  it  is  expressly  recog- 
nized by  the  law.  Neither  am  I  pre- 
pared to  recognize  that  Parliament 
should  under  no  circumstances  whatever 
take  an  interest  in  the  maintenance  of  dis- 
cipline in  the  Army.  But  I  do  think  that 
in  so  serious  a  matter  as  the  discipline 
of  the  Army  it  is  incumbent  upon  anyone, 
either  in  your  Lordships'  House  or  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  who  wishes  to 
make  a  question  public  with  regard  to 
the  Army,  that  he  should  first  inquire 
at  head- quarters  whether  the  statement 
on  which  he  founds  his  question  is 
correct  or  not.  I  have  information 
that  the  extract  from  the  7\mes  is 
absolutely  incorrect,  and  that  there 
were  very  much  stronger  grounds  in 
this  case  for  the  increase  of  punish- 
ment than  are  shown  in  the  statement 
on  which  the  question  is  founded.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  better  had  the 
noble  Lord  taken  care  to  ascertain  that 
the  circumstances  were  such  as  to 
require  a  Parliamentary  discussion  on 
the  matter  in  question.  The  question  put 
to  me  by  the  noble  Lord  is  whether  a 
•certain  statement  in  the  7\mss  is  accurate. 
It  is  not  acourate  as  far  as  it  goes.  The 
statement  is  that  Private  Oollins  had 
his  sentence  of  six  months'  hard  labour 
for  striking  a  sergeant  increased  to  five 
years*  penal  servitude  for  using  a  filthy 
-expression  to  the  adjutant,  and  impliedly 
for  no  other  offences.  The  facts  are 
that  he  was  tried  and  found  guilty  of 
(1)  using  insubordinate  language  to  his 
superior  officer  (adjutant);  (2)  striking 
his  superior  officer  (provost- sergeant), 
being  in  the  execution  of  his  duty ;  (3) 
using  threatening  language  to  the  same; 
{4)  striking  his  superior  officer  (lance- 
oorporal).  He  had  been  twice  previously 
oonvioted.  In  these  circumstances  I  do 
not  think  the  sentence  was  excessive. 
I  am  informed  that  Private  Oollins  has 
served  nearly  ten  years.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  improvement  in  the 
percentage  of  punishments  for  offences  in 
the  Army,  I  am  able  to  give  the  noble 
Lord  some  information  as  to  the  number 
of  men  in  the  Army  who  have  been  tried 
by  court  martial.  They  were,  in  18h5, 
•74  ;  in  1886,  '70 ;  in  1887,  -56 ;  in  1888, 
'52.  The  number  of  minor  punish* 
ments  in  the  Army  at  home,  exclusive 


of  Koyal  Artillery,  was,  in  188i, 
134,912;  in  1886,  129,193;  in  1887, 
116,045;  and  in  18t8,  104,765.  The 
statistics  of  military  prisons  were  as 
follows: — Brixton  would  hold  493,  and 
on  the  1 8th  of  March  contained  117 
prisoners;  Gosport  would  hold  166,  and 
contained  120 ;  Taunton  would  hold 
164,  and  contained  37;  Aldershot  would 
hold  162,  and  contained  52;  Chester 
would  hold  164.  and  contained  97  ;  and 
Stirling  would  hold  48,  and  contained 
25;  the  accommodation,  therefore, 
being  1,187,  and  the  total  number  of 
prisoners  448.  These  figures  show  a 
gradual  decrease  in  the  number  of  con- 
victions. As  to  minor  punishments,  the 
figures  had  been  reduced  from  134,912 
in  1885  to  104,017  in  1K88.  I  am  able 
to  say  that  the  military  authorities  are 
entirely  satisfied  with  the  decrease 
which  has  resulted  from  the  summary 
dealing  with  military  offences,  and  I 
hope  and  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
decrease,  which  I  have  been  glad  to 
state  to  the  noble  Lord,  will  continue  in 
future  years. 

♦The  Mabquessof  RIPON  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  that  the  noble  Lord,  so  far  from 
finding  fault  with  my  noble  Friend, 
ought  to  be  glad  of  the  opportunity  which 
this  question  has  afforded  him  of  ex- 
plaining the  real  facts  of  the  case  has 
afforded  him.  What  has  been  the 
result  in  this  matter?  It  has  been 
shown  that  the  sentence,  which  has  been 
held  out  as  one  of  great  severity  and 
hardship,  was  not  given  under  the 
circumstances  stated  by  the  THtnes.  I 
should  have  thought  that  was  a  most 
satisfactory  conclusion  to  have  been 
brought  about,  and  it  shows  that  my 
noble  Friend  was  justified  in  asking  the 
question.  I  congratulate  the  noble  Lord 
on  his  having  been  able  to  make  the 
very  satisfactory  statement  he  has  made 
with  regard  to  the  decrease  in  military 
offences. 

Lord  HARRIS :  I  am  quite  satisfied, 
my  Lords,  with  the  change  that  has 
taken  place. 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thundaj  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o*olock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueiday,  26M  March,  18b9. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


DRAINAGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 

LANDS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 

THIBD   BXADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<  That  the  Bill.be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mb.  CONTfiEAHE  (GomwaU,  0am- 
bome) :  I  should  like  to  hear  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  what  is 
proposed  to  be  done  with  this  Bill.  Is 
it  a  measure  of  a  similar  oharacter  to 
the  Bills  of  last  year  which  imposed  a 
tax  upon  the  public  for  the  drainage  and 
improvement  of  certain  districts.  In  the 
absence  of  information  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  ont  his 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  *'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (^Mr.  Conybearo.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  COUETNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  persist  in  his  Amendment.  This  is 
not  at  all  a  Bill  of  a  similar  character  to 
the  Bills  that  were  introduced  last  year. 
It  does  not  propose  any  allocation  what- 
ever of  the  public  money,  but  it  simply 
sanctions  certain  works  which  have 
been  authorized  by  the  Board  of  Works 
for  the  drainage  of  certain  areas. 

Mb.  CONYBEAHE  :  At  any  rate,  in 
the  absence  of  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  explain  the  effect  of  the 
Bill,  I  would  submit  that  the  Third 
Beading  ought  to  be  postponed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

QUESTIONS, 

JUSTICES  OF  THE  PEACE. 
Mb.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 


State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther any  Justice  of  the  Peace,  being  a 
shareholder  in  a  railway  or  other  com- 
pany having  licensed  premises  within 
the  county,  city,  or  borough  for  which 
he  acts,  was  disqualified  from  sitting  as 
a  magistrate  at  licensiug  sessions,  and 
liable  to  peualtiee  for  so  doing  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuabt  Wobtlet,  Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  authority  to  give  an  opinion  on  a 
point  of  law.  I  can  only  refer  my  hon. 
Friend  to  the  60th  section  of  35  &  36 
Vict.,  c.  94  ;  but,  assuming  that  the 
words  in  the  question  '*  having  licensed 
premises"  mean  being  **a  retailer  of 
intoxicating  liquors,"  the  answer,  as  I 
am  advised,  would  seem  to  be  in  the 
affirmative. 

POSTAGE  TO  MKMBERS  OF 
PARLIAMENT. 
Mb.  ATKIN80N  (Bostoa)  asked  th« 
Postmaster   General  what   amount   he 
gained  to  the  Revenue  per  annum  for 
overcharging  Members    of  Parliament 
whose  letters  are  re  addressed  from  the 
House  of  Commons  Post  Office  outside 
the  whole  of  the  Loudon  districts  ;  and, 
what  arrears  were  at  present  owing  for 
such  re- addresses,  ana  by  whom  ? 
♦A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
HsBBEBT  Maxwell,  Wigtonshire) :  Ae 
the  Postmaster  General  stated  in  replj 
to  my  hon.  Friend  on   the   5th   inst., 
re-directed  letters  for  Members  of  Par- 
liament are  treated  exactly  in  the  same 
way  as  re- directed  letters  for  other  per- 
sons, and  I  cannot  admit  the  propriety 
of  the  term  **  overcharge  "  which  mj 
hon.  Friend    usea  in  reference  to  thie 
matter.     The  revenue  derived  from  the 
re- direction  of   Members'   letters  from 
the  House  of  Commons  to  places  out- 
side the  Metropolitan  District  is  esti- 
mated at  about  six  shilling  sa  week.  Ne 
arrears  can    accrue,   because    the    re* 
direction  charge  is  collected  on  delivery. 
If  the  payment  of  the  charge  is  in  ai^ 
case  refused  the  delivery  is  not  effected, 
and  the  letter  is  returoed  to  the  sender. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Is 
the   hon.    Baronet  aware    that    manj 
people  indulge  in  the  habit  of  sendinip 
circulars   to  Members    of    Parliament 
which  are  re-direoted  and  sent  on,  there- 
by putting  Members  to  a  considerable 
and  an  nnneoessary  expense  f 
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*Bm  H.  MAXWELL :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  betterput  that  question  to  my 
Tight  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General. 

BOMBARDMENT  OF  TUKQI. 

Mb.  OOOHRAN&BAILLIE  (St. 
PanoraSy  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Portngueee  Qovemment  had  paid  the 
Indemnity  due  to  British-Indian  subjects 
for  the  destruction  of  their  property  in 
the  bombardment  of  Tungi  and  Minen- 
l^ani ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk)Ternment  proposed  to  take  to 
•Bforoe  their  claims ;  and  whether  the 
Portuguese  had  yet  evacuated  the  terri- 
tory north  of  the  Minengani  River,  as 
maintained  both  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>vernment  end  by  that  of  Germany  to 
be  her  proper  boundary  ? 

♦Tm  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  FEaanssoN,  Manchester  N.E.):  It 
will  be  seen  on  reference  to  p.p. 
83  and  83  of  **  Africa,  No.  10  of 
1888,"  presented  to  the  House  in 
December  last,  that  the  Portuguese 
Qovemment  have  declinbd  to  comply 
with  the  request  for  compensation  made 
to  them  by  Her  Majesty's  U^overnment. 
No  claim  can  be  made  according  to 
International  Law.  So  far  as  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemmeut  are  aware,  the 
Portuguese  Government  have  not  evacu- 
ated the  territory  north  of  the  Mioengani 
River. 

Mr.  OOOHRANE-BAILLIE  :  Was 
not  that  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  when  the  case  was  first 
brought  forward? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  think  I 
stated  at  the  time  that  whether  the 
claims  would  be  paid  or  not  would  de- 
pend on  tbe  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  whether  a  notitication  of  the  bom- 
bardment had  been  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  It  appears  that 
due  notice  was  given,  and  in  accordance 
with  International  Law  no  claim  could 
be  made. 

I&KLAND— PAHTY  EMBLEMS. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushdiffe)  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether,  in  the  case  of 
Andrew  Oole,  publican,  who,  on  the  1 1th 
March,  at  Londonderry,  was  prosecuted 
by  Head  Constable  W^ebster,  R.I.O., 
under  6  and  7  William  lY.,  for  display- 


ing ''party  emblems,"  when  the  offence 
consisted  of  defendant's  wife  and  a  num- 
ber of  g^rls  waving  pocket  handkerchiefs 
when  Father  Stephens  and  other 
prisoners  were  being  conveyed  along 
the  street,  the  prosecution  was  authorized 
by  the  Government  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  Constabulary  report  that 
the  public-house  named  in  the  question 
had  on  several  occasions  been  the  scene 
of  demonstrations  in  favour  of  the  pri- 
soners charged  with  the  murder  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Martin  while  they  were 
being  conveyed  to  and  from  the  railway 
station.  The  prosecution  referred  to  in 
this  question  was  instituted  by  the 
police  on  their  own  responsibility,  and 
I  may  add  that  the  magistrates  made  no 
rule  in  the  case,  being  of  opinion  that 
the  acts  complained  of  did  not  come 
within  the  statute. 

Mr.  J.  ELLIS :  Did  not  the  head 
constable  admit  that  there  were  more 
armed  persons  present  than  civilians? 
As  the  same  thing  was  done  in  adjoining 
counties  without  a  prosecution  following^ 
why  was  the  d  istinction  made  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  am  unable  to  say 
I  have  no  information  as  to  specific 
matters  of  fact. 

THE  BOUNDARY   COMMISSION. 
Mr.  HERBERL' GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron    Walclen)    asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  to  issue  a  Circular   to  the 
County  Councils,    under  Section  53   of 
**  The  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Act,  1H88,''  in  order  to  place  the 
recommendations  ot  the  Boundary  Com« 
mission  before  the  Councils,  or  whether 
the  Councils  can  proceed  to  make  th& 
representations  in  regard  to  those  recom* 
mendations  without  awaiting  any  such. 
Circular  ? 

♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie^ 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's- in- the- 
East) :  I  have  forwarded  to  the  Council 
of  each  county  affected  by  the  Report 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners  a  copy 
of  so  much  of  the  Report  as  relates  to 
the  particular  county,  and  I  have 
brought  specially  under  the  attention  of 
,  the  County  Council  the  provisions  ol 
Section  63  of  the  Local  Government 
Act. 
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POSTAGE  TO  AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
ierburj)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  can  g^ve  the  date  on  which 
he  decided  that  the  reduced  rate  of 
postage  by  the  long-sea  route  to 
Australia  should  commence  on  the  Ist 
of  January,  1889 ;  and  why  the  announce- 
ment of  this  reduction  in  postal  rates 
was  not  included  in  the  ''  Postal  Guide  " 
for  the  present  quarter  ? 
♦Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL:  In  the 
absence  of  myrighthon.  Friend  the  Post- 
master General,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
xates  of  postage  are  fixed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Lords  Oommissioners  of 
Ser  Majesty's  Treasury,  the  instrument 
being  a  warrant  signed  by  two  of  their 
Xordships.  The  warrant  fixing  the 
postage  on  letters  sent  to  Australia  by 
the  long  sea  route  is  dated  the  17th  of 
December,  1888;  and  the  House  will 
jreadily  understand  that  this  was  too  late 
'  to  admit  of  the  new  rates  being  embodied 
dn  the  Tables  of  Rates  published  in  the 
Post  Office  Guide  issued  nominally  on 
~the  1st  of  January,  1889,  but,  of  course, 
passed  for  the  Press  considerably  before 
that  date. 

IRELAND-TREATMENT  OF  POLITICAL 

PRISONERS. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  having 
.regard  to  the  charges  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  political  prisoners  proved 
Against  Mr.  Francis  MaoGillicuddy 
Eaffer,  ex-Gt)Temor  of  Limerick  Gaol, 
and  reported  in  the  Debates  of  this  House, 
if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lord  Ohan- 
'Oellor  to  continue  that  gentleman  in  the 
'  Oommission  of  the  Peace  for  the  County 
•of  Glare ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
•  appointment  in  question  has  excited 
much  surprise  and  indignation  in  the 
district  in  which  Mr.  Eager  resides  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  gentleman  re- 

.ferred  to  in  the  Question  was  appointed 

.to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  in  the 

usual  way  on  the  recommendation  of 

:the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county.     I 

.  am  not  aware  that  the  appointment  in 

vquestion  has  been  received  in  the  man- 

>.iier  suggested  in  the  Question.    The 

Lord  Chancellor  sees  no  reason   why 

Mr.  Eager  should  not  continue  to  hold 

rthe  Commission  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  :  I  may  inform  the 
Jion.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  I  have 


received  a  number  of  letters  from  in- 
fluential persons  residing  in  the  district 
protesting  against  the  action  of  this 
gentleman. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwickshire,  Rugby) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  could 
state  who  supplied  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Special  Commission  the  copy  of 
Messrs.  Walsh  and  Sons'  shorthand 
notes,  from  which  the  proceedings  in 
O'Donnell  v.  Walter  were  printed  in 
the  Blue  Book  issued  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Commission ;  whether  such  copy 
was  returned  by  the  Queen's  Printers 
to  the  Secretary  of  -the  Commission, 
together  with  the  proof  of  the  print 
of  the  Blue  Book ;  and,  whether  any 
Member  of  the  House  desiring  it  can  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
copy  from  which  such  notes  were 
printed  ? 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  means  other 
than  such  as  may  be  accessible  to  the 
hon.  Member  of  ascertaining  the  facts 
regarding  which  information  is  sought 
in  the  first  and  second  paragraphs  of 
the  question.  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  power  to  authorize  the  inspec- 
tion by  anyone  of  the  document  men- 
tioned. Authority  for  inspection  can  be 
given  only  by  the  Commissioners  them- 
selres. 

THE  LAND  JUDGES  COURT  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  entry  of  an  irregular  Judgpnent  in 
the  books  of  the  Land  Judges  Court 
(Ireland),  he  would  cause  an  inquiry  to 
be  made,  with  a  view  to  ascertain 
whether  the  entry  was  made  by  anj 
officer  of  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  no  power  to 
cause  such  an  inquiry  to  be  made. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Who  has  authority  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  question  as  to 
the  records  of  the  Court  rests  with  the 
Commissioners.  The  Government  have 
no  power  to  require  that  any  particular 
oourse  shall  be  taken. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  In  the  case  to  whidh 
I  refer  the  Judges  discharged  the  Order, 
but  the  entry  is  entirely  diifferent. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
is  altogether  misinformed. 
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Mb.  LABOUGHEBE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Seoretaryof  Statefor  the 
Ooloniee  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  has  received  official  in- 
formation that  Lo  Beng^a,  the  Ohief 
of  the  Matabele,  has  granted  to  Mr. 
Oharles  Rudd  a  concession  of  the  mine- 
ral rights  throughout  his  dominions,  and 
which  contains  a  clause  that  no  other 
concession  in  respect  to  mineral  rights  or 
other  industrial  undertakings   can   be 

granted  without  the  consent  of  Mr. 
udd,  and  that,  acting  on  this  concession, 
Mr  Alfred  Haggard  was  turned  out  of 
the  country  by  a  force  of  Matabeles 
under  the  command  of  a  European 
agent  of  Mr.  Budd ;  whether  any  re- 
quest has  been  forwarded  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  from  Mr. 
Budd  or  his  agents,  or  from  the  Cape 
Gbyemment,  requesting  him  to  confirm 
or  to  express  his  approval  of  this  con- 
cession; whether  such  confirmation  or 
approval  has  been  expressed ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  it  has  been  stated  in 
the  Cape  newspapers  that  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  concession  is  that  Mr. 
Budd  will  maintain  a  gunboat  on  the 
Zambesi  Biver;  and,  if  so,  what  flag 
this  vessel  will  carry,  and  against  whom 
it  is  contomplated  to  use  this  armed 
ship ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
territory  in  regard  to  which  this  ex- 
clusive concession  has  been  granted  is 
as  large  as  France  and  exceedingly 
wealthy  in  mining  and  other  natural 
products  ? 

*Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DB  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  Toxtoth) : 
It  has  been  officially  reported  that  Lo 
Bengula  has  granted  to  Messrs.  Budd, 
Maguire  and  Thompson  a  concession 
which  is  of  the  nature  indicated  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question,  except  that  it 
does  not  include  any  '*  industrial  under- 
takings "  other  than  mining.  The 
concession  authorizes  the  holders  of  it 
*'  to  take  all  necessary  steps  to  exclude  " 
from  Matabeleland  "  all  persons  seeking 
land,  metals,  minerals,  or  mining  rights 
therein,''  and  under  this  authority  Mr. 
Alfred  Haggard  and  others  are  stated  to 
have  been  turned  back  in  November  or 
December  of  last  year  by  some  Matabeles 
under  Mr.  Maguire,  one  of  the  con- 
cessionaires. The  Cape  Government  has 
taken  no  action  in  relation  to  this  oon- 


I  cession.    Mr.  Budd  has  "  solicited  th»^ 
I  co-operation  "  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  aooomplishing  the  objects  of  the  - 
concession.    Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  expressed  no  approval  of  it,  and 
have  no  power  to  confirm  or  disallow 
concessions  in  Matabeleland.    The  oon« 
dition  in  the  concession  as  to  the  armed 
steamer  is  that  it,  or  in  lieu  of  it  £500, 
shall  be  delivered  to  Lo  Bengula,  who, 
presumably^  desires  it  as  a  protection' 
against  foreign  a^pgressions.     There  is* 
no  provision  as  to  its  maintenance ;  and 
its  flag,  if  any,    would   apparently  be 
Lo  Benffula's.    The  territory  is  believed 
to  be  about  three-fourths  of  the  area 
of  France,  and    is  said  to  be  rich  in. 
minerals ;  but  little  is  definitely  known. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  :  Is  the  Colonial 
Office  prepared  to  make  any  representa* 
tion  to  Lo  Bengula  about  these  con- 
cessions ? 

♦Babon  H.  de  WOBMS  :  We  have  nO' 
power  to  make  any  representation. 

Mb.  0.  MOBGAN  (Battersea) :  May^ 
I  ask  whether  this  territory  is  not  sup- 
posed to  be  imder  British  influence, 
and,  if  so,  whether  concessions  can  be- 
made,  not  to  British,  but  to  German, 
subjecto  ? 

♦Babow  H.  de  WOBMS  :  It  is  under 
the  sphere  of  British  influence,  but  I 
am  anraid  that  Uiat  is  rather  a  vague- 
term.  We  have  no  power  to  prevent 
the  real  rulers  of  the  country  from 
making  a  concession.  We  can  only* 
advise  them  not  to  do  so. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
Did  not  Lord  Knutsford,  in  May  last, 
declare    very     peremptorily    that    the- 
Government  would  not  permit  any  con- 
cession to  be  made  without  the  previous  - 
consent  of  the  High  Commissioner  ? 
♦Babok  H.  de  WOBMS :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  correct. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  :    Has  not  Lo  • 
Bengula  sent  envoys  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  have  not  the  Govern- 
ment ample  opportunities  for  making 
representations  to  those  envoys  ? 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  Before  the  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  question,  allow 
me  to  ask  him  ag^in  whether  Lord 
Knutsford,  in  the  latter  end  of  May 
last,  did  not  use  the  very  words  as  to 
this  territory  which  I  have  attributed 
to  him? 
♦Babon  H.  dk  WOBMS  :  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  had  any  power- 
to  approve  or  disapprove. 
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Mb.  BRADLAnaH  :  But  did  not 
Lord  Knutsford,  writing  of  this  very 
territory — not  in  reference  to  this 
concession,  but  before  the  concession 
was  negotiated— say,  in  express  terms, 
that  the  Government  would  allov  no 
concession  to  be  granted  ? 
♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  better  give  notice  of  the 
question.  We  do  not  allow  concessions 
^  be  granted  in  the  territory  between 
the  Shashi  and  Macloutsi  Rivers, 
which  is  in  dispute  between  Lo  Bengula 
and  Elhama. 

IRELAND-TREATMENT  OF  FEMALE 
PRISONERS. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
why  the  two  untried  female  prisoners 
£rom  Gweedore,  Margaret  OuU  and 
Annie  Doherty,  who  were  on  Friday 
week,  notwithstanding  the  remonstrance 
of  the  Rev.  J.  Doherty,  the  Prison 
-Chaplain,  deprived  by  the  Governor  of 
Derry  Gaol  of  warm  clothing  provided 
for  them  for  the  journey  between  Derry 
and  Letterkenny,  were  again  deprived 
last  Saturday  of  dresses  and  hats  pro- 
vided for  them  by  friends ;  whether,  in 
spite  of  the  promise  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, the  Governor,  while  allowing  them 
shawls,  refused  to  permit  them  to  wear 
the  hats  and  warm  dresses  so  provided 
for  them ;  whether  they  were  obliged 
to  go  from  Derry  to  Letterkenny  bare- 
headed and  badly  clothed  in  inclement 
weather,  though  sufficient  clothing  was 
sent  into  the  prison  for  their  use  ;  had 
he  given  directions  to  the  Prisons  Board 
to  entertain  in  the  future  communica- 
tions coming  from  chaplains  of  prisons 
relative  to  the  welfare  of  prisoners  di- 
rectly, without  the  intervention  of  the 
Governors ;  and  what  reply  had  the 
Prisons  Board  made  to  these  communi- 
cations ? 

Mb.  madden  :  With  reference  to 
the  specific  matters  of  fact  referred  to  in 
the  question,  I  have  called  for  a  Report. 
The  question  has  only  appeared  on  the 
Paper  to-day  ;  but  I  may  say  that  I 
ascertained  that  the  Prisons  Board  had 
gpiven  directions  to  the  Governor  of  the 
gaol  that  warm  clothing  supplied  to  these 
female  prisoners  should  be  allowed  to  be 
worn  by  them.  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  any  further. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  As  these  females 
have    been    further    remanded    until 


Thursday,  and  as  one  of  them  has  a 
baby  in  her  arms,  will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  undertake  that  if 
they  are  supplied  with  warm  clothing 
they  shall  be  allowed  to  wear  it  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  Orders  have  been 
given,  and  I  have  not  the  least  doubt 
that  they  will  be  supplied  with  warm 
clothing. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  I  must  press  the 
matter.  On  the  last  occasion  I  entreated 
that  the  Governor  might  be  directed  to 
allow  these  poor  women  to  wear  the 
I  clothing  offered  to  be  supplied  them,but 
I  am  informed  that  he  refused. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  instructions 
which  have  been  given  are  that  warm 
clothiag  is  to  be  allowed,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  those  instructions  will  be 
carried  out. 

EMIGRANTS  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  asked  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  con- 
dition and  treatment  of  emigrants, 
principally  from  Limerick,  Clare,  and 
Tipperary,  as  reported  in  to- day's 
papers,  numbering  1,800  persons,  on 
their  arrival  in  Buenos  Ayres  during 
last  month  ;  if  those  emigprants,  men, 
women  and  children,  contrary  to  the 
representations  held  out  by  the  agents 
of  the  Argentine  Republic,  were  totally 
neglected  on  their  arrival,  unprovided 
widi  food,  lodging,  or  means  of  obtain- 
ing work;  and  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  immediately  telegpraph 
that  the  Consular  Agent  at  Buenos 
Ayres  will  assume  the  responsibility  of 
preserving  the  lives  of  the  destitute  per- 
sons referred  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  seen  the  state- 
ment in  the  papers  that  some  of  these 
emigrants  have  been  sent  back,  and  that 
10,000  Frenchmen,  mostly  labouring 
men,  are  unable  to  find  work,  and  are 
starving. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Has  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber given  notice  of  this  question  ? 
Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  No,  Sir. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Then  the  hon. 
Member  had  better  put  it  down  upon  the 
paper. 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  A  despatch  on 
this  subject  was  received  yesterday. 
Her  Majesty's  Oharg6  d' Affaires  at 
Buenos  Ayres  states  that  1,800  persons, 
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the  great  majority  of  whom  had  come 
from  Ireland,  had  disembarked  from  a 
large  steamship.  Immimints'  barracks 
for  2,000  persons  have  been  provided, 
but  it  happened  that  a  large  body  of 
Italian  immigprants  had  arrived  a  day 
or  two  previously,  and,  though  the 
newcomers  were  not  ''totally  neglected," 
the  accommodation  that  could  be  im- 
provised for  them  was  very  inadequate. 
Fortunately,  in  anticipation  of  the 
arrival  of  large  numbers  of  immigrants 
from  this  country,  Her  Majesty's 
Charge  d'A.ffaires  had  assisted  in 
forming  a  Committee  of  British  resi- 
dents, by  whom  most  liberal  supplies 
of  food  and  other  comforts  were  given 
to  these  poor  people,  and  on  the  next 
day  large  numbers  of  them  were  lodged 
in  the  private  houses  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee,  until  the  barracks  should 
be  available,  or  the  immigrants  should 
be  sent  up  country  in  due  course.  The 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  spon- 
taneous action  of  Her  Majesty's  Charge 
4' Affaires  and  the  British  residents 
renders  any  special  orders  unnecessary, 
but  Mr.  Jenner  has  been  already  directed 
to  report  upon  the  condition  of  the 
immigrants  who  are  arriving,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  considering 
whether  some  special  agency  is  not 
required  in  order  that  those  from  this 
country  may  be  properly  advised. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  French 
Government  have  issued  a  warning 
to  French  subjects,  and  will  the 
Foreign  Office  follow  that  example, 
and  pending  the  arrival  of  an  official 
re;^ort,  issue  a  warning  to  poor  Irish 
people  to  abstain  from  emigrating  until 
the  true  facts  of  the  case  have  been 
ascertained  ? 

♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  intelligence 
has  reached  the  Foreign  Office  from  the 
Argentine  Republic  of  any  ill-treatment 
of  emigrants,  other  than  the  unfor* 
tunate  occurrence  which  I  have  just 
mentioned,  but  the  Minister  represent- 
ing this  country  has  been  directed 
specially  to  report  upon  the  condition  of 
the  emigprants. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Will  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  follow  the 
example  of  the  French  Foreign  Office, 
and  issue  a  warning. 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:    I  think  the 

House  will  see  that,  as  no  allegations 

of  ill-treatment  or  neglect  have  been 


received,  it  would  be  premature  to 
warn  persons  against  g^ing  to  the 
Argentine  Republic.  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  the  British  residents  on  the 
spot  are  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of 
assisting  the  emigrants ;  and  in  the 
despatch  to  which  I  have  referred,  it  is 
stated  that  a  special  Irish  settlement 
has  been  formed,  where  Irish  emigrants 
will  receive  proper  attention. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Cannot  some 
provision  be  made,  by  means  of 
which  the  Emigration  Office  would  be 
able  to  g^ve  information  with  regard  to 
the  Argentine  Republic,  similar  to  that 
which  is  g^ven  with  reference  to  emigra- 
tion to  our  own  Colonies  ?  It  is  better 
to  prevent  the  evil  on  this  side  than  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water. 
♦Sir  J.  FEKGUSSON  :  The  Foreign 
Office  is  in  communication  with  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject,  as  it  will 
require  a  certain  expenditure  of  money. 
I  had  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  night  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  May  I 
ask  whether,  considering  that  large 
numbers  of  emigrants  are  about  to  be 
sent  out  by  the  agents  of  the  Argentine 
Republic,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  obtain  some  guarantee  from  the 
representative  of  the  Argentine  Republio 
that  proper  care  will  be  taken  of  the 
people  on  their  arrival  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  would  be 
more  convenient  that  I  should  have 
notice  of  that  question.  I  should  then 
be  able  to  give  better  information  than 
it  is  possible  to  g^ve  off  hand. 

Mr.  LANE:  I  sent  the  hon.  Baronet 
private  notice  by  letter  last  night. 

THE  MUN8TER  WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  received 
an  influential ly- signed  memorial  from 
the  jurors  of  CorS,  protesting  against 
the  continued  selection  of  the  city  of 
Cork  for  the  Munster  Winter  Ansizes ; 
had  he  also  received  a  resolution, 
passed  at  a  public  meeting  in  Cork, 
which  was  attended  by  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenants, Magistrates,  and  Merchants,  of 
all  creeds  and  politics,  condemning  the 
habitual  practice  of  excluding  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  jury  box  whilst 
compelling  them  to  attend  court  daily 
I  for  five  or  six  weeks  at  Christmas  time ; 
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*Sis  H.  MAXWELL:  Thehoa. Mam- 1  iag  "party  emblems,"  when  the  offeDoe 


b«r  had  better  pat  that  queetion  to  mj 
right  bon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral. 

boubabdment  of  tcnqi. 
Hr.  OOGHRANIS-BAILLIE  (St. 
Panoras,  N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  trbather  ths 
Portuguese  GoTemment  had  paid  the 
indemaitj  due  to  British-Indian  subjects 
for  the  destruction  of  their  property  in 
the  bombardment  of  Tungi  and  Minen- 
gani ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps  Her  Ua- 
jesty's  Oorernmeut  proposed  to  take  to 
•nioroe  their  claims ;  and  whether  the 
Portuguese  had  yet  evacuated  the  terri- 
tory north  of  the  Minengani  Birer,  as 
maintained  both  by  Ker  Majesty's 
GoTernment  and  by  that  of  Germany  to 
be  her  proper  boundary  ? 

•Tm  under  SliOEETART  of 
STATE  POB  POBBIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  FuLODSSON,  Manchester  N.E.) :  It 
will  bo  seen  on  reference  to  p.p. 
83  and  S3  of  "  Africa,  No.  lU  of 
1888,"  preseated  to  the  House  in 
December  last,  that  the  Portuguese 
Government  have  declin'ed  to  comply 
with  the  requeat  for  compensation  made 
to  them  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
No  claim  can  be  made  according  to 
International  Law.  So  far  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  aware,  the 
Portuguese  Government  have  not  evacu- 
ated the  territory  north  of  the  Minengani 
Biver. 

Ma.  COCHRANE-BAILLIE:  Was 
not  that  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governnient  when  the  case  was  first 
brought  forward 't 

•Sir  J.  FERGU880N :  I  think  1 
stated  at  the  time  that  whether  the 
claims  would  be  paid  or  not  would  de- 
pend on  the  oiruumetances  of  the  case, 
and  whether  a  notihuation  of  the  bom- 
bardment had  been  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  It  appears  that 
due  notice  was  given,  and  in  acoordanoe 
with  International  Law  nu  claim  could 
be  made. 

IB1CIAHI>— PABTT  EHBLBU8. 
Mm.  JOHN  KLLI8  (Nottinghamshire, 
BntM'**)  aakad  the  Solibitor  General 
\  wtothar,    ia   the         e  of 


consisted  of  defendant's  wife  and  a  n 
ber  of  girls  waving  pocket  handkerchiefs 
when  Father  Stephens  and  other 
prisoners  were  being  conveyed  along 
the  street,  the  prosecution  was  authorized 
by  the  Qovernment  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddzn.  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  Constabulary  report  that 
the  publio-houae  named  in  the  question 
had  on  several  occasions  been  the  scene 
of  demoostrations  in  favour  of  ths  pri- 
soners charged  with  the  murder  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Martin  while  they  were 
being  conveyed  to  and  from  the  railway 
station.  The  prosecution  referred  to  in 
this    question    was    instituted    by   the 

folice  on  their  own  responsibility,  snd 
may  add  that  the  magistrates  made  no 
rule  in  the  case,  being  of  opinion  that 
the  acts  complained  of  did  not  come 
within  the  statute. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS :  Did  not  the  head 
constable  admit  that  there  were  more 
armed  persons  present  than  civilians? 
As  the  same  thing  was  done  in  adjoining 
counties  without  a  prosecution  following, 
why  was  the  distinction  made  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  am  unable  to  say 
I  have  no  information  as  to  specific 
matters  of  fact. 

THE  BOUNUABT  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  HERBERl'  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Wal<len)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  issue  a  Circular  to  the 
County  Cktuocils,  under  Section  &'A  of 
"  The  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Act,  IK88,"  in  order  to  place  the 
recommendations  ol  the  Boundary  Com- 
mission before  the  Councils,  or  whether 
the  Councils  can  proceed  to  make  th» 
representations  in  regard  to  those  reoom* 
mendations  withimt  awaiting  any  such. 
Circular  ? 

*Thk  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Eitchm, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's-inthe- 
East] '.  I  have  forwarded  to  the  Council 
of  each  county  atfected  by  the  Report 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners  a  copy 
of  BO  much  of  the  Report  as  relates  to 
the  particular  county,  and  I  have 
brought  specially  under  the  attention  of 
ad ,  the  County  Council  the  provisions  o£ 
).,  I  Sootiun  S3   of  the    Local    Government 
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Mb.  BRADLAUOH  :  Bat  did  not 
Lord  Knat«fordf  writing  of  this  very  , 
ierritorj — not  in  reference  to  this 
eonceesion,  but  before  the  concession 
was  negotiated —say,  in  express  terms, 
that  the  Government  would  allov  no 
concession  to  be  granted  ?  | 

♦Baboh  H.  de  worms  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  better  g^ve  notice  of  the 
question.  We  do  not  allow  concessions 
to  be  granted  in  the  territory  between 
the  Shashi  and  Macloutsi  Rivers, 
which  is  in  dispute  between  Lo  Bengula 
and  Elhama. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  FEMALE 
PRISONERS. 

Mb.  MA.C  NEILL  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
why  the  two  untried  female  prisoners 
from  Gweedore,  Margaret  OuU  and 
Annie  Doherty,  who  were  on  Friday 
week,  notwithstanding  the  remonstrance  . 
of  the  Rev.  J.  Doherty,  the  Prison  | 
Chaplain,  deprived  by  the  Governor  of 
Derry  Gaol  of  warm  clothing  provided 
for  them  for  the  journey  between  Derry 
and  Letterkenny,  were  again  deprived 
last  Saturday  of  dresses  and  hats  pro- 
vided for  them  by  friends ;  whether,  in 
spite  of  the  promise  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral, the  Governor,  while  allowing  them 
shawls,  refused  to  permit  them  to  wear 
the  hats  and  warm  dresses  so  provided 
for  them ;  whether  they  were  obliged 
to  go  from  Derry  to  Letterkenny  bare- 
headed and  badly  clothed  in  inclement 
weather,  though  sufficient  clothing  was 
sent  into  the  prison  for  their  use  ;  had 
ho  given  directions  to  the  Prisons  Board 
to  entertain  in  the  future  communica- 
tions coming  from  chaplains  of  prisons 
relative  to  the  welfare  of  prisoners  di- 
rectly, without  the  intervention  of  the 
Governors ;  and  what  reply  had  the 
Prisons  Board  made  to  these  communi- 
cations ? 

Mr.  madden  :  With  reference  to 
the  specidu  matters  of  fact  referred  to  in 
the  question,  I  have  called  for  a  Report. 
The  question  has  only  appeared  on  the 
Paper  to-day  ;  but  I  may  say  that  I 
ascertained  that  the  Prisoas  Board  had 
given  directions  to  che  Governor  of  the 
gaol  that  warm  clothing  supplied  to  these 
female  prisoners  should  be  allowed  to  be 
worn  by  them.  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  any  further. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  As  these  females 
have    been     further    rmnanded    until 


Thursday,  and  as  one  of  them  has  a 
baby  in  her  arms,  will  the  ban.  and 
learned  Gentleman  undertake  that  if 
they  are  supplied  with  warm  clothing 
they  shall  be  allowed  to  wear  it  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  Orders  hare  been 
given,  and  I  have  not  the  least  donbt 
that  they  will  be  supplied  with  warm 
clothing. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  I  most  press  the 
matter.  On  the  last  occasion  I  entreated 
that  the  Governor  might  be  directed  to 
allow  these  poor  women  to  wear  the 
clothing  offered  to  be  supplied  them,but 
I  am  informed  that  he  refused. 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  instractionB 
which  have  been  given  are  that  warm 
clothiag  is  to  be  allowed,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  those  iastruotions  will  be 
carried  out. 

EMIGRANTS  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  a^ed  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreigpi  Affairs  if  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  con- 
dition and  treatment  of  emigrants, 
principally  from  Limerick,  Glare,  and 
Tipperary,  as  reported  in  to-day's 
papers,  numbering  1,800  persons,  on 
their  arrival  in  Buenos  Ayres  during 
last  month  ;  if  those  emigprants,  men, 
women  and  children,  contrary  to  the 
representations  held  out  by  the  agents 
of  the  Argentine  Republic,  were  totally 
neglected  on  their  arrival,  unprovided 
widi  food,  lodging,  or  means  of  obtain- 
ing work;  and  if  Her  Majesty's  Gh>- 
vernment  would  immediately  telegraph 
that  the  Consular  Agent  at  Buenos 
Ayres  will  assume  the  responsibility  of 
preserving  the  lives  of  the  destitute  per- 
sons referred  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  seen  the  state- 
ment in  the  papers  that  some  of  these 
emigrants  have  been  sent  back,  and  that 
10,000  Frenchmen,  mostly  labouring 
men,  are  unable  to  find  work,  and  are 
starving. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Has  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber given  notice  of  this  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  No,  Sir. 
*Mr.    SPEAKER:      Then    the    hon. 
Member  had  better  put  it  down  upon  the 
paper. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  A  despatch  on 
this  subject  was  received  yesterday. 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  at 
Buenos  Ayres  states  that  1,800  persona. 
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the  great  majority  of  whom  had  come 
from  Ireland,  had  disembarked  from  a 
large  steamship.  Immiffrants'  barracks 
for  2,000  persons  have  been  provided, 
but  it  happened  that  a  large  body  of 
Italian  immigrants  had  arrived  a  day 
or  two  previously,  and,  though  the 
newcomers  were  not  'totally  neglected," 
the  accommodation  that  could  be  im- 
provised for  them  was  very  inadequate, 
i^ortunately,  in  anticipation  of  the 
arrival  of  large  numbers  of  immigrants 
from  this  country,  Her  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  had  assisted  in 
forming  a  Committee  of  British  resi- 
dents, by  whom  most  liberal  supplies 
of  food  and  other  comforts  were  given 
to  these  poor  people,  and  on  the  next 
day  large  numbers  of  them  were  lodged 
in  the  private  houses  of  the  members  of 
the  Committee,  until  the  barracks  should 
be  available,  or  the  immigrants  should 
be  sent  up  country  in  due  course.  The 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  spon- 
taneous action  of  Her  Majesty's  Charge 
4' Affaires  and  the  British  residents 
renders  any  special  orders  unnecessary, 
but  Mr.  Jenner  has  been  already  directed 
to  report  upon  the  condition  of  the 
immigrants  who  are  arriving,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  considering 
whether  some  special  agency  is  not 
required  in  order  that  those  from  this 
country  may  be  properly  advised. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  French 
Government  have  issued  a  warning 
to  French  subjects,  and  will  the 
Foreign  Office  follow  that  example, 
and  pending  the  arrival  of  an  official 
re;^ort,  issue  a  warning  to  poor  Irish 
people  to  abstain  from  emigrating  until 
the  true  facts  of  the  case  have  been 
ascertained  ? 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  intelligence 
has  reached  the  Foreign  Office  from  the 
Argentine  Republic  of  any  ill-treatment 
of  emigrants,  other  than  the  unfor- 
tunate occurrence  which  I  have  just 
mentioned,  but  the  Minister  represent- 
ing this  country  has  been  directed 
rially  to  report  upon  the  condition  of 
emigrants. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Will  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  follow  the 
example  of  the  French  Foreign  Office, 
and  issue  a  warning. 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  think  the 
House  will  see  that,  as  no  allegations 
of  ill-treatment  or  neglect  have  been 


received,  it  would  be  premature  to 
warn  persons  against  going  to  the 
Argentine  Republic.  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  the  British  residents  on  the 
spot  are  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of 
assisting  the  emigrants ;  and  in  the 
despatch  to  which  I  have  referred,  it  is 
stated  that  a  special  Irish  settlement 
has  been  formed,  where  Irish  emigrants 
will  receive  proper  attention. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Cannot  some 
provision  be  made,  by  means  of 
which  the  Emigration  Office  would  be 
able  to  give  information  with  regard  to 
the  Argentine  Republic,  similar  to  that 
which  is  given  with  reference  to  emigra- 
tion to  our  own  Colonies  ?  It  is  better 
to  prevent  the  evil  on  this  side  than  on 
the  other  side  of  the  water. 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  Foreign 
Office  is  in  communication  with  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject,  as  it  will 
require  a  certain  expenditure  of  money. 
I  had  an  interview  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  night  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.):  May  I 
ask  whether,  considering  that  large 
numbers  of  emigrants  are  about  to  be 
sent  out  by  the  agents  of  the  Argentine 
Republic,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  obtain  some  guarantee  from  the 
representative  of  the  Argentine  Republic 
that  proper  care  will  be  taken  of  the 
people  on  their  arrival  ? 
♦Sm  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  would  be 
more  convenient  that  I  should  have 
notice  of  that  question.  I  should  then 
be  able  to  give  better  information  than 
it  is  possible  to  give  off  hand. 

Mb.  LAN  E :  I  sent  the  hon.  Baronet 
private  notice  by  letter  last  night. 

THE  MUN8TER  WINTER  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  received 
an  influentially-signed  memorial  from 
the  jurors  of  Cork,  protesting  against 
the  continued  selection  of  the  city  of 
Cork  for  the  Munster  Winter  Assizes ; 
had  he  also  received  a  resolutitm, 
passed  at  a  public  meeting  in  Cork, 
which  was  attended  by  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenants, Magistrates,  and  Merchants,  of 
all  creeds  and  politics,  condemning  the 
habitual  practice  of  excluding  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  jury  box  whilst 
compelling  them  to  attend  court  daily 
for  five  or  six  weeks  at  Christmas  time ; 
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Bador  will  continue,  as  heretofore,  to 
represent  to  the  Sultan  and  to  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  unofficially  any  indi- 
yidaal  oases  of  hardship  and  oppression 
of  which  he  may  reoeiye  well-established 
evidence  • 

Mr.  BRYGE  :  I  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
some  years  have  elapsed  since  any 
Beports  were  received.  In  consequence 
of  the  extremely  unsatisfactory  nature 
of  the  reply  and  of  previous  replies 
which  I  have  received,  and  the  non- 
publication  of  any  Beport  for  seven 
years,  I  shall  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  the  subject  ana 
to  the  tactics  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  OHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  whether  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  recent  rejection  of  a  tender 
for  Army  boots  made  by  the  Finedon 
Oo-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufac- 
turing Company ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tender  was  at  a  higher  price 
than  the  previous  tenders  of  the  Com- 
pany ;  that  this  higher  price  was  fixed 
by  me  Committee,  acting  on  the  advice 
of  the  then  manager  and  secretary,  and 
that  the  manager  and  secretary  made  a 
separate  tender  on  their  own  account  at 
a  lower  price  and  obtained  the  contract ; 
and  whether  the  manager  and  secretary 
obtained  the  contract  by  representations 
which  fully  and  truthfully  complied 
with  the  conditions  on  which  such  con- 
tracts are  issued ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  contract  to  be  cancelled, 
and  permit  the  Company  to  send  in  an 
amended  tender  ? 

Mr.  BRODBICK  :  I  cannot  go  into 
the  proceedings  between  the  Finedon 
Oo-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufac- 
turing Company  and  their  secretary  and 
manager;  but  it  is  evident  that  the 
latter  obtained  a  recent  contract  for 
Army  boots  through  representations  to 
the  Director  of  Army  Contracts,  since 
proved  to  be  misleading,  and  their 
names  will  be  struck  off  the  list  of  con- 
tractors. Legal  advice  will  be  taken  as 
to  whether  the  present  contract  (which 
is  a  very  small  one)  can  be  cancelled. 
Arrangements  have  been  made  to  give 
employment  to  the  Finedon  and  other 
eo-operative  societies  in  Northampton- 
shire at  the  average  price  of  the  last 
competition. 

Sir  J,  Fersfusson 


THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  notice  issued  by  the 
official  liquidator  of  the  Cardiff  Savings 
Bank,  requiring  the  irregular  depositors 
**  to  come  in  and  prove  the  debt 
claimed,  by  filing  an  affidavit,"  and  to 
attend  by  solicitor  at  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  London  on  1 0th  April; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  deposit 
books,  which  are  in  themselves  bond  fide 
evidence  of  the  claims  of  depositors,  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  official  liquidator,  or 
of  the  representative  of  the  bank ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
these  depositors  were  poor  persons,  some 
other  mode  of  proof  of  claim  could  be 
arranged,  so  that  those  poor  people  shall 
not  be  deprived  of  their  lawful  dues  ? 
•The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  G.  J.  GoscHBN,8t.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  notice  in  question, 
but  I  must  once  more  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  no  right  and  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the 
liquidation  or  the  mode  of  proof  which 
the  Court  considers  necessary.  The  pro- 
cedure laid  down  by  the  Act  must  be 
followed,  and  the  directions  of  the  Court 
in  carrying  out  that  Act  must  be  obeyed. 
The  liquidator  has  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  irregular  depositors  pointing  out  the 
method  by  which  their  claim  might  be 
presented  to  the  Court  at  small  cost  to 
each  individual.  The  liquidator  is 
ready  to  g^ve  any  information  in  his 
power  to  the  depositors,  and  it  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  depositors 
and  their  friends  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  him  than  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  fact  that  some  of 
the  deposit  books  (there  are  others 
which  cannot  be  traced)  are  in  the 
liquidator's  hands  will  not  invalidate 
the  evidence  which  those  books  afford  of 
the  amount  of  the  deposits. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
he  is  aware  of  the  expense  and  trouble 
the  depositors  in  the  late  Cardiff 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  are  being  put  to 
in  order  to  prove  their*claims ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt  are  taking  any  steps 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  mx, 
Lyulph  Stanley,  the  Commissioner  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of 
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g^anaelhaiam,  Llandwrog,  and  Llan- 
igpilfeohan,  in  Carnarvonshire,  when, 
^Miough  large  and  vociferous  crowds, 
^umbering  several  hundreds,  assembled 
|3tt  each  occasion,  no  breach  of  the  peace 
jQenned ;  whether  the  Chief  Constable 
jt  fhe  county  attributed  the  maintenance 
jt  order  to  the  fact  that  he  attended  the 
^Bttraints  in  each  case  unaccompanied 
\rifli  any  police  other  than  the  loccd 
^pdioeman,  and  that  he  exhorted  the 
.people  in  the  Welsh  language  to  pre- 
Mrve  order ;  whether  he  was  aware  that 
Hbib  crowds  g^ve  cheers  for  and  thanks 
'to  the  Chief  Constable  for  coming  with- 
oat  a  police  force  and  for  talking  to 
tliem  in  Welsh ;  and  whether  he  would 
vaoommend  this  precedent  to  the  police 
authorities  of  Cardiganshire  ? 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  informed  by  the 
CDiief  Constable  of  Carnarvonshire  that 
upon  three  occasions  during  the  months 
of  December  and  January  last  sales  for 
tithes  were  effected  in  the  three  first- 
named  parishes  in  Carnarvonshire.  In 
fhe  fourth  parish  a  settlement  was  made, 
and  no  sales  took  place.  On  each  occa- 
•ion  a  considerable  crowd  was  present. 
The  Chief  Constable  was  present  with 
one  or  two  local  policemen,  and  no  senous 
disturbance  took  place.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable attributes  this  to  the  absence  of 
any  large  body  of  police,  combined  with 
the  cordial  support  which  he  received 
from  the  farmers  distrained  upon,  and 
from  other  persons  present  who  had 
influence  with  the  people,  and  also  to 
the  good-tempered  demeanour  of  the 
gentleman  who  acted  as  auctioneer. 
The  fact  of  his  speaking  Welsh  also  had 
the  effect  of  making  the  people  more 
ready  to  comply  with  any  request  he 
made.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House  the  steps 
taken  by  him  with  the  view  of  recom- 
mending precedents  of  this  kind  to  the 
Magistrates  and  police  authorities  in 
Oftrdigan  shire. 

THE  ARMENIAN  CHRISTIANS  IN 
ASIATIC  TURKEY. 

Me.  BRYCE^  (Aberdeen,.  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  whether  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
called  to  the  accounts  constantly  appear- 
ing in  the  European  newspapers  of  the 
oppressions    perpetrated   on    the    Ar- 


menian Christians  in  Asiatic  Turkey  by 
Turkish  officials,  and  in   particular  to 
the  reports  from  various  parts  of  Ar- 
menia, published  in  the  journal  Haia»dan 
of  1st  and  15th  February,  1889  ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  taking  or 
will  take  measures  to  inform  themselves 
as  to  the  condition  of  Asiatic  Turkey 
and    the    sufferings    endured    by    the 
Christian  population  there  ;  when  papers 
containing  the  reports  received  from  the 
Consuls  in  Asiatic  Turkey  during  the 
last  seven  years  (in  continuation  of  the 
Blue  Book  of  1882)  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament;     and    whether    Her   Ma- 
jesty's Government,  having  regard  to 
the  duty  undertaken  by  them  in  the  so- 
called  Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  and 
in  the  sixty-first  article  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  to  secure  the  fulfilment  of  the 
promises  then   made  by   the  Turkish 
Government  to  carry  out  administrative 
reform  in   Armenia   and   Asia  Minor, 
and   protect  the   Armenian    Christians 
from  the  Kurds  and  Circassians,  will,  if 
convinced  that  these  promises  remain 
wholly  unfulfilled,  remonstrate  with  the 
Turkish  Government  and  endeavour  to 
secure  their  fulfilment  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FEKGUSSON :     In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  the 
Foreign  Office  are  not  in  possession  of 
the  particular  number  of   the   Haiais- 
dan   mentioned.      Sir   W.   White  con- 
stantly makes   use  of  such  means  of 
information    as    are    in   his  power  to 
obtain  authentic  information  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  Christian  population   in 
Asiatic  Turkey,  and  the  general  result 
is    to    show    that    the    reports    which 
appear  in  the  newspapers,  though,  un- 
happily, not  always  unfounded,  ^re,  at 
all  events,  greatly  exaggerated  in  many 
instances.     As  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
remember,   it    was    decided  when  the 
late  Government  was  in  office  that  the 
publication  of  these   papers    was    un- 
desirable   in  the    interests  of  the  Ar- 
menians   themselves ;     and    Her    Ma- 
jesty's   Government    have    found,    by 
experience,   that    their   representations 
in  favour  of  administrative    reform,  if 
they  produce   any   effect,   it    is    of    a 
contrary  nature  to  that  which  they  de- 
sire.    They,  therefore,  consider  that  it  is 
undesirable  to  address  any  formal  and 
general  representation  on  the  subject  to 
the  Porte   without  the  concurrence  of 
the  other  Powers  parties  to  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  but  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
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Bador  will  continue,  as  heretofore,  to 
represent  to  the  Sultan  and  to  His  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  unofficially  any  indi- 
yidnal  cases  of  hardship  and  oppression 
of  which  he  may  receive  well-established 
e  vid  enoe 

Mr.  BBYGE  :  I  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
some  years  have  elapsed  since  any 
Beports  were  received.  In  consequence 
of  the  extremely  unsatisfactory  nature 
of  the  reply  and  of  previous  replies 
which  I  have  received,  and  the  non- 
publication  of  any  Eeport  for  seven 
years,  I  shall  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  the  subject  and 
to  the  tactics  of  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vem- 
ment. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  whether  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  recent  rejeetion  of  a  tender 
for  Army  boots  made  by  the  Finedon 
Oo-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufac- 
turing Company ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  tender  was  at  a  higher  price 
than  the  previous  tenders  of  the  Com- 
pany ;  that  this  higher  price  was  fixed 
by  me  Committee,  acting  on  the  advice 
of  the  then  manager  and  secretary,  and 
that  the  manager  and  secretary  made  a 
separate  tender  on  their  own  account  at 
a  lower  price  and  obtained  the  contract ; 
and  whether  the  manager  and  secretary 
obtained  the  contract  by  representations 
which  fully  and  truthfully  complied 
with  the  conditions  on  which  such  con- 
tracts are  issued ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  contract  to  be  cancelled, 
and  permit  the  Company  to  send  in  an 
amended  tender  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  cannot  go  into 
the  proceedings  between  the  Finedon 
Go-operative  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufac- 
turing Company  and  their  secretary  and 
manager;  but  it  is  evident  that  the 
latter  obtained  a  recent  contract  for 
Army  boots  through  representations  to 
the  Director  of  Army  Contracts,  since 
proved  to  be  misleading,  and  their 
names  will  be  struck  off  the  list  of  con- 
tractors. Legal  advice  will  be  taken  as 
to  whether  the  present  contract  (which 
is  a  very  small  one)  ean  be  cancelled. 
Arrangements  have  been  made  to  give 
employment  to  the  Finedon  and  other 
co-operative  societies  in  Northampton- 
shire at  the  average  price  of  the  last 
competition. 

Sir  J.  F&rsfusson 


THE  CARDIFF  SAVIN(>S  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  notice  issued  by  the 
official  liquidator  of  the  Cardiff  Savings 
Bank,  requiring  the  irregular  depositors 
''to  come  in  and  prove  the  debt 
claimed,  by  filing  an  affidavit,"  and  to 
attend  by  solicitor  at  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  London  on  1 0th  April; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  deposit 
books,  which  are  in  themselves  bond  fide 
evidence  of  the  claims  of  depositors,  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  official  liquidator,  or 
of  the  representative  of  the  bank ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
these  depositors  were  poor  persons,  some 
other  mode  of  proof  of  claim  could  be 
arranged,  so  that  those  poor  people  shall 
not  be  deprived  of  their  lawful  dues  ? 
♦The  chancellor  ofthb  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  O.  J.  Go80HBN,St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  notice  in  question, 
but  I  must  once  more  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  no  right  and  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the 
liquidation  or  the  mode  of  proof  which 
the  Court  considers  necessary.  The  pro- 
cedure laid  down  by  the  Act  must  be 
followed,  and  the  directions  of  the  Court 
in  carrying  out  that  Act  must  be  obeyed. 
The  liquidator  has  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  irregular  depositors  pointing  out  the 
method  by  which  their  claim  might  be 
presented  to  the  Court  at  small  cost  to 
each  individual.  The  liquidator  is 
ready  to  give  any  information  in  his 
power  to  the  depositors,  and  it  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  depositors 
and  their  friends  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  him  than  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  fact  that  some  of 
the  deposit  books  (there  are  others 
which  cannot  be  traced)  are  in  the 
liquidator's  hands  will  not  invalidate 
the  evidence  which  those  books  afford  of 
the  amount  of  the  deposits. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
he  is  aware  of  the  expense  and  trouble 
the  depositors  in  the  late  Cardiff 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  are  being  put  to 
in  order  to  prove  their*claims  ;  whether 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt  are  taking  any  steps 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley,  the  Commissioner  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of 
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the  Cardiff  Trustee  Sayings  Bank, 
as  giyen  on  page  63  of  his  Report; 
whether  he  can  state  the  amount  by 
which,  according  to  the  Commissioner, 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt — 

*'  Have  been  defrauded  by  the  trustees,  both 
by  the  loss  of  forfeitures  resulting  from  the 
omission  to  enforce  signed  declarations,  and  by 
the  large  sums  invested  and  drawing  interest  in 
excess  of  the  sums  the  trustees  were  entitled  to 
invest,  and  to  whom  yearly  false  statements 
have  been  returned  by  the  trustees  and 
managers ;" 

and  whether,  seeing  that  these  yearly 
false  statements  were  returned  tlurough 
carelessness,  and  placing  too  much  con- 
fidence in  their  actuary,  and  not  wilfully, 
he  is  prepared  to  adrise  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  to  forego  their 
claim,  provided  that  the  trustees  and 
managers  pay  all  claims  of  depositors  in 
full? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  said:  The  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley  was 
that  a  Petition  should  be  presented  by 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  for  the 
winding  up  of  the  bank  under  the  Com- 
panies Act.  This  has  long  since  been 
done.  I  cannot  state  the  exact  amount 
of  the  claims  of  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners against  the  bank,  but  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  if  the  trustees  and 
managers  were  now,  without  further 
delay,  to  make  good  to  all  the  depositors 
the  unpaid  balance  of  their  deposits, 
these  claims  might  reasonably  be  waived. 

CAPTAIN  8EGRAVE,  R.M. 

'  Mb.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  would  have  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  list 
of  the  persons  convicted  by  Captain 
Segrave,  B.M.,  in  Courts  constituted 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  and  the  charges  alleged 
against  them,  and  the  punishments  in- 
flicted? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  would  be  contrary  to  precedent 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  list  of  persons 
convicted  by  any  particular  magistrate 
or  magistrates.  I  would,  however,  point 
out,  as  regards  the  case  in  question,  that 
in  no  instance  did  Mr.  Segrave  alone 
convict  any  persons  in  Courts  constituted 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
Act,  such  Courts  necessarily  consisting  of 


two  Resident  Magistrates.  Mr.  Segrave 
was  always  the  junior  member  of  these 
Courts,  as  he  was  not  one  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  declared  to  be  legally  quali- 
fied in  regard  thereto  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  :  Under  the  Crimes 
Act  it  requires  two  magistrates  to  con- 
duct an  inquiry. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  so. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  At  what  date  was 
Captain  Segrave  suspended  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  office  of  Resident  Magistrate ; 
and  at  what  date  was  his  salary 
stopped  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Segrave 
was  suspended  on  the  20th  instant. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL:  On  what  date  was 
his  salary  stopped  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  On  the  same 
date,  of  course. 

Mb,  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton)  : 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  will 
be  required  to  pay  for  the  shorthand 
notes  taken  at  the  Special  Commission, 
will  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  have 
a  copy  of  the  notes  placed  in  the 
Library  for  the  use  of  Members  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  com- 
municate with  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission.  If  there  is  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Commission,  an 
arrangement  such  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  shall  be  made. 

IRELAND-INQUIRY  INTO  TREATMENT 

OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  CRIMES 

ACT. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  it  is  con- 
venient for  him  to  say  now  what  pro* 
g^ess  he  has  made  with  the  inquiry 
which  he  promised  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Prisoners'  (Ireland)  Bill,  in 
reference  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
under  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  stating  that  I  have  had  a 
more  or  less  informal  communication 
with  representatives  of  the  Irish,  Scotch, 
and  English  Prisons  Boards  ;  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  best  plan  will 
be  to  ask  them  to  serve  on  tne  Com- 
mittee, and  to  add  two  other  persons 
who  will  have  the  confidence  of  the 
public,  to  make  a  report  with  regard  to 
certain  views  I  expressed  on  Wednes- 
day week. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  communicate  to 
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the  House  the  terms  of  the  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  so ;  I 
will  consider  that  point. 

Me.  CLANCY :  Will  Mr.  Burke,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Prisons  Board,  be  a 
Member  of  that  Committee  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  will,  of 
course. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Will  evidence 
be  taken  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Oh,  that,  of 
course,  will  depend  on  the  Committee. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mr.  a.  ACLANl  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  I  shouL  ike  to  inquire 
from  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  issue  a  memorandum 
to  accompany  the  new  Code,  with  the 
view  of  making  clear  those  changes 
which  are  likely  to  take  place,  and  in- 
dicating the  probable  instructions  to 
Id  specters  which  will  result  from  the 
Code? 

SiE  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  shall  be 
glad  to  do  anything  which  will  facilitate 
the  passing  of  the  Code.  The  hon. 
Member's  question  is  not  one  which  I 
can  be  expected  to  answer  off-hand. 
I  think,  however,  it  is  one  well  worthy 
of  consideration. 

MOTIONS. 


elementary    education   (continxjation 

schools)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Elementary  Education  Acts,  and  to 
provide  Continuation  Schools,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  George  Baden- 
Powell,  Sir  John  Puleston,  Mr.  John  Morley, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Cyril  Flower,  Mr.  Fisher,  Mr. 
Picton.  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  and  Mr. 
Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  real  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 

solicitors  (magistracy)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclure,  Bill  to  enable 
practising  Solicitors  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  to  act  as  Justices  in  the  County  where 
they  practise,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Maulure,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  172.] 

railway  shareholders  (licensing 

sessions)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclar?,  Bill  to  relieve 
Shareholders  in  Railway  and  other  Companies 
from  the  disqualification  penalties  for  acting  as 

Mr,  Sexton 


Justices  at  Licensing  Sessions,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in    by   Mr.  Maclure,   Mr.   Hermon- 
Hodge,  Mr.  Fielden,  and  Mr.  Grotrian. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  173.] 

VAGRANT  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  of  the  fifth  year  of  George  the  Fourth, 
chapter  eighty-three,  ordered  to  be  broup^ht 
in  by  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Gully,  Sir  William 
Houlds worth,  and  Mr.  Hubbard. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  174.] 

ORDERS    OF   TSE   BAY. 
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third  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  picton  (Leicester) :  Before  the 
Bill  is  read  a  third  time  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  which,  perhaps,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  may  think 
illustrates  my  financial  simplicity.  Still, 
every  Member  of  the  House  has  a  right 
to  understand  these  things,  if  possible, 
and,  therefore,  I  should  like  to  be  in- 
structed why  sums  applied  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  three  years  are 
mixed  up  together  in  this  Bill  ?  There 
is  just  one  other  observation  I  should 
like  to  make.  I  think  the  style  of  the 
preamble  of  Bills  like  this  is  extremely 
old-fashioned  and  entirely  anachronistic, 
and  I  wish  Gentlemen  in  framing 
such  Bills  in  the  future  will  consider 
whether  they  cannot  adapt  the  language 
of  the  preamble  to  the  actual  needs  of  the 
day  in  which  we  live.  Of  course  we 
know  it  is  merely  fiction  when  we  talk 
of  humbly  beseechin^c  Her  Majesty  to 
accept  this  willing  offering  from  Her 
Commons.  We  know  that  the  money  is 
intended  to  go  towards  the  services  of 
the  country,  and  that  this  language 
comes  down  from  a  day  when  very 
different  ideas  were  entertained  as  to 
the  relations  between  the  Parliament  and 
the  Sovereign  from  those  entertained  at 
the  present  day.  I  know  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  regard  this  as  a 
very  trivial  matter — a  mere  matter  of 
form;  but  the  more  the  democracy  of 
this  country  take  an  interest  in  the  work 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  more 
offensive  does  this  language  of  fulsome 
servility  become  to  them.  People  do 
not  like  to  hear  the  Sovereign  talked 
about  as  though  the  Crown  were  elevated 
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into  Bome  Bupematiiral  region.  The 
people  deore  to  approach  tho  Grown 
with  due  respect,  but  not  with  the 
flattering  and  Berrile  language  of  former 
da^B.  BeeideB,  the  ignorant  people — and 
of  oonrBo  there  are  ignorant  people 
ererjwhere — are  lad  to  think  by  this 
form  of  language  that  the  money  is 
«atually  given  to  the  SoTereign 
tor  her  own  purposes.  We  ou^t 
to  guard  agamat  miaunderBtandrng 
even  on  the  part  of  the  most 
Ikumble  of  our  oituens.  I,  therefore, 
hope  that  the  Government  will  coueider 
whether  the  time  haa  not  oome  when 
the  language  of  the  preamble  of  theBe 
Bills  cannot  be  adapted  to  the  opiniouB 
and  Booial  life  of  thepreaent  day,  rather 
than  to  the  opinions  and  eocial  life  of  the 
twelfth  or  fourteenth  century. 

Thk  BECRETABY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUKY  (Mr.  Jaokboit]  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  explain  to  the  hon.  Member  why 
sums  relating  to  three  years  appear  in 
this  Bill.  The  first  item  which  relates 
io  the  financial  year  ending  the  aist 
Ifarch,  I68B,  ia  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  amount  expended  for  certain  Services 
during  that  year  ezoeeded  the  amount 
which  had  been  voted  and  sanctioned 
by  Parliament  for  thoee  particular 
Services.  The  next  amount  relates  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
were  necessary  to  provide  for  the 
Services  of  the  year  ending  the  Slst 
Haroh,  1689,  and  the  third  item  relates 
to  the  Supply  which  is  oecessary  to  pro- 
vide for  the  financial  year,  ending  3Ist 
Uaroh,  1890. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CONSOUDATED  FUND  [NO.  3)  BILL. 
BUI  read  a  second  time. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SEItTICE  ESTIMATES. 
Motion    made,     and     Question    pro- 
posed,   "That    Hr.   Speaker  do    now 
leave  the  Chair." 

Sia  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  the  Motion  which  stands  in 
my  name,  namely: — 

"  Tbst  the  growiiig  ijrBtom  of  Trust*  Rnd 
Syndicatca  to  raise  b;  combination  and  con- 
spiracy the  cost  of  articlea  of  common  coniump- 
tiOD  raqoire*  the  immediate  and  ssrioiu  atten- 
tloii  of  Her  Hajesty's  OoTsmmsnt    and  of 
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*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
has  no  reference  to   the    Civil  ServiM 
Estimatea. 
Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

CIVIL    BEEVICB    AND    REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS   ESTIMATES. 
'  Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Cuss  I. 
Motion    made,     and    Question    pro- 
posed, 

■<That  a  snm,  not  eiDaeding  £19,236,  bs 
granted  to  Her  Majsaty,  to  complete  the  sum 
nec««MU7  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  ctnns 
in  couna  of  payment  during  the  yaar  ending 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  March,  1890.  for  the  Mainte- 
nance and  Repair  of  Royal  PEJaoes." 

Mn.LABOUOHEHE(Northampton); 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Tote 
by  thesum  of  £1,633.  I  have  frequently 
objected  to  this  Vote  and  I  will  explain 
why.  When  the  Civil  List  was  arranged, 
these  establishments  were  set  apart  for 
Her  Majesty's  use,  but  now  we  find  that 
they  are  inhabited  by  a  few  private  in- 
dividuals, who,  therefore,  derive  very 
considerable  benefit.  I  do  not  want  to 
make  this  a  personal  matter,  but  they 
are  given  away,  and  given  away  gene- 
rally to  peopleof  no  very  great  eminence. 
We  have  not  only  given  the  houees,  but 
we  are  called  upon  every  year  to  spend 
large  sums  upon  their  maintenance.  I 
contend  that  the  least  these  people 
should  be  required  to  do  is,  what  we 
have  to  do  when  we  take  a  house  on 
lease — namely,  to  keep  the  house  in  re- 
pair. I  will  give  two  iuBtauces.  I  see 
that  upon  the  Hampton  Court  Stud 
House  £400  is  spent  on  maintenanos 
and  repairs,  and  £5  for  furniture ; 
it  appears  we  have  also  to  provide  furni- 
ture. The  Committee  will  see  that  £41S 
was  spent  last  year.  As  a  mere  matter 
of  speculation,  I  would  take  the  house 
gratis  and  willingly  keep  it  in  repair. 
It  ia  a  house  situated  near  London,  and 
anyone  would  be  willing  to  keep  it  in 
repair  for  the  pleasure  of  living  in  it. 
Then,  again,  in  respect  of  K%w  Palace 
and  buildings,  £470  has  been  spent  on 
maintenance  and  repair,  £10  for  furni- 
ture and  for  fuel,  lighting,  &a. ;  in  all 
£710.  Last  year  we  spent  upon  this 
establishment  £708.  ThepecuUarlWof 
this  house  at  Kew  ib,  that  no  one  hvea 
in  it,  except  perhaps  a  servant  and  a  <Mt 
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or  two.  I  really  think  this  expenditure 
ought  to  stop.  We  ou^ht  to  pull  down 
the  house  if  we  can  do  nothing  with 
it,  and  thus  save  this  expenditure. 
There  are  in  addition,  Hawthorn  Cottage, 
Bushey  House,  and  all  the  others.  We 
ought  either  to  sell  them  or  pull  them 
down,  or  let  them ;  or  if  we  do  neither 
of  these  things,  at  least,  when  these 
houses  are  given  away,  we  ought  not  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  for  their  repair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £27,405,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service. — {Mr, 
Lahouchere.') 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
ferred in  particular  to  two  houses — 
namely,  the  Hampton  Court  Stud  House 
and  Kew  Palace,  and  therefore  I  need 
not  go  into  the  particulars  concerning 
the  other  houses. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  only  gave 
them  as  examples. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  understood  he 
only  mentioned  them  as  illustrations. 
His  suggestion  was  that  these  houses 
ought  to  be  pulled  down  or  sold,  or  else 
the  people  inhabiting  them  should  be  re- 
quired to  pay  for  their  maintenance  and 
repair.  In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  ex- 
plain to  the  Committee  what  it  is  exactly 
we  do.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
furnishing  of  these  houses,  or  with  any 
expense  except  the  bare  maintenance  of 
the  structures ;  we  have  to  see  that  the 
structures  are  in  proper  repair.  I  think 
I  can  satisfy  the  Committee  in  a  very 
short  time  that  this  is  really  a  matter 
in  which  we  have  no  option  whatever. 
These  houses  are  what  may  be  called  the 
Royal  houses  of  the  Sovereign.  Her 
Majesty  has  the  right  either  to  occupy 
them  herself  at  any  time  or  to  give 
leave  to  certain  persons  to  inhabit  them, 
and  that  has  always  been  in  the 
power  of  the  Sovereign.  Up  to  the 
accession  of  William  IV.,  in  1830,  these 
expenses  were  defrayed  out  of  the  Civil 
list,  which  was  voted  to  the  Sovereigpi 
for  this  and  other  purposes.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  that  prior  to  1830 
there  had  been  an  agitation  in  favour 
of  transferring  certain  charges  payable 
on  the  Civil  list  to  the  Estimates.  That 
agitation  was  led  by  Mr.  Brougham 
and  was  continued  for  some  time.  On  the 
accession  of  William  lY.  an  opportu- 
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nity  arose  for  a  revision  of  the  Civil 
List.  A  very  strong  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  House.  It  went  very^ 
fully  into  the  charges  on  the  Civil 
List  during  the  proceeding  reigpi,. 
and  made  various  recommendations. 
Amongst  those  recommendations  waa 
one  to  the  effect  that  such  charges  aa 
those  now  under  consideration,  which 
had  theretofore  been  part  of  the  expenses 
of  the  Board  or  Office  of  Works,  and  as- 
such  defrayed  out  of  the  Civil  List, 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Estimates. 
That  suggestion  was  adopted  by  th» 
Parliament  of  that  time.  On  the  other 
hand,  following  up  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee,  the  Civil  List 
was  considerably  reduced — ^reduced  by 
almost  one-half.  The  arrangement  was 
reconsidered  on  the  accession  of  Her 
present  Gfracious  Majesty.  The  Com- 
mittee appointed  on  that  occasion  was> 
again  a  very  strong  one,  consist ing^, 
as  it  did  amongst  others,  of  Lord. 
John  Russell,  Sir  Robert  Peel,. 
Mr.  Hume,  and  Mr.  Grote.  They 
took  into  their  consideration  the  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  made  in. 
1830,  and  they  reported  that  the  arrange- 
ment then  made  had  been  entirely  satis- 
factory, had  led  to  economy,  and 
should  be  renewed.  The  arrangement 
was  renewed,  and,  therefore — so  far  as 
my  office  is  concerned — all  these  Royal 
Houses  are  included  amongst  the  other 
public  buildings  and  palaces,  the  ex- 
penses of  maintaining  and  repairing 
which  are  to  be  provided  for  in  the 
Estimates.  In  fact.  Parliament — actinfi^ 
on  the  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
this  House — thought  fit  to  reduce  very 
largely  the  Civil  List  out  of  which  the^ 
repairs  of  these  Royal  Palaces  had  been, 
defrayed — in  consideration  of  which 
Parliament  undertook  that  these  ex- 
penses should  in  future  be  thrown  on 
the  Votes 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  (SaflBron  Wal- 
den,  Essex):  I  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  in  regard  to  th» 
palaces  not  in  the  occupation  of  th» 
Sovereign,  no  money  was  to  be  charged 
for  furniture.  I  find  in  the  Estimates 
for  Kensington  Palace  a  charge  of  that 
kind  of  £100,  in  those  for  Hampton 
Court  Palace  a  charge  for  £300,  and 
for  Kew  Palace  £110,  making  a  total 
of  over  £500.  Therefore,  I  should  lik» 
to  have  an  explanation  of  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
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♦Mb.  PICTON:  It  seems  to  me 
that  in  justifying  any  extravagance 
which  is  pointed  out,  those  who 
defend  it  on  the  part  of  the  Ooyem- 
ment  are  like  the  doctors,  who, 
when  they  can  show  how  a  disease 
originated,  are  as  proud  as  though  they 
had  cured  it.  In  the  history  of  this 
country,  and  in  the  gradual  modification 
of  its  Oonstitution,  many  abuses  have 
grown  up,  some  of  which,  though  trivial 
in  themselves,  are  very  irritating  to  the 
popular  mind.  I  am  exceedingly  sorry 
that  the  Treasury  Bench  is  not  alive  to 
the  importance  of  securing  on  a  firm 
foundation  a  rational  attachment  to  the 
Throne.  It  must  be  well  known  to  hon. 
Members  who  have  come  into  general 
contact  with  their  own  constituents — 
not  of  one  party  alone,  but  of  all — 
that  those  who  are  newest  to  political 
life  are  most  sensitive  in  regard 
to  charges  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Eoyal  establishments.  I  can  g^ve  an 
illustration  of  this  from  my  own  ex- 
perience. Having  occasion  to  address 
my  own  constituents  on  the  work  of  the 
House  during  the  past  year,  I  had  to 
refer  to  the  various  ways  in  which  the 
national  money  is  spent,  and  I  remember 
that  a  very  innocent  illustration  I 
used  led  to  a  perfect  storm  of  disappro- 
bation with  regard  to  the  money  voted 
for  the  Hoyal  establishments.  In  coming 
away  from  the  meeting  I  was  overtaken 
by  one  of  the  audience— a  plain  working 
man — to  whom  I  said,  in  reply  to  the 
objections  he  had  urged,  **  Really,  I 
am  shocked !  I  did  not  know  that  you 
were  such  Republicans  down  here." 
«*  Ah,"  said  he,  "  but  we  are."  **  But," 
I  rejoined,  ''  surely  you  do  not  object 
to  pay  the  hereditary  President  of 
your  Commonwealth?"      •'Well,"  re- 

Slied  the  man,  '*  we  are  content  to  leave 
at  to  you."  But  he  would  not 
hear  of  any  other  Royal  endow- 
ment. That  is  an  illustration  of 
what  is  thought  of  the  little  extrava- 
ffanoes  which  we  regard  as  so  trivial, 
but  which  seem  so  greatly  to  irritate  the 
minds  of  the  people  on  whom  the  future 
of  the  country  will  depend  ;  and  I  say 
that,  unless  means  are  taken  to  obviate 
these  objections,  within  an  easily  measur- 
able distance  of  time,  some  future  Gt>- 
yemment  will  find  itself  in  difficulties 
it  will  be  almost  impossible  to  surmount 
without  a  very  grave  change.  With 
regard  to  the  Royal  Palaces  1  will  only 


take  those  in  the  occupation  of 
Her  Majesty  and  Marlborough  House, 
for  which  we  are  called  on  ta 
expend  £36,178,  and  this  I  will 
compare  with  the  sum  charged  for 
the  Science  and  Art  Department 
buildings  and  British  Museum  build- 
ings— namely,  £21.027.  Now,  it  will  be 
made  a  matter  of  complaint  .  in  the 
country  that  while  we  only  spend 
£21,027  for  Science  and  Art  buildings^ 
we  are  called  on  to  expend  £36,17K  on. 
our  Royal  Palaces,  many  of  which  are 
absolutely  useless  to  Royalty.  The  people 
will  think  that  their  representatives  do^ 
not  pay  sufficient  attention  to  their 
interests.  If  their  anger  were  directed 
only  against  their  representatives  it 
would  be  of  little  consequence ;  but  it 
may  be  directed  elsewhere  against  the^ 
Constitution  of  the  country.  They  fret 
and  fume  against  the  traditions  under 
which  we  have  lived,  and  unless  some 
change  is  made  a  dangerous  temper  may 
spring  up.  Therefore,  I  most  heartily 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Fnend. 

Mr.  HANBURY-TRACY  (Mont- 
gomery) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon» 
(Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  by  whom  we  are  met  with  the 
statement  that  we  have  not  the  power 
of  altering  certain  things  in  relation  to 
this  Vote,  whether  he  will  tell  us  what 
it  is  we  have  the  power  to  alter  ? 
*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
At  the  commencement  of  nearly  every 
Session  we  hear  a  statement  as  to  tho 
bargain  that  has  been  made  at  tho 
beginning  of  each  reign,  which  shocks 
my  sentiments  of  historic  accuracy. 
To-day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
been  more  specific,  but  I  think  there 
has  been  some  variation  from,  or  mis- 
conception with  reference  to,  the  facts 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  at  the  commencement 
of  the  reign  of  William  the  Fourth 
a  large  reduction  was  made  in  the  Civil 
List,  and  that  that  reduction  was  still 
further  continued  at  the  commencement 
of  the  present  reign.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  means  that  sums  which  used 
to  be  contained  in  the  Civil  List  were 
taken  out  of  it,  and  that  a  nominal  re- 
duction was  made  by  so  doing,  I  am 
ready  to  agree  with  him  ;  but  if  he  meana 
that  any  real  saving  has  thereby  been 
effected  to  the  country  I  take  leave  to 
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-suggest  that  he  has  entirely  misappre- 
hended the  facts ;  because  at  the  present 
moment  the  total  of  the  amounts  voted 
on  account  of  the  Boyal  Family,  or 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
is  larger  than  the  whole  Oivil  List 
of  William  IV.  at  the  commencement 
of  his  reign,  although  that  included 
a  large  number  of  items  which  either  fall 
now  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  are 
voted  in  the  Estimates.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doesjustice  to 
^himself  or  the  Committee  when  he  uses 
the  word  "reduced"  instead  of  ** in- 
creased." The  truth  is  that  the  cost  of 
Hoyalty  has  been  continually  increasing 
in  this  country.  The  objection  has 
.always  been  that  it  is  not  fair  to  the 
country  that  Estimates  should  be  so 
brought  forward,  especially  at  a  time 
when,  owing  largely  to  the  efforts  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  E.Churchill),  so  great  an  improve- 
ment is  being  made  in  those  for  the 
Army  and  Navy,  as  to  leave  the  public 
in  the  dark  with  regard  to  those  that  are 
presented  in  respect  to  the  Civil  Service. 
Moreover,  it  is  a  matter  of  complaint 
when  you  lead  them  to  believe  that  these 
Estimates  are  less  than  they  were  before, 
whereas  a  larger  sum  is  now  paid  than 
was  ever  known  since  1688,  with  a 
flight  exception  during  the  extravagant 
reign  of  George  III.  I  am  prepared 
by  figures  to  prove  that  you  are  wrong 
in  saying  that  the  cost  of  Boyalty 
is  reduced.  The  only  reason  for  my 
not  now  going  fully  into  the  matter  is 
that  I  remember  on  a  previous  occasion 
I  was  prevented  from  discussing  the 
subject  of  the  gross  cost  of  the  Eoyal 
Family  on  this  Vote.  I  should  not 
have  alluded  to  it  now,  only  that  the 
word  "reduced"  came  upon  me  as  a 
shock  to  my  reason,  and  I  felt  bound 
to  protest  against  it.  It  is  not,  in  point 
of  figures,  true  that  there  has  been 
any  reduction  at  all,  except  a  very 
nominal  reduction,  by  taking  items  out 
^f  the  Civil  List  or  putting  them  on 
to  the  Votes  or  the  Consolidated  Fund ; 
but  the  actual  cost  is  heavier  now  than 
it  ever  was  before,  possibly  for  reasons 
quite  independent  of  this  Vote  now 
under  discussion.  The  cost  of  Hoyalty 
is  larger  now  than  when  these  sums 
were  included  in  the  Civil  List. 
*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  do  not  follow 
-the  hon.  Member  into  a  discussion  which, 
as  the  hon.  Member  himself  has  sug- 
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gested,  is,  perhaps,  hardly  germane  to  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee.  With 
regard  to  these  Palaees,  there  has  been  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  expendi- 
ture upon  them.  So  far  as  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  the  removal  of 
certain  other  items,  not  included  in 
this  Vote,  from  the  Civil  List,  I  am 
not  prepared  with  the  materials  to  go 
into  that  part  of  the  subject ;  but,  so  far 
as  this  Vote  is  concerned,  I  can  confi- 
dently say  that  several  thousands  of 
pounds  have  been  saved  by  this  opera- 
tion. I  think  that  is  an  answer  also  to 
my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who  asked 
whether  Parliament  has  any  control 
over  these  matters.  Parliament  dearly 
has  control  over  those  matters,  so  far  as 
the  economical  administration  of  the 
work  agreed  to  be  done  is  concerned. 
An  hon.  Member  asked  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  charge  for  furniture  at 
Hampton  Court,  Kensington,  and  St. 
James's.  There  is  no  expense  for  fur- 
nishing the  rooms  in  those  Palaces  for 
'*  grace  and  favour"  occupants.  The 
cost  for  furniture  is  mainly  in  connec- 
tion with  pictures  and  tapestry  at 
Hampton;  in  the  case  of  St  James's, 
for  the  State  Rooms,  which  are  used  for 
public  functions;  and  in  the  instance  of 
Kensington  Palace,  the  cost  is  incurred 
for  the  rooms  of  an  official  employed 
to  look  after  the  entire  building. 
*SiB  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  I  should  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  what  is  the  evi* 
dence  with  regard  to  Kew  Palace. 
Looking  at  it  from  a  practical  point 
of  view,  we  spend  £700  a*year  on  the 
Palace,  which  is  empty,  and  has  never 
been  occupied  for  upwards  of  60  years, 
and  which  the  Government  have  no 
power  to  let  or  to  sell,  or  make 
any  use  of,  being  prevented  by  a  bar- 
gain which  they  made  fifty  or  sixty 
years  ago.  I  think  no  good  will  come 
of  this  Palace,  which  costs  us  £700 
a-year,  until  Parliament  refuses  to  vote 
the  money,  and  the  sooner  we  come  to 
that  point  the  better.  It  is  perfectly 
monstrous  to  go  on  spending  £700 
a-year  upon  a  building  which  the  GK>- 
vemment  are  unable  to  sell,  but  most 
keep  in  repair.  If  we  turn  to  the  total 
amount  spent  on  Palaces  not  in  the  oc- 
cupation of  Her  Majesty,  we  find  that 
it  is  £18,000  a  year.  I  do  hope  that-* 
either  by  the  Government  bringing  in  a 
Bill,  or  by  some  other  means — an  eSbrt 
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will  be  made  to  render  useful  that  whioh 
is  now  useless. 

Mb.  JAMES  EOWLANDS  (East 
Finsbury) :  Mr.  Oourtney,  I  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  not  be- 
<sause  I  think  of  the  mere  temporary 
reduction  which  is  moved,  but  because  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  an  entirely 
new  departure  should  be  made  with  re- 

§ard  to  these  buildings.  If  they  can  be 
evoted  to  the  good  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, then  I  am  prepared  to  support 
any  proposition  for  their  being  utilized 
in  this  manner ;  but  if  they  cannot  be  so 
utilised,  but  must  be  used  as  wards  for 
a  speoies  of  indoor  relief  for  certain  per- 
sons of  the  upper  grades  of  society,  then 
I  think  we  ought  to  refuse  to  vote  the 
money  for  the  maintenance  of  the  struc- 
tures, for,  under  such  circumstances,  the 
•ooner  they  fall  to  pieces  the  better  for 
the  community.  I  have  been  looking  at 
some  of  the  figures,  and  it  is  surprising 
what  an  amount  it  takes  every  y^ar  to 
keep  these  buildings  in  repair.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  they  are  built  of;  but 
it  seems  a  wonderful  thing  that  in  some 
instances  we  should  have  had  to  vote 
£400  and  £500  a  year  for  structural 
alterations,  for  we  have  it  from  the 
First  Oommissioner  of  Works  that  none 
of  the  money  is  applied  to  making  the 
oooupants  of  the  buildings  comfortable 
by  purchasing  furniture,  and  so  forth. 
My  only  object  in  rising  is  to  urge  upon 
the  Government  the  necessity  of  bring- 
ing what  might  have  been  suited  to 
the  requirements  of  60  years  ago  into 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  people 
at  the  present  time,  and  the  sooner 
the  Government  entirely  remedy  this 
system  of  having  Palaces  not  occupied 
by  Koyalty,  but  by  persons  nominated 
by  Eoyalty,  the  better  it  will  be  for  the 
country. 

♦Sib  GEORGE  TEEVELYAN  (Bridge- 
ton,  Glasgow) :  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken  has  put  the 
case  admirably.  The  great  palaces  occu- 
pied by  Her  Majesty  undoubtedly  ought 
to  be  kept  up,  and  kept  up  well,  by  the 
nation.  But  it  is  another  matter  alto- 
gether when  we  come  to  those  houses 
which  are  given  for  occupation  by 
favour.  In  Hampton  Court  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  dwellings  go 
to  men,  and  the  relations  of  men,  who 
have  served  the  country  both  in  their 
military  capacity  and  as  civilians.  To 
those  I  have  no  objection  at  all,  but  in 


a  very  large  number  of  instances  thes  6 
rooms  are  given  to  persons  who  have 
no  claim  upon  the  country  whatever, 
and,  in  fact,  in  some  cases  to  less  than 
a  claim  upon  the  country,  because  of 
the  earlier  parts  of  their  own  career,  or 
by  their  relatives  having  received  public 
money  and  done  very  little  for  it.  Now, 
if  Her  Majesty  graciously  gives  these 
lodgings  to  persons,  I  must  say  that  I 
do  not  see  why  the  nation  should  give 
anything  more  than  the  bare  house.    If 
we  look  at  the  Vote,  we  find  that  the 
reduction  of  £1,853  is  contained  very 
well  within  the  class  of  expenses  which 
fall   upon  all   who   live  in   their  own 
houses,  and  which  ought  to  fall  upon 
those  fortunate  people  who  live  in  houses 
rent  free,  and  not  up  m  the  country.     I 
hope  the  Government  will  be  encouraged 
to  make  an  examination  of  this  subject, 
and  recommend  that  these  houses  should 
be  given  only  to  persons  who  deserve 
well  of  the  country,  and  I  must  say  that 
when  they  have  those  public  lodging 
houses  they  should  then  be  in  the  same 
position  as  people  who  have  houses  in  the 
country,  and  should  themselves  maintain 
the  buildings.     In  voting  for  the  reduc- 
tion, I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  we  ought  to  keep  up  the  Palaces 
which  Her  Majesty  occupies  during  her 
lifetime,  and  long  may  that  last. 
♦Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith) : 
It  is  difficult  to  recognize  Buckingham 
Palace   under  the  name  of  the  great 
Reception  House  of  the  Nation,  and  it 
might  very  properly  be  called  the  de- 
serted Palace   and  Gardens.      I  would 
venture  to   point  out  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  of  the  Palaces  not  occupied 
by  Her  Majesty  is  larger  than  the  cost 
incurred  for  the    Palaces   which    Her 
Majesty  occupies.     The  rooms  which  are 
occupied  at   Hampton   by    the   favour 
of  the  Sovereign  are  not  altogether  ad- 
vantageous, because  last  year  the  whole 
Palace  was  nearly  lost  by  a  fire  having 
arisen  in  one  of  the  rooms  so  lent. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  almost  wish, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  we  had  never 
had  any  ancestors  at  all,  for  a  more 
stupid  set  of  people  never  existed.  If 
there  is  ever  any  permanent  folly  it  is 
our  ancestors  who  have  pledged  us  to  it. 
But  I  am  not  going  to  accept  poit 
obits  drawn  upon  me  by  my  ancestors. 
When  a  Vote  is  on  the  Estimates,  we 
claim  the  right  to  discuss  it,  or  why  is 
it  submitted  to  this  House  ?    We  are 
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asked  to  vote  the  money,  and  that  im- 
plies necessarily  that  we  may  decline  to 
vote  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  told  me  who  lives  in  Kew  Palace. 
I  believe,  as  far  as  ever  I  have  been  able 
to  gather,  nobody  does  live  there.  It  costs 
us  £700  a  year.  Her  Majesty  has 
been  on  the  Throne  52  years,  so  that 
the  Palace  has  cost  us  during  her  reign 
£36,400.  I  have  mentioned  Hampton 
Oourt  Stud  House.  That  has  been 
given  to  a  gentleman  who  is  highly 
respectable,  but  in  no  way  eminent 
for  his  services  to  the  country. 
Take  the  fifty-two  years  that  that 
gentleman  and  his  predecessors  have 
ocoupied  it,  and  it  will  be  found  that  the 
House  has  cost  us  £28,000.  Is  it  not 
time  that  a  stop  should  be  put  to  this 
sort  of  thing  ?  Putting  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  the  original  bargain,  I  say  there 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  this 
House  were  to  refuse  to  grant  money  in 
future  for  the  repair  of  this  building. 
Her  Majesty  would  assent  to  the  fair 
and  reasonable  condition  that  the  tenant 
should  maintain  the  repairs  in  the  future. 
I  am  not  asking  that  the  house  should 
be  pulled  down ;  what  I  submit  is  that 
it  should  not  cost  us  anything  for  repairs. 
Before  we  part  with  this  Vote,  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
about  Hampton  Court.  I  sometimes  go 
there,  when  I  am  inclined,  to  look  at  Sir 
Peter  Lely's  pictures  of  Oharles  the 
Second's  ladies.  I  find  there  is  generally 
a  crowd  there  trying  to  see  them.  Now, 
there  are  some  railings  stretched  across 
the  room  where  the  pictures  are,  so  that 
you  cannot  get  to  see  them  properly.  I 
inquired  why  the  railings  were  there, 
and  was  told  it  was  because  of  a  bed, 
which  is  the  bed  of  the  legitimate  spouse 
of  George  the  Third.  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  admire  this  bed  more  than  I  do  the 
ladies ;  but  there  is  nothing  artistic  in 
the  bed,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  order  the  apparatus  to 
be  taken  away  and  thus  give  the  public 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  pictures  of 
Sir  Peter  Lely. 
♦Mr.  BEADLAUGH  :  The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  promised  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  whether  it  was 
possible  to  issue  with  the  estimate  sm 
additional  memorandum  showing  the 
total  items,  including  the  Civil  List  and 
the  charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
in  connection  with  the  Eoyal  Family. 
Have  the  Government  considered  that 
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point ;  and  why  is  there  no  such  memo- 
randum ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  As  to  the  existence 
of  any  such  undertaking,  I  cannot  an- 
swer in  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  it ;  but  I  will  consult 
with  him  smd  communicate  the  result  to 
the  hon.  Member  opposite.  As  regards 
the  railings  round  Sir  Peter  Lely's  pic- 
tures, I  will  imitate  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Member  and  study  the  geography 
of  the  room,  and  if  I  find  they  are  a 
source  of  inconvenience  to  myself,  I  will 
see  whether  anything  can  be  done  to 
remedy  it. 

♦Mr.  NOREIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse) :  The  question  before  the 
Committee  has  been  so  amply  discussed 
by  many  hon.  Members  opposite,  it  may 
perhaps  be  of  some  advantage  to  know 
the  view  which  is  taken  by  myself  and 
those  sitting  near  me ;  and,  although  on 
some  grounds  I  might  have  supported 
the  Amendment,  yet,  on  those  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  unable  to  do 
so.  With  regard  to  the  Eoyal  Palaces 
which  are  necessary  for  the  use  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  the  Eoyal  Family,  I  think 
it  is  incumbent  on  the  nation  to  contri- 
bute most  liberally  to  their  maintenance. 
But  in  regard  to  Kew  Palace  I  think 
there  is  some  cause  for  complaint.  I  be- 
lieve this  Palace  is  of  no  earthly  use  to 
anybody,  and  it  does  appear  to  me  that 
if  we  vote  £700  per  annum  towards  that 
edifice  it  should  be  devoted  to  the  use  of 
the  public  in  some  form  or  other.  *  I 
heartily  concur,  therefore,  in  the  sugges* 
tion  that  the  time  has  come  when  there 
should  be  some  inquiry  into  this  matter; 
and,  although  I  shall  not  vote  for  the 
Amendment  for  the  reason  that  I  do 
not  concur  in  the  form  in  which  it  has 
been  brought  forward,  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  had  the  hon.  Member 
made  it  refer  directly  to  the  Vote  for 
Kew  Palace  I  should  have  gone  into  the 
Lobby  with  him. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£. ) :  Ever  since  I  have  been  in  Parliament, 
when  these  matters  have  been  discussed, 
the  historical  argument  has  always  beea 
advanced,  whenever  it  is  proposed  te 
make  additional  grants  to  Members  of 
the  Eoyal  Family,  although  we  never 
hear  of  it  when  there  is  anything  to  be 
done  in  the  way  of  reduction.  If  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  wish,  as  I  do, 
to  see  loyalty  more  rife  in  this  country. 
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thej  must  avoid  such  irritatiDg  ciroam- 
■tances  as  the  hayings  a  number  of 
palaces  unused,  kept  up  at  the  expense 
of  the  nation.  We  have  a  large  amount^ 
of  poTortj  in  this  country,  and  we  are* 
not  justified  in  spending  the  people's 
money  in  the  maintenance  of  palaces, 
unless  they  may  be  used  for  the  public 
benefit.  On  the  Oontinent  the  palaces 
are  open  to  the  public,  and  I  claim  that 
English  palaces  should  be  open  to  our 
public. 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldj):  I  wish  to  say  a  word  on  the 
subject  of  Ke  If  Palace,  which  I  believe 
Im  one  of  the  most  gloomy  and  most  use- 
lass  palaces  ever  heard  of.  Kew  Gar- 
dens, on  the  other  hand,  are  a  very 
popular  resort,  but,  unfortunately,  the 
people  who  go  there  are  allowed  to 
nave  no  refreshments  in  the  Gar- 
dens, nor  are  they  allowed  to  scatter 
sandwich  papers  about.  I  suggest 
that  the  Palace  might  be  converted 
into  a  refreshment  and  lounging  palace 
for  the  British  public,  and  I  think 
you  would  thereby  be  making  most 
excellent  use  of  the  building. 

Mb.  OONTBEARE  (Cornwall.  Cam- 
borne) :  We  have  been  assured  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  nation  is 
only  bound  to  maintain  the  fabric  of  the 
Boyal  palaces,  and  that  we  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  internal  arrangements. 
If  that  is  so,  I  wish  to  know  how  comes 
it  that  we  find  in  this  Estimate  items 
relating  to  salaries,  wages,  and  allow- 
ances in  connection,  say,  with  Bucking- 
ham Palace,  Windsor  Castle,  and  Ken- 
sington Palace  ?  As  far  as  Kensington 
Palace  is  concerned,  I  do  not  believe 
that  I  have  ever  been  able  to  gain  ad- 
mission there,  because  the  whole  of  it  is 
practically  devoted  to  the  Eoyal  and 
aristocratic  lodgers,  to  whom  it  is  given 
up.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  demand 
to  know  exactly  why  these  items  are 
charged  against  us.  For  instance,  there 
is  for  insurance,  tithe  charges,  firing, 
household  expenses,  &o.,  a  charge  of 
£1,008  for  Windsor  Castle,  and  £1,238 
for  Hampton  Court  Palace,  and  there  is 
nothing  to  show  exactly  how  these  sums 
are  mide  up.  I  think  that  the  ladies 
and  gentlemen  whom  the  Queen  allows 
to  occupy  the  public  palaces  ought  to 
pay  for  their  own  fuel,  light,  water,  and 
household  articles ;  and  I  see  no  reason, 
too,  why  they  should  not  pay  for  insur- 
ance and  tithe  rent  charge.     Again,  I 


should  like  to  know  how  many  of  these 
palaces  were  in  existence  at  the  time  the 
so-called  historical  bargain  was  entered 
into.  With  regard  to  the  fire  at  Hamp- 
ton Court  Palace,  I  see  there  is  a  con- 
siderable charge  for  restoration  of  part 
of  the  building.  Now,  I  am  not  going 
to  object 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
That  point  does  not  arise  out  of  this 
Estimate. 

MR.CONYBEAEE:  I  may  have  been 
mistaken,  Sir,  but  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression it  did.  I  will  not,  of  course, 
after  your  ruling,  refer  to  it  further.  I 
only  wish  now  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  explain  the  matters  to 
which  I  have  drawn  attention.  I  endorse 
entirely  what  has  been  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  injurious  effect  upon 
the  popularity  of  the  Eoyal  Family 
which  is  produced  in  the  public  mind 
by  the  taxpayers  being  caUed  upon  con- 
stantly to  pay  large  sums  of  money  for 
their  benefit,  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
palaces  which  are  not  occupied  by  the 
Koyal  Family.  Of  course,  I  cannot 
object  to  this  feeling,  because  I  think 
it  tends  to  the  gradual  introduction  into 
the  British  mind  of  the  appreciation  of 
the  superiority  of  Eepublican  over 
Monarchical  institutions,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  those  who  support  the 
present  rigime  should  do  all  that 
is  in  their  power  to  secure  the  re- 
moval of  these  items  from  the 
Estimates,  and  the  abolition  conse- 
quently of  these  causes  of  complaint. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  intend, 
Sir,  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  mainly  on  the 
ground  that  there  is  no  explanation 
of  several  of  the  large  items  which 
appear  in  the  Estimates.  I  wish 
to  know,  too,  under  what  circumstances 
the  repairs  are  carried  out  at  these  Boyal 
palaces.  Is  the  work  handed  over  to 
private  firms,  or  are  tenders  invited  and 
the  contracts  given  to  the  lowest 
tenderer  ?  I  fear  that  the  officials  take 
it  for  granted  that  a  certain  amount  of 
money  is  to  be  spent  every  year  upon 
these  palaces,  and  they  do  their  best  to 
get  rid  of  it  without  studying  the  in- 
terests of  the  taxpayer. 
♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  In  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last,  I  may  assure  him  that  the 
question  of  these  repairs  is  the  subject 
of    very   careful    consideration.      The 
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we  are  liable,  Ray  £1,000  a  year,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  so  that  we  may 
not  every  year  have  to  scrutinize  the 
items  under  sub-head  B?  I  notice 
another  sum  under  head  0,  which 
is  suspicious  for  its  smallness  —  £10 
for  a  water  rate.  Does  that  mean 
that  Marlborough  House  is  supplied 
with  water  for  £10  ?  It  is  a 
little  surprising  to  us  who  have  had 
•experience  of  water  rates. 

*Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  With  the  idea  of  supporting 
what  I  hold  to  be  the  proper  position  of 
the  Royal  Family,  I  join  in  objecting  to 
this  Vote.  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  a 
•detraction  from  the  dignity  of  the  Royal 
Family  that  they  should  come  to  the 
House  for  these  paltry  sums.  Look, 
for  inetance,  at  this  £10  for  water 
rate !  I  would  press  on  the  Qovem- 
ment  the  desirability  of  reconsidering 
-this  arrangement,  and  putting  these 
matters  on  a  more  dignified  footing.  The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  is  alone  on  the 
-Government  Bench  just  now,  and  we 
•cannot  ask  him  to  enter  on  such  a  nego- 
tiation upon  his  own  responsibility;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  we  shall  be  talking  upon 
this  same  subject  again,  and  meantime  he 
might  consult  with  his  colleagues.  I 
yield  to  no  man  in  loyalty ;  but  it  is  be- 
<}ause  I  dislike  this  petty  dealing  with 
Buch  items  that  I  support  the  objection 
to  the  Vote. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  only  to 
49ay,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken,  that  the  form  in 
which  the  expenditure  upon  Marl- 
borough House  is  presented  in  the  Esti- 
mates is  the  form  in  which  the  House 
of  Commons  has  seen  fit  to  have  it  pre- 
sented. I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  present  the  expenditure  en 
bloc ;  and  from  what  we  have  heard  it 
would  appear  that  that  would  be  likely 
to  meet  with  some  objection.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  has  talked  about 
mystery  and  concealment;  but  there 
really  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  will 
give  him  all  the  information  in  my 
power.  In  1878  an  arrangement  was 
made  between  the  Treasury  and  His 
Royal  Highness,  and  this  has  been 
x;arried  out  since.  That  arrangement, 
as  I  have  already  said,  was  that,  in 
consideration  of  the  sum  expended 
by  His  Royal  Highness  in  improv- 
ing Marlborough  House,  thencefor- 
ward  the   cost    of  repairs   and  main- 
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tenance  should  be  borne  upon  the  Esti- 
mates, putting  it  on  the  same  footing  as 
Clarence  House.  The  expenditure  on 
fittings  and  furniture  is  borne  by  His 
Royal  Highness.  That  is  the  whole  of 
the  story,  and  there  is  no  mystery  about 
it.  As  to  the  £10  for  water  rate,  that 
is  a  charge  payable  to  the  Chelsea  Water 
Company  for  the  privilege  of  a  high 
service  supply,  to  be  availed  of  in  case  of 
lire. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Who  pays  the 
ordinary  water  rate  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  His  Royal  High- 
ness. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  And  why  not 
this? 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  Because  it  is  for 
the  protection  of  the  house  from  fire. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion, which,  as  I  take  it,  comes  to  this : 
that  in  1878  it  was  agreed  that  on  con- 
sideration of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
spending  a  large  sum  upon  a  house  lie 
lives  in  himself,  the  Treasury  bound  the 
nation  to  an  uncertain  annual  expendi- 
ture for  maintenance  and  repairs,  put- 
ting it  on  the  same  footing  as  another 
building  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
Clarence  House.  This  ignotum  per 
ignotuSf  I  think,  afifords  even  more  justi- 
fication for  objection  to  this  expenditure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
nothing  about  the  larger  question  I  re- 
ferred to,  which  is  the  principal  motive 
influencing  me  in  the  line  I  propose  to 
take  in  reference  to  all  these  Royal 
Votes;  I  mean,  the  withholding  from  us 
information  we  are  entitled  to.  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  oppose  the  Vote. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  :  I  did  not  mean  to 
suggest  that  the  sum  for  this  purpose 
should  be  set  down  as  a  liimp  sum  with- 
out detail.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that 
the  House  should  grant  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  dignit>  of  the  position 
of  His  Royal  Highness ;  but  when  that 
is  done,  do  not  let  us  have  all  these  mean 
and  trifling  claims  put  forward. 

Mr.  C.  J.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  I 
would  like  to  ask  whether  there  is  any 
legal  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Trea- 
sury for  the  maintenance  of  Marl- 
borough House?  If  there  is,  it  most 
be  of  a  vague  character,  for  I  notice 
the  amount  varies  from  year  to  year. 

Dr.  TANNER:  There  can  be  no 
doubt  in  the  world  that  the  estab- 
lishment of  H.R.H.  our  future  King 
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should  be  maintained  with  dignity, 
but  when  we  find  such  variations 
in  the  amounts  submitted  to  us,  it 
needs  must  challenge  attention  and 
oomment,  and  then  we  do  not  get  that 
amount  of  information  we  are  entitled 
to  ask  for  in  Committee  of  Supply.  I 
must  say  it  appears  to  be  a  foolish 
method  of  submitting  accounts  to  lump 
together  an  item  of  £780  for  mainten- 
ance and  repairs,  leaving  us  no  informa- 
tion as  to  why  the  item  should  be  in- 
creased by  £390  over  the  amount  last 
year,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  set  out 
a  small  item  like  the  £10  for  water 
rate. 

Mb.   LABOUOHERE:    I  think   we 
ought  to  take  note  of  the  improvident 
nature    of    the     arrangement    entered 
into    by    a    Oonservative    Government 
with    H.R.H.    in    1878.      It    appears 
that  H.R.n.,  when  he  came  ox  aee, 
obtained   Marlborough    House  for  his 
residence   while  Prince  of  Wales,  and 
during  his  term  of  residence  he  spent 
oonsiderable  sums  upon  adapting  the 
house  to  his  requirements.     But   that 
was  a  sort  of  quid  pro  quo.     The  country 
gave  H.It.H.  the  house  on  that  condi- 
tion— he  had   what  I   may  call  a  life 
repairing  lease.    Then  a  Oonservative 
Government  comes  in,  ready,  as  Oon- 
servative   Qovemments  always  are,  to 
throw  away  money  in  this  way,  and  the 
bargain  is  upset.     Why,  what  would  be 
thought  of  a  private  individual  who, 
having  made  an  arrangement  for  a  long 
term  of  years,  by  which  he  maintained 
the  house  he  occupied,  should  after  an 
interval  come  to  the  landlord  and  claim  to 
be  relieved  from  the  conditions  of  his  lease 
because  he  had  already  spent  so  much  ? 
Such    a  thing  would  be  regarded  as 
preposterous.      Yet      a      Oonservative 
Government  entered  into  this  corrupt 
bargain — for    such    it    certainly    was. 
And  when  we  question  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  says  "  my  predecessor  " 
— another  Oonservative — **  entered  into 
the  bargain,  and  you  are  bound  by  it.  " 
We    may  be  bound   by  it  or  not.     I 
should  say  that  we  are   not.     At    all 
events,  it  is  our  duty  to  call  attention 
to  this  improvident  habit  of  binding  us 
to  most  improvident  arrangements  in 
regard  to  the  Boyal  Family. 
♦Mb.    PLUNKET:    WhQe    there   is 
an    increase    for    repairs,    there    is    a 
considerable    decrease    on  new  works 
and  alterations ;  and  the  reason  of  the 
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increase  is  that  the  Estimates  last  year 
were  cut  down  too  far. 

Db.   TANNEE:    I  think  that  these 
Estimates  ought  to  be  placed    before 
the    country    without    hesitation    and 
without  equivocation,  so  that  we  might 
know    what     is    really    required    for 
maintenance  and  repairs,  and  what  for 
new  works,    without  telling  us  that  a 
certain   sum    has   been    saved    in   one 
direction    but    that    more     has    been 
expended  in  another.     The   amount  for 
Marlborough   House  is   only    a  small 
item,  but   if,  in  connection   with   such 
small    items,  important  issues  can    be 
raised,  how  much  greater  issues  can  be 
raised  in  connection  with  such  aii  item 
as  the  shipbuilding   for  the  Navy?    I 
have  nothing  to  say  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oommissioner 
of  Works,  who  always  tries  to  put  the 
best  face    upon   matters,  not    only  in 
regard  to  his  own  office,  but  with  regard 
to  the  Government   with  which  he  is 
associated,  and  wbo  invariably  displays 
towards  hon.    Members    the    greatest 
courtesy  on  every  occasion.    I  trust  that 
in  future  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
endeavour  to  prevent  a  reduction  being 
shown  on  one  item,  while  the  Vote  is 
being     swelled     on      others.      I     am 
certain  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  in  all  these  matters 
honesty  is  the  best  policy. 

Mb.  E.  EOBEHTSON  :  I  wish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  explain  whether 
the  Oommittee  is  to  believe  that  the 
Prince  of  Wales  expended  a  sum  of 
£50,000  upon  Marlborough  House  in 
the  year  1878. 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET:  No,  up  to  that 
time. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  Then,  when 
did  this  expenditure  take  place  ? 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  question,  may 
I  ask  him  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  paying  a  regular  fixed  sum  for  keep- 
ing up  Marlborough  House,  instead  of 
having  these  constantly  recurring|items  ? 
I  am  sure  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  his  Royal  Highness,  and  better  for 
the  Estimates  of  the  year. 

Sib  G.  OAMPBELL:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  up  to  that  year  his 
Royal  Highness  was  bound  to  pay  the 
expense  out  of  his  own  pocket?  The 
new  arrangement  has  relieved  him,  I 
understand,  of  that  responsibility.    It 
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is  admitted  that  his  Royal  Highness  is 
bound  to  pay  the  water  rate,  and  it 
seems  to  be  a  dirty  transaction  that  the 
Oovemment  are  to  put  upon  the  nation 
the  expense  of  carrying  me  water  to  a 
•certain  height  to  guard  against  fire. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET:  That  is  rather 
etrong  language.  I  hare  already  ex- 
plained the  matter. 

Mr.  BLANEK Armagh,  S.) :  The  Vote 
we  are  asked  to  pass  annually  represents 
a,  capitalized  sum  of  something  like 
£75,000.  It  does  not  appear  that  this 
expenditure  is  required  on  behalf  of 
His  Royal  Highness  himself,  but  that 
the  alterations  and  repairs  are  for  the 
benefit  of  German  visitors  who  come 
over  here.  It  is  a  very  humiliating 
thing  that  a  palace  built  for  Englishmen 
shomd  be  considered  not  good  enough 
for  these  German  sycophants. 

Thk  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's language  is  exceedingly  unbe- 
coming, and  it  would  be  difficult  to 
characterize  his  argument. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  was  only  intending  to 
say  that  what  is  good  enough  for 
Englishmen  does  not  appear  to  be  good 
enough  for  foreigners.  It  occurs  to  me 
that  we  are  caUed  upon  to  vote  large 
«ums  year  after  year  for  the  benefit  of  a 
particular  individual,  and,  as  the  house 
IS  given  to  him  under  a  specific  arrange- 
ment, I  think  he  ought  to  be  required  to 
!keep  it  in  repair  himself. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  245; 
Noes  85.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  jS78,395,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  tiie  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Qiarge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Royal 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Ghudens." 

*Mb.  PIOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  This  is  a  Vote  which  stands  on 
a  different  footing  from  the  last  Vote,  in 
reference  to  which  I  regret  to  state  that, 
in  consequence  of  a  mistake,  I  found 
myself  in  the  wrong  Lobby.  I  propose, 
however,  to  atone  for  that  mistake  by  mov- 
ing the  reduction  of  theVote  by  the  sum  of 
£937,  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of 
Hampton  Oourt^ark.  The  Bo^al  parks 
professedly  exist  for  the  public  advan- 
tage, and  my  objection  is  that  the  public 
enjoyment  of  these  parks  is  unreasonably 
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and  unjustly  restricted.  Last  year  I 
obtained  a  Ketum  which  gives,  on  the 
one  hand,  the  total  area  of  each  Park, 
and,  on  the  other,  the  portion  of  that  area 
from  which  the  public  are  excluded. 
That  return  shows  the  exorbitant  propor- 
tion of  these  parks  to  which  the  poblio 
are  not  admitted.  The  case  I  have 
selected — that  of  Hampton  Oourt  Park 
— illustrates  the  extent  to  which  this  ob- 
noxious principle  is  carried  out.  Hamp- 
ton Oourt  Park  contains  no  fewer  than 
7d2  acres,  or,  in  other  words,  it 
is  considerably  larger  than  Hyde 
Park  and  Kensington  Gardens  put 
together ;  and  yet,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  privileged  inm- 
viduals,  the  public  are  entirely 
excluded  from  the  enjoyment  of  it. 
Last  year  the  First  Commissioner  was 
good  enough  to  say  he  would  inquire  if  it 
would  be  possible  to  remove  the  brick 
wall  now  enclosing  the  Park  on  one 
side  for  nearly  two  miles,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  could  be  replaced  by  something 
of  a  more  open  character.  Nothing 
has,  however,  been  done.  The  First 
Commissioner  met  my  arguments 
last  year  by  the  statement  that  the 
Park  has  never  been  open  to  the  public. 
I  daresay  that  is  true;  but  I  hardly 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  advance  that  as  a  serious  argu- 
ment, and  I  do  not  think  I  need  deal 
with  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
said  that  the  Park  was  not  required  in 
that  locality.  Well,  it  is  true  that 
the  neighbourhood  is  exceptionally 
favoured,  as  it  possesses  Hampton 
Court  .Gardens  and  Bushey  Park ; 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  take  his  stand  on  that 
argument,  I  think  I  may  put  be- 
fore him  an  alternative  course.  If  a 
large  open  space  is  not  required  in  that 
neighbourhood  there  are  certainly  many 
localities  in  the  Metropolis  where  it  is 
grievously  needed.  If,  then,  the  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  open  this  park,  why  not 
sell  it,  and  with  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  provide  a  park  in  some  growing 
neighbourhood  in  the  East  of  Londcmr 
I  protest  altogether  against  tiie  Com- 
mittee being  required  to  pay  £987  a- 
year  for  the  sole  purpose,  as  it  seems 
to  me,  of  providing  enjoyment  for  a  few 
favoured  individuius  who,  I  daresay,  are 
very  well  able  to  provide  gardens  for 
themselves.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduc- 
tion I  have  proposed. 
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Motion  made  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
^'  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £77,458,  be 
;n«nted  for  the  said  aenrice." — {Mr. 
^iek&TigiU), 

*Mr.  PLTJNKET  :  As  I  promised  the 
hon.  Member  last  year,  this  subjeot  has 
leen  considered.  Hampton  Ooc^  Park 
is  undoubtedly  the  midst  of  a  locality 
which  is  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  exceptionally  favoured  in  the 
matter  of  pleasure  gardens  and  re- 
creation grounds,  and  so  far  as  I  hare 
l)een  able  to  ascertain  there  has 
been  no  such  strong  pressure  of 
public  opinion  brought  to  bear  upon 
us  as  should  overcome  the  natural 
Teluctance  of  the  Treasury  to  add 
to  the  expense  ef  keeping  up  this 
park.  There  would  certainly  be  con- 
siderable addition  to  this  expense  if  it 
were  thrown  open  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggests.  It  would  also  cost  a  large 
sum  even  to  pull  down  the  brick  waJJ, 
not  to  speak  of  supplying  in  its  place 
such  palings  as  would  be  suitable  for  a 
public  park.  If  the  park  were  thrown 
open  we  should  have  to  provide  paths 
«nd  gates,  and  we  should  also  require 
a  larger  number  of  park-keepers.  The 
<$ost  would  be  really  increased  by  some 
hundreds  of  pounds  annually.  Under 
ihe  circumstances,  we  have  not  thought 
we  should  be  justified  in  throwing  the 
park  open  to  the  public. 

Mb.  LABOnOHEBE:  The  right 
lion.  Oentleman  has  put  his  refiual 
to  open  this  park  on  two  grounds. 
The  first  is  that  there  is  already 
adequate  accommodation  in  the  matter 
of  parks  for  the  public  in  the  locality. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to 
Bushey  Park,  but  in  Bushey  Park  only 
about  500  acres  out  of  1,000  are  open 
to  the  public.  As  to  the  amount  re- 
<}eived  for  keys  at  Hampton  Court,  one 
guinea  was  paid  for  each  key,  and  the 
-total  amount  obtained  was  £90,  so  that 
we  are  called  upon  to  pay  £900  per 
annum  for  maintaining  a  park  used  by 
about  90  persons.  In  point  of  fact,  how- 
ever, the  park  is  not  reserved  for  those 
90  persons,  but  a  great  part  for  certain 
breeding  horses,  and  I  am  obliged  again 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
becomes  of  our  foals  ?  I  have  been  told 
that  the  cream  coloured  horses  that  oc- 
casionally appear  roam  about  in  the 
park,  so  that  apparently  we  pay  £900 
per  annum  for  tne  purpose  of  maintain- 


ing, close  to  the  Metropolis,  a  park  for 
the  benefit  of  90  persons,  of  certain 
foals  which  we  never  see,  and  of  certain 
cream  coloured  horses  which  we  uncom- 
monly seldom  see.  We  are  perfectly 
ready  to  vote  the  money  spent  upon 
this  park  if  we  can  have  the  run  of  the 
park,  but  not  otherwise.  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS :  We  are 
prepared  at  all  times  to  vote  money 
for  the  construction  of  gates  or  for 
the  maintenance  of  paths  if  by  so 
doing  we  can  obtain  the  opening  of  a 
large  area  as  an  additional  lung  of  the 
Metropolis.  There  is  at  Hampton  Court 
something  in  the  way  of  green  fields  be- 
longing to  the  public,  but  at  present  the 
space  which  the  people  are  allowed  to 
use  there  is  extremely  restricted.  It  is 
time  that  the  Office  of  Works  should 
realize  that  these  public  spaces  are  to 
be  utilized  for  the  public.  We  are 
determined  that  the  public  shall  not  be 
shut  out  from  them.  We  on  this  side 
have  done  with  the  ''favoured  few." 
We  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
"favoured  few,"  and  we  intend  to  per- 
severe with  Amendments  of  this  kind, 
year  by  year,  until  we  get  the  whole  of 
this  space  for  the  use  of  the  persons  who 
seek  a  little  fresh  air  on  Bank  Holidavs 
and  other  occasions.  We  will  allow  the 
persons  who  pay  for  keys  to  use  the 
park  in  the  samn  way  as  the  general 
public  use  it,  but  in  no  other  way. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  It  appears  to  me  that  it  wUl 
be  impossible  much  longer  to  exclude 
the  public  from  this  park.  I  must 
say  1  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  the  argument  that  ue  general  public 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  any 
large  sum  towards  throwing  the  pars 
open,  but  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
cost  might  be  defrayed  by  the  London 
County  Council. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  Of  course  I  wiU 
consider  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  had  much  ex- 
perience in  this  Department. 

Mb.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.) :  There  is  something  more  serious 
than  the  mere  question  of  expenditure 
upon  this  park,  and  that  is  the  principle 
upon  which  the  exclusion  of  the  public 
is  based.  It  is  all  very  well  to  call 
these  spaces  Boyal  parks.  We  can 
understand  appropriating  a  park  for  a 
Boyal  palace,  to  be  used  by  Boyalty,  but 
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this  is  no  such  case.  Here  we  have  a 
large  piece  of  ground  which  is  admitted 
to  be  public  property.  It  should  be 
used  for  the  public.  We,  on  this  side, 
are  not  disinclined  to  pay  for  public 
spaces  if  the  public  use  them,  but  here 
you  have  a  park  belonging  to  the  public 
taken  from  the  public,  and  the  expense 
of  keeping  the  public  out  of  their  own 
property  is  denrayed  out  of  the  public 
purse.  That  is  the  real  common  sense 
of  this  Vote. 

♦Me.  PLUNKET:  It  is  true  that 
I  did  not  rest  my  argument  upon 
the  question  of  this  being  a  Boyal 
park,  but  I  wish  to  prevent  any  mie- 
apprehension  arising  on  the  subject. 
Whatever  the  policy  of  admitting  the 
public  may  be,  it  would  be  an  entirely 
new  thing.  This  has  always  been  a 
reserved  part  of  a  Boval  park.  From 
time  to  time  portions  of  the  Eoyal  parks 
have  been  g^ven  up  to  the  public  ;  for 
instance,  it  is  only  within  the  last  50  or 
60  years  that  Eegent's  Park  was  opened 
to  the  public.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the 
public  were  ever  admitted  into  Hampton 
Ck>urt  Park,  and  they  are  not  now  ex- 
cluded from  something  to  which  they 
formerly  had  access. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  The  righthon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  think  that  this  is  a  new 
proposal,  though  he  does  not  base 
his  argument  upon  that.  I  would 
point  out  that  for  the  last  four  or 
five  years  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  been  making  these 
proposals.  For  four  years  we  had  a 
controversy  in  this  House  as  to  a  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Banger  that  nobody 
should  drive  through  Richmond  Park 
except  in  a  private  carriage,  so  that 
those  who  did  not  possess  private 
carriages  were  not  allowed  to  drive 
there.  To  my  own  knowledge  for  four 
or  five  years  it  has  been  urged  that  this 
portion  of  Hampton  Oourt  Park  should 
be  thrown  open  to  the  public.  I  would 
ask  whether  the  question  of  expense  is 
the  sole  obstacle  in  the  way  of  opening 
the  park  ?  If  so,  this  Committee  will 
always  be  willing  to  pay  that  expense. 
I  believe,  from  information  I  have,  that 
the  obstacle  is  not  the  expense  of  throw- 
ing the  park  open,  and  that  the  land  is 
retained  for  the  benefit  of  more  or  less 
private  individuals.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  the 
only  obstacle  to  throwing  open  the  land 
is  the  question  of  expense  ? 

Mr,  Warmin^Um 


Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  should  like  to  be  quit& 
clear  as  to  what  this  piece  of  land  is  used, 
for.  If  it  is  used  for  improving  the* 
breed  of  horses,  of  course  that  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  If,  however,  the 
stud  is  not  successful,  and  the  horsea 
bred  are  of  no  particular  character,  I 
think  that  the  last  refuge  of  the  First 
Commissioner  is  cut  away.  If  the 
land  is  used  as  a  private  garden  for  the 
benefit  of  certain  private  persons,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  well  to  take  the  advice  given  him 
to-day  and  see  whether  the  park  cannot 
be  thrown  open. 

♦Mr.  CUBITT  (Surrey,  Epsom):  I 
think  it  only  just  to  state  on  behalf  of 
my  constituents  that  when  a  representa- 
tion was  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
by  certain  persons  at  Ditton  in  favour 
of  opening  a  locked  gate  at  Hampton 
Court  opposite  a  ferry  so  as  to  save 
them  a  long  walk  in  obtaining  access 
to  the  gardens,  he  at  once  responded 
to  the  request  made  to  him,  and  did  as 
he  was  asked  without  incurring  any 
extra  expense. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  my  rieht  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cubitt) 
for  what  he  has  stated,  and  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  to  point  out  that  the 
expense  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
Stud-House,  Hampton  Court,  is  for  the 
half-bred  breeding  establishment;  no 
portion  of  the  money  is  applied  to  the 
thoroughbred  establishment,  which  is 
maintained  wholly  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Civil  List. 

Dr.  tanner  :  With  regard  to  the 
gate  that  has  been  spoken  of,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  the  first 
place  considered  the  convenience  not  of 
the  hulk  of  the  people,  but  of  the  con- 
stituents of  hon.  ana  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  What  we  want  to  assure 
is  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants  of 
London  generally.  Instead  of  talking 
about  the  cost  of  the  gate  and  paths^ 
which  must  be  a  small  sum,  steps  should 
be  taken  to  throw  down  the  hideous 
briok  wall  which  bounds  the  park. 
Surely  if  we  were  to  take  example  from 
other  countries  and  follow  the  mode 
adopted  in  the  parks  of  Franee, 
Germany,  and  other  civilized  places,  that 
wall  would  be  at  once  removed,  and  we 
should  get  rid  of  all  those  obstacles 
which  are  now  obtruded  by  obstinate 
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ToTTism    agMnrt    the   wiiliM    of  the 
people. 

Th«  Oommittee  dirided : — Ajea  121 ; 
Noes  211.— (DtT.  List,  No.  45.) 

Origiaal  Question  again  proposed. 

]£&.  LABOTTCHEBE :  I  moTe  thd 
Teduotionofthe  Vote  by  £1,000.  £iob- 
mond  Park  oonsists  of  2,600  acres,  and 
yon  have  an  expenditure  of  £636  for 
police  and  £1,000  fer  roads.  Then  yoiL 
hare  2,000  acres  of  underwood,  and  you 
are  called  upon  to  pay  for  that  £3,000, 
besides  the  amounts  expended  on  the 
police  and  the  roads.    Now,  underwood 

rLys  for  itself  I  have  always  understood ; 
do  not  know  why.  We  have  a  number 
of  rangers  and  sub-rangers,  and  that 
Bort  of  thing.  You  have  changed  the 
name ;  they  used  to  be  gamekeepers ; 
but,  whatever  the  name,  they  are  the 
same,  and  still  exist.  Would  any 
gentleman  in  this  House,  or  anywhen 
else,  with  a  park  of  2,500  acres,  consist- 
ing of  plantations  and  grass,  spend  upon 
it  £3,000  per  annum,  irreepectiTc  of  the 
roads,  and  get  nothing  for  it  P  That  is 
our  position  with  r^ard  to  Biohmond 
Park,  and  I  think  I  am  exeeedingly 
moderate  in  only  mOTiag  a  reduotioD  of 
£1,000.  I  leave  you  £2,000  per  annum 
for  police  and  roads,  and  to  amuse  your- 
selves with  your  rangers  and  game- 
keepers ;  but  I  do  think  that  a  protest 
ought  to  be  registered  against  this  ex- 
cessive expenditure  upon  this  Park. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,395,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
lahouehtrt.) 

Da.  TANNER  :  I  really  think  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  have 
some  reason  to  at  least  expect  a  response 
from  Her  Majesty's  advisers  upon  this 
question,  upon  which  they  might  have 
expeeted  to  be  challenged. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Ohairman  left  the  Chair  to 
report  Progress. 
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'  rendered  necessary  by  the  Government's 
assumption  of  the  telegraphic  oommoni- 
oation  between  England  and  the  Oonti- 
nent.  After  that  we  propose  to  go  on 
with  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates  in  their 
order  as  they  stand,  and  at  10  o'clock 
to  take  the  National  Debt  Gonvereion 
Bill. 

Sia  W.  LAWSON  (Oockermouth)  : 
When  does  the  right  hon,  Gentleman 
propose  to  resume  the  discussion  on  the 
Naval  Tote  ? 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  Monday 
next.  We  are  nnder  an  engagement,  and 
are  bound  to  take  Supply  on  Thursday. 
Mb.  SEXTON :  Do  the  Government 
intend  to  take  the  Oommittee  stage  of 
the  Army  Annual  Bill  to-night  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMPTH  :  Mj  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  in  his  place,  and  I  am  not 
able  to  give  an  answer  to  that  question. 
The  Committee  stage  of  the  Army 
Annual  Bill  is  usuaJly  formal,  but  if 
there  are  any  notices  on  the  Paper,  no 
doubt  some  time  will  be  given  to  their 
consideration. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  have  notice  of  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  will  be  taken 

a  Thursday  then. 
Besolutions     to     be    reported    upon 
Thursday. 

Oommittee  also  report  Progress;  todi 
again  To-n 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Perhaps  it  may 
be  convenient  to  the  House  that  I  should 
atate  that  we  propose  to  resume  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  on  Thursday,  takiog 
first  tbe  Vote  for  the  Submarine  Tele- 
graph Service,  which  is  tbe  new  Serviee ' 


THE  HLAVB  TRADE. 
Ma.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar):  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  House  will  not  think  me  preeump* 
tuons  in  asking  it  to  Usten  to  me  m 
reference  to  this  important  subject  of 
the  Slave  Trade.  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  do  so  if  it  were  not  that  X 
have  a  strong  hereditary  interest  in  tho 
subject.  I  do  not  think  the  Houee  would 
desire  me  to  detain  it  with  any  referenoet 
to  the  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade.  We  all 
know  full  well  that  the  traffic  in  slavea 
throughout  Africa  produces  awful  suffer- 
ing  and  an  appalling  waste  of  life  year 
after  year.  The  centre  of  Africa  is 
rapidly  becoming  depopulated  in  order 
to  ^^ratify  the  g»ed  and  tbe  lust  of  tbe 
Oriental  slaveholders,  and  it  has  been 
calculated,  I  believe,  by  those  conversant 
wiA  the  subject,  that  for  every  human 
being  who  is  successfully  enslaved  some 
20  orSO  othersare  sacrificed.  In  the  last 
SOyearsEngland  has  been  almost  single- 
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this  is  no  such  case.  Here  we  have  a 
large  piece  of  ground  which  is  admitted 
to  be  public  property.  It  should  be 
used  for  the  public.  We,  on  this  side, 
are  not  disinclined  to  pay  for  public 
spaces  if  the  public  use  them,  but  here 
you  have  a  park  belonging  to  the  public 
taken  from  the  public,  and  the  expense 
of  keeping  the  public  out  of  their  own 
property  is  defrayed  out  of  the  public 
purse.  That  is  the  real  common  sense 
of  this  Vote. 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET:  It  is  true  that 
I  did  not  rest  my  argument  upon 
the  question  of  this  being  a  Boyal 
park,  but  I  wish  to  prevent  any  mie- 
apprehension  arising  on  the  subject. 
Whatever  the  policy  of  admitting  the 
public  may  be,  it  would  be  an  entirely 
new  thing.  This  has  always  been  a 
reserved  part  of  a  Royal  park.  From 
time  to  time  portions  of  the  Eoyal  parks 
have  been  given  up  to  the  public  ;  for 
instance,  it  is  only  within  the  last  50  or 
60  years  that  Eegent's  Park  was  opened 
to  the  public.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the 
public  were  ever  admitted  into  Hampton 
Uourt  Park,  and  they  are  not  now  ex- 
cluded from  something  to  which  they 
formerly  had  access. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  think  that  this  is  a  new 
Proposal,  though  he  does  not  base 
is  argument  upon  that.  I  would 
point  out  that  for  the  last  four  or 
five  years  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  been  making  these 
proposals.  For  four  years  we  had  a 
controversy  in  this  House  as  to  a  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Eanger  that  nobody 
should  drive  through  Richmond  Park 
except  in  a  private  carriage,  so  that 
those  who  did  not  possess  private 
carriages  were  not  allowed  to  drive 
there.  To  my  own  knowledge  for  four 
or  five  years  it  has  been  urged  that  this 
portion  of  Hampton  Court  Park  should 
be  thrown  open  to  the  public.  I  would 
ask  whether  the  question  of  expense  is 
the  sole  obstacle  in  the  way  of  opening 
the  park  ?  If  so,  this  Committee  wiU 
always  be  willing  to  pay  that  expense. 
I  believe,  from  information  I  have,  that 
the  obstacle  is  not  the  expense  of  throw- 
ing the  park  open,  and  that  the  land  is 
retained  for  the  benefit  of  more  or  less 
private  individuals.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  the 
only  obstacle  to  throwing  open  the  land 
is  the  question  of  expense  ? 

Mr,  WarmingUm 


Dr.    FARQUHARSON    (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  I  should  like  to  be  quite 
clear  as  to  what  this  piece  of  land  is  used, 
for.     If  it  is  used  for  improving  the- 
breed  of  horses,  of  course  that  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.     If,  however,  the 
stud  is  not  successful,  and  the  horses- 
bred  are  of  no  particular  character,  T 
think  that  the  last  refuge  of  the  First 
Commissioner    is    cut    away.     If    the 
land  is  used  as  a  private  garden  for  the 
benefit  of    certain   private    persons,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  well  to  take  the  advice  given  hinx 
to-day  and  see  whether  the  park  cannot 
be  thrown  open. 

*Mr.  CUBITT  (Surrey,  Epsom):  I 
think  it  only  just  to  state  on  behalf  of 
my  constituents  that  when  a  representa- 
tion was  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
by  certain  persons  at  Ditton  in  favour 
of  opening  a  locked  gate  at  Hampton 
Court  opposite  a  ferry  so  as  to  save 
them  a  long  walk  in  obtaining  access 
to  the  gardens,  he  at  once  responded 
to  the  request  made  to  him,  and  did  as 
he  was  asked  without  incurring  any 
extra  expense. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cubitt) 
for  what  he  has  stated,  and  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  to  point  out  that  the 
expenjse  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
Stud-House,  Hampton  Court,  is  for  the 
half-bred  breeding  establishment;  no 
portion  of  the  money  is  applied  to  the 
thoroughbred  establishment,  which  is 
maintained  wholly  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Civil  List. 

Dr.  tanner  :  With  regard  to  the 
gate  that  has  been  spoken  of,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  the  first 
place  considered  the  convenience  not  of 
the  hulk  of  the  people,  but  of  the  con- 
stituents of  hon.  ana  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  What  we  want  to  assure 
is  the  convenience  of  the  inhabitants  of 
London  generally.  Instead  of  talking 
about  the  cost  of  the  gate  and  paths,, 
which  must  be  a  small  sum,  steps  diould 
be  taken  to  throw  down  the  hideous 
brick  wall  which  bounds  the  park. 
Surely  if  we  were  to  take  example  from 
other  countries  and  follow  the  mode 
adopted  in  the  parks  of  Franee, 
Germany,  and  other  civilized  places,  that 
wall  would  be  at  once  removed,  and  we 
should  get  rid  of  all  those  obstacles 
which  are  now  obtruded  by  obstinate 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOTTOHGRE:  I  move  the 
i-eduotion  of  the  Tote  by  £1,000.  Eioh- 
mond  Park  oonsiBtB  of  2,500  acres,  and 
you  have  an  expenditure  of  £636  for 
police  and  £t,000  («r  roads.  Then  you 
have  2,000  acres  of  underwood,  and  you 
are  oaJled  upon  to  pay  for  that  £3,000, 
besides  the  amounts  expended  on  tbo 
police  and  the  roade.     Now,  underwood 

fays  for  itself  I  hava  always  understood ', 
do  not  know  why.  We  have  a  nnmber 
of  rangers  and  sub-rangers,  and  that 
sort  of  thing.  Ton  hare  changed  tbd 
name;  they  used  to  be  gamekeepers; 
but,  whatever  the  name,  they  are  th« 
same,  and  still  exist.  Would  any 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  or  anywbens 
else,  witb  a  park  of  2,500  acres,  oonsist^ 
ing  of  plantations  and  grass,  spend  upon 
it  £3,000  per  annum,  irrespective  of  the 
roads,  and  get  nothing  for  it  T  That  is 
our  position  with  regard  to  Hichmond 
Park,  and  I  think  I  am  exceedingly 
moderate  in  only  moving  a  reduction  of 
£1,000.  I  leave  you  £2,000  per  annum 
for  police  and  roads,  and  to  amuse  your- 
selves with  your  rangers  and  game- 
keepers ;  hut  I  do  think  that  a  protest 
ought  to  be  registered  against  this  ex- 
cessive expenditure  upon  this  Park. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,395,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Ifr. 
Xaboueh»rt.) 

Dft.  TANNER :  I  really  think  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  have 
some  reason  to  at  least  expect  a  response 
from  Her  Majesty's  advisers  upon  this 
question,  upon  which  they  might  have 
«xpeated  to  be  challenged. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  ths 
clook,  the  Ohairman  left  the  Chair  to 
report  Progress. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  H0D8B. 
*K[n.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Perhaps  it  may 
be  convenient  to  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  we  propose  to  resume  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  on  Thursday,  taking 
first  the  Tete  for  ths  Submarine  Tele- 
graph Service,  which  is  the  new  Service 


rendered  necessary  by  the  Government's 
assumption  of  the  telegraphic  oommaoi- 
oationoetweeu  England  and  the  Conti- 
nent. After  that  we  propose  to  go  on 
with  the  Oivil  Service  Estimates  in  their 
order  ae  they  stand,  and  at  1 0  o'clock 
to  take  the  National  Debt  Conversion 
BiU. 

8iB  W.  LAW80N  (Oookermouth) : 
When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
propose  to  resume  Uie  discussion  on  the 
Naval  Vote  ? 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  Monday 
next.  We  are  nnder  an  engagement,  and 
are  bound  to  take  Supply  on  Thursday. 
Mb.  sexton  :  Da  the  Government 
intend  to  take  the  Committee  atage  of 
the  Army  Annual  Bill  to-night  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  in  his  place,  and  I  am  not 
able  to  give  an  answer  to  that  question. 
The  Committee  stage  of  ths  Arm^ 
Annual  Bill  is  asually  formal,  hut  if 
there  are  any  notices  on  the  Paper,  no 
doubt  some  time  will  be  given  to  theit 
consideration. 

Mk.  SEXTON :  I  have  notice  ot  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

«Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  wiU  be  taken 
on  Thursday  then. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Thursday. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  To-n 


THE  HLAVE  TRADE. 

*Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Towot 
Hamlets,  Poplar):  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Che  House  will  not  think  me  presump- 
tuous in  asking  it  to  listen  to  me  in 
reference  to  this  important  subject  of 
the  Slave  Trade.  I  should  not  have 
ventured  to  do  so  if  it  were  not  that  I 
have  a  strong  hereditary  interest  in  the 
subject.  I  do  not  think  the  Honse  would 
desire  me  to  detain  it  with  any  ref  erenoei 
to  the  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade.  We  til 
know  full  well  that  the  traffic  in  slave* 
throughout  A&ioa  produces  awful  suffer- 

Lg  and  an  appalling  waste  of  Ufa  year 
after  year.  The  centre  of  Africa  is 
rapidly  becoming  depopulated  in  order 
to  gratify  the  greed  and  the  lust  of  the 
Oriental  slaveholders,  and  it  has  been 
calculated,  I  believe,  by  those  conversant 
with  the  subject,  that  for  every  human 
being  who  is  successfully  enslaved  some 
20  or  30  othersare  sacrificed.  In  the  last 
80  years  England  has  been  almost  single- 
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carrying  other  flags;  and,  fourthly,  there 
ought    to    be    greater    restriction    and 
supervision  under  international  law  of 
the  imports  of  arms  and  ammunition 
into  Central  Africa.     Now,  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  piracy,  what  we  desire  is 
that  by  international  law  a  slave  trader 
shall  be  declared  a  pirate,  and  shall  re- 
ceive such  punishment  as  is  meted  out  to 
pirates.     I  am  glad  to  think  that  so  far 
as  regards  any  of  our  own  subjects  who 
have  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  for  the 
last  60  years  they  have  been  treated  as 
if  engaged  in  a  piratical  pursuit ;  and  as 
long  ago  as  1841  we  were  able,  as  I  have 
already  shown,   to  obtain  the  assent  of 
some  of  the  other  Great  Powers  to  that 
part  of  our  programme.     But,  unfortu- 
nately, while  we  declare  slave  trading 
under  our  flag  to  be  piracy,  and  some 
other  Powers  do  the  name,  yet  it  is  only 
a  municipal  law,  and  there  is  no  inter- 
national law  declaring  it  to  be  univer- 
sally    piracy.     Great    difficulties    and 
serious  obstacles  to  the  prevention  of 
the  Slave  Trade   ensue  from  this  de- 
ficiency.    We  have  no  right  as  a  nation 
to   allow   our   war  vessels,   except    by 
mutual  agreement,  to  search  ships  sail- 
ing under  other   flags,  however  much 
'we  may  suspect  them  of  being  slavers. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  France  has  con- 
sistently refused  to  allow  dhows  sailing 
under  her  flag  to  be   searched.      She 
seems  to  think  that  the  dignity  of  her 
flag  is  enhanced  by   allowing — as  was 
the  case  at  all  events  until  lately— its 
purchase  at  a  small  price,  and  by  seeing 
it    wave    over    and     protecting    these 
piratical  slavers.     If  the    slave    trade 
were   declared   piracy  by  international 
law,  each    nation    would    acquire    the 
right  of  mutual  search  of  suspected  ves- 
sels.    And  there  would  be  a  great  fur- 
ther advantage.     At  present,  where  the 
Arab  slavers  fly  a  foreign  flag  or  no  flag 
at  all,  even  though  our  gunboats  may 
<;atch  them  red-handed,  their  wretched 
persons  are  held  sacred,  and  the  most  we 
<san  do  is  to  seize  the  dhows  and  liberate 
the    slaves,    while  the   slavers    them- 
selves get  off'  scot-free.      Though   we 
have  abolished  capital  punishment  ex- 
cept for  murder  itself,  and  though  we 
may  not  be  able,  as  has  been  suggested, 
to  string-up  the  slave-dealers  or  to  flog 
them,  still,  if  they  were  declared  pirates 
by  international  law,  we  could  give  them 
12  or  14  years'  penal  servitude.     A  few 
such  sentences  would  greatly  encourage 
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the  others,  and  would,  I  believe,  lead 
the  slavers   to   seek  some  other  traffic 
in    which   there  would    be    less    risk 
to    their    precious    skins.       I   do    not 
think   I  need  trouble  the  House  with 
arguments   in    reference    to    the     ad- 
vantages to  be  gained  from  the  prohi- 
bition by  mutual    international  agree- 
ment of  the  import  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition  into  Africa.     As  is  well  known, 
the  import  of  arms  and  ammunition  is 
very  much  at  the  bottom  of  the  Slave 
Trade,    because    by  the    possession  of 
arms     of    precision    the     Arabs     are 
able    to  master  crowds  of  defenceless 
Africans,    and     to    depopulate    whole 
districts.     I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that 
such    operations  as   we  do    undertake 
ought  to  be,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
confined  to  naval  operations.     It  seems 
to  me  that  to  engage  in  land  operations 
would  be  absolutely  fatal  as  a  policy, 
and  the  Germans,  if  they  really  attempt 
to  carry   out  such  a   policy,   will  find 
that  out  to  their  cost.     If  a  land  force 
were  sent  up  the  country  it  would  have  no 
objective  in  view,  it  would  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  enemy  in  s  body, 
and  it  would  be  decimated  by  disease  and 
overwhelmed  by  the  difficulty  of  food  and 
transport.     So  far  as  our  physical  force 
policy  is  concerned,  I  think,  therefore, 
it  should  be  confined  to  naval  opera- 
tions.     But  I  should  like,  however,  to 
see     land     operations     of    a    peaceful 
character — namely,  that  we  should  ob- 
tain the  moral  pressure  of  international 
agreement  directed   against  the  exist- 
ence of  slavery  where  it  is  still  recog- 
nized as  an  institution.     It  would  be  a 
great  step  if  an  International  Congress 
would  declare  that  it  would  no  longer 
recognize   the  status   of  slavery  where 
slavery  still  exists.     One  great  difficulty 
which  arises  in  connection  with  the  con- 
tinued   recognition    of    the    status    of 
slavery  is  the  question  to  which  refer- 
ence  has    very    often   been    made     in 
this  House — the  difficulty  in  connection 
with  fugitive  slaves.  Every  Englishman 
has  always  desired  that,  if  possible,  the 
deck    of    a    man-of-war     shall    be    as 
free     to     the     slave     as     if     he     had 
set    his    foot   upon     our    soil.     When 
at    one    time    a    Government    of     the 
same  constitution    as   the   present  did 
attempt  to   diminish   the  force  of  that 
principle  the  public  outcry  was  so  great 
that  they  had  to  revoke  the  so-called 
Slave  Circular,  and  revert  to  that  which 
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everyone  believed  was  the  then  state  of 
our  law,  but  which  they  thought  was 
not  so.  But  there  is  a  great  difficulty 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  We  may 
have  a  strong  opinion  about  it,  and  may 
•end  strong  instructions  to  commanders 
of  our  ships ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
have  no  real  right  so  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  the  present  state  of  interna- 
tional law.  Moreover,  the  proceedings 
of  different  nations  in  this  matter  vary 
considerably,  and  some  do  not  in  any 
way  admit  that  the  decks  of  their  war 
vessels  are  free  soil.  When,  again,  it 
comes  to  the  question  of  the  decks  of 
merchant-ships,  which  is  a  far  more 
important  question,  there  is  no  power  of 
declaring  them  free  soil  in  a  port  in 
which  slavery  exists,  and  the  result  is 
that  if  the  fugitive  slave  comes  on  board 
he  must  be  handed  back  to  his  owner, 
or  the  captain  becomes  liable  in 
damages.  If  my  proposition  were  car- 
ried out,  we  should  no  longer  recog- 
nize that  such  a  thing  as  the 
status  of  slavery  could  exist,  and  there 
would  be  no  necessity  to  hand  a  slave 
back  to  his  owner,  or  even  to  the  authori- 
ties of  the  country.  Further  than  that, 
the  non-recognition  by  international  law 
of  the  status  of  slavery  would  exendse  a 
very  great  moral  pressure  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  final  abolition  of  slavery,  and 
if  an  International  Congress  were  called, 
the  countries  in  which  slavery  still 
exists  would  be  asked  to  attend.  It  is 
possible  that,  in  the  present  state  of 
public  opinion,  most  of  them  would  be 
ready  to  admit  that  the  time  has  come 
for  the  abolition  of  slavery.  But, 
whether  they  did  or  not,  the  moral 
pressure  which  would  be  exercised  by 
the  other  Great  Powers  would  go  a  long 
way  to  finally  bring  to  an  end  the  ques- 
tion of  slavery.  I  know  we  are  told  by 
some,  who  are  interested  in  the  work 
that  is  going  on  in  Africa,  that  by 
taking  the  course  I  have  indicated  we 
shall  be  doing  more  harm  than  good, 
especially  in  the  interior  of  Africa, 
and  that  we  had  better  leave  the  work 
of  putting  an  end  to  slavery  and  the 
Slave  Trade  to  our  missionaries,  and  to 
the  effects  of  civilization  and  trade. 
Unfortunately,  however,  the  results  of 
missionary  effort  in  the  direction  of  the 
abolition  of  slavery  are  infinitesimal, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  if  we  wait  until  the 
natives  are  converted,  the  inhabitants  of 
large  tracts  of  country  in  Africa  will  be 


swept  away  before  the  influence  of  the 
missionaries  can  put  an  end  to  this  traffic 
in  human  beings,  and  the  same  applies 
to  the  question  of  trade.  But  if  some 
general  arrangement  could  be  arrived 
at  among  the  civilized  Powers,  by  which 
the  Slave  Trade  should  be  declared 
piracy,  the  difficulties  surrounding  the 
right  of  search  and  the  importation  of 
arms  and  ammunition  could  be  removed, 
and  slavery  itself  affected  at  its  source, 
much  would  be  done  to  put  an  end  to 
the  Slave  Trade  and  to  give  increased 
opportunities  for  converting  the  souls 
and  clothing  the  bodies  of  the  Africans. 
If  there  is  any  hope  that  such  an 
agreement  as  I  have  indicated  can 
be  arrived  at,  it  ia  the  duty,  and  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  the  pleasure  of  this 
country,  to  take  the  initiative  in  bringing 
about  such  an  agreement.  We  ask  the 
Government  to  give  us  a  pledge  that 
they  will,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
carry  out  the  opinions  they  formed  some 
mom  hs  ago,  that  a  further  new  departure 
should  be  taken  in  order,  if  possible,  to 
exterminate  this  horrible  trade.  I  beg 
to  move  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That,  in  view  of  the  present  increasing  and 
extending  desolations  of  Africa  caused  by  the 
slave  trade,  and  also  of  the  large  responsibili- 
ties which  European  nations  have  now  assumed 
in  respect  to  that  continent,  the  time  has  come 
when  full  and  complete  eflfect  should  be  given 
to  |tho8e  declarations  against  the  slave  trade 
which  were  delivered  by  the  Congress  of  Vienna 
in  1816  and  by  the  Conference  at  Verona  in 
1822 ;  and  that,  therefore,  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  steps  for  calling 
together  (in  London,  if  possible)  a  Conference 
of  the  Powers,  in  order  to  devise  such  measures 
for  its  repression  as  may  be  at  the  same  time 
effective  and  in  accordance  with  justice,  and 
under  the  regulations  of  international  law." — 
(Mr.  S.  Huxton.) 

8iB  J.  KENNAWAY  (Devon,  Honi- 
ton) :  In  risings  to  second  the  Motion 
brought  before  the  House  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  feel  I  need  not  take  up  much 
of  its  time  in  striving  to  demonstrate 
that  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
which  has  deeply  moved  the  hearts  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  which  has 
been  fought  out  with  such  persistency 
in  this  House  and  in  this  country,  and 
which,  S')  far  as  this  nation  is  concerned, 
was  brought  to  a  triumphant  issue  many 
years  back,  is  upon  us  now  with  all  its 
horrors.  We  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  pictures  of  the  slave  gangs,  with  all 
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their  miserable  accompaniments,  cross- 
ing over  Africa,  leaving  enormous  tracts 
of  cultivated  country,  equal  in  size  to 
European  countries,  desolate,  and  turn- 
ing   them   into   howling  wildernesses. 
We  cannot  shut  our  ears  to  the  cry  of 
suffering  humanity  which  comes  to  us 
to  deliver  that  fruitful  land  from  the 
curse  of  the  Slave  Trade ;  and  it  is  not  a 
question  of  humanity  alone,  but  one  of 
self-interest  also.     We  cannot  find  that 
outlet  for  our  manufactures  which  is  so 
necessary  to  our  commercial  existence 
and  prosperity  in   communities  which 
have   been  deprived   of   all  their    in- 
habitants.    We    cannot    help    feeling 
disappointed  that  after  all  our  efforts 
so  little    seems   really  to    have    been 
done.      The    slave     traders    are     now 
spread  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Continent  of  Africa,  and  even 
the  discoveries  of    men    like    living- 
stone  and  Stanley  have  in  many  cases 
been  the  means  of  opening  out  fresh 
Slave  Trade  routes  and  encouraging  the 
Arabs    to  penetrate  into    the    in^rior 
further  than  they  have  ever  done  before. 
But  there  has  been  of  late  a  new  step 
taken  by  European  Powers  which  seems 
to  call  for  a  new  departure.     The  whole 
political  map  of  Afrfca  has  been  par- 
celled out  between  the  different  Powers 
of  Europe,  and  it  is  right  that  we  should 
call  upon  those  Powers  to  remember  that 
right  and  duty  are  correlative,  and  that 
the  advantages  they  hope  to  gather  from 
acquiring  a  sphere  of  influence  over  this 
Oontinent  carry  with  them  great    re- 
•ponsibihty.     We  could  not,  of  course, 
protest  against  other  nations   seeking 
new  openings  for  their  trade,  and  we 
wish  them  well,  but  at  the  same  time  our 
old  traditional  policy  calls  upon  us  to 
make  an  appeal  to  them  to  use  their  in- 
fluence to  put  down  this  great  evil  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  to  try  and  obtain  the 
benefit  of  united  action  in  doing  so.    At 
the    Congress    of    Verona,    at    which 
England,  Austria,  Prussia,  Russia,  and 
France  were  represented,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  brought  forward  resolutions 
urging  the  Powers  to  make  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy.     France  objected  on  the 
ground  that  such  a  proposition  was  ultra 
firee  of  the  political  Conference.     The 
result  was  that  nothing  actually   was 
done.      Since  that  Conference  various 
Powers  have  been  induced  to  make  the 
Slave  Trade  piracy,  and  have  granted 
each  other  a  mutual  right  of  search. 

Sir  J.  Kennaway 


Among  them  are  Austria,  Brazil,  Gher-^ 
many,     England,     Portugal,     Prussia, 
Russia  and  Spain,  and  as  late  as  1S62 
the  captain  of  a  vessel  was  hanged  at 
New  York  for  piracy.     For  some  yeara 
the  limited  right  of  search  was  granted 
by  the  French  Government,  but  at  the 
expiration  of  the  Treaty  of   1865  this 
power  was  withdrawn,   and  since  that 
time  no  right  of  search  has  existed  in 
regard  to  vessels  carrying  the  French, 
flag.    The  slave  traders  have  availed 
themselves  to  the  utmost  of  the  know- 
ledge of  this  fact,  and  I  believe  at  the- 
present    time,  by  the    payment  of  £5 
or  £6,  the  right  to  use  the  French  flag: 
can  be  obtained  at  Madagascar.     The* 
result  has  been  that  the  trade  under  the* 
French  flag  amounts  to  twice  as  much  aa 
that   under  any   other   flag,   and   our 
efforts    with   regard  to    cruisers    have* 
been  rendered  almost  entirely  nugatory. 
In  a  despatch  of  September  last.  Lord 
Salisbury  directed  that  the  attention  of 
the  French  Government  should  be  called 
to  the  flagrant  case  of  the  landing  of  75 
slaves  from  a  dhow  carrying  the  French, 
flag  under  the  guns  of  a  British  man-of- 
war.     The  result  was  that  orders  were 
sent  out  to  the  French  ships  to  look  out 
for  the  slave  traders,  and  catch  them  if 
possible.      Lord     Salisbury     followed 
that  up  by  an  important  despatch   in. 
October  to  Lord  Lytton,  pointing  out 
that  the  immunity  from  search  enjoyed 
by  vessels  flying  the  French  flag  was  an. 
encouragement  to  the  slavers  to  carry  on 
the  Slave  Trade  by  sea,  and  also  tended 
to  develop  it  on   land ;  and  that  that 
traffic  devastated  countries  which  the 
European  nations  were  endeavouring  to 
open  up  to  Christianity  and  civilization  ; 
and  he  asked  that  France  might  accord 
that  mutual  right  of  search  which  in  the> 
case  of  other  nations  had  not  in  its  opera- 
tion led  to  any  difficulty.    To  that  ap- 
peal no  answer  has  been  vouchsafed ; 
and  we  can  look  to  nothing  but  the 
strong  force  of  public  opinion  to  induce . 
France  to  change  her  attitude  on  the- 
subject.     A  gentleman  who  came  over 
here  with  Cardinal  Lavigerie,  and  wha 
is  an  active  supporter  of  the  French  Anti- 
Slavery  Society,   has   written  a  letter^ 
stating  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to- 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  French  Par- 
liament and  people  to  giving  English 
gunboats  the   right  to    search  vessels- 
carrying  the  French  flag.    He  recom- 
mends that  the  question  shall  be  dealt 
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with  from  a  general  point  of  riew,  and 
that  there  should  he  an  agitation  for  a 
rule  common  to  all  nations,  authoris- 
ing the  searching  of  vessels.  We 
must  reoogaise  what  is  the  position 
of  the  Government  of  France,  how  very 
delicate  is  the  condition  of  parties, 
and  how  unwilling  any  Prime  Minister 
with  a  majority  of  a  dozen  or  so 
must  be  to  enter  into  a  course  of  action 
that  might  render  him  unpopular.  We 
have  Treaties  with  Turkey;  but  they 
are  not  carried  out.  Jeddah,  which  is 
under  Turkish  dominion,  is  one  of  the 
p^at  marts  for  slaves,  and  while,  as  it 
IS  said,  there  are  a  thousand  eunuchs  in 
the  Palace  at  Oonstantinople,  it  is 
evident  the  Turks  will  be  unwilling  to 
curtail  the  source  from  which  supplies 
of  slaves  are  obtained.  On  the  17th  of 
September  Lord  Salisbury  asked  Bel- 
p^um  to  take  the  initiative  in  summon- 
ing a  Conference  to  which  Ghreat  Britain, 
Oermany,  France,  Spain,  and  Turkey 
should  be  invited.  Belgium  answered 
that  she  was  ready  to  do  so  if  the 
Powers  were  willing  to  come  together ; 
but,  in  the  month  of  November,  Lord 
Salisbury  wrote  and  said  he  thought 
the  occasion  was  not  opportune,  for 
various  reasons.  Whether  those  reasons 
were  the  complications  which  have  oc- 
curred in  Eaist  Africa,  or  that  the 
Powers  were  not  willing  to  take  part  in 
a  Conference,  was  not  stated.  AH  we 
know  is,  that  though  Lord  Salisbury 
earnestly  desired  to  act  in  the  matter, 
he  thought  the  occasion  was  inoppor- 
tune. It  is,  however,  to  be  hoped  that 
the  Conference  will  not  be  postponed  ad 
infinitum,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  will  lose  no  fitting  oppor- 
tunity of  pressing  it  forward.  We 
spend  large  sums  of  money  on  cruisers, 
and  at  present  that  money  is  thrown 
away,  partly  on  account  of  the  immunity 
enjoyed  by  slavers  under  the  Frencn 
flag,  and  partly  because  steam  launches 
are  needed  that  will  overtake  the  slave 
dhows,  which  at  present  outstrip  our 
ships  and  land  their  crews,  who  dis- 
appear in  the  bush.  It  would  seem  that 
the  time  is  now  very  opportune  for 
action  in  the  matter.  We  are  on  the 
very  best  terms  with  Germany ;  we  have, 
at  this  moment,  in  this  country  a  very 
important  Envoy  from  Germany;  and 
Oermany  is  under  some  obligation  to  us 
on  account  of  the  obloquy  we  have  been 
brought  under  from  fiuling  in  with  her 


proposals.  Among  the  questions  that 
will  come  before  the  Congress,  I  think 
that  of  domestic  slavery  in  the  Conga 
will  have  to  be  considered ;  and  we  may 
hope  it  will  result  in  the  formation  of 
that  International  Commission  which 
was  ordered  to  be  set  on  foot  at  the 
time  when  the  Congo  State  was  founded, 
because  it  is  said  that  great  irregu- 
larities have  occurred  in  that  State. 
But  while  we  endeavour  to  cut  off  the- 
supply  of  slaves,  it  is  necessary  also  to 
cut  off  the  demand ;  and  I  think  the 
Congress  should  be  asked  to  procure  the- 
abolition  of  the  legal  ttatut  of  slavery 
in  Mahommedan  countries,  and,  first 
and  foremost,  in  Pemba  and  Zanzibar. 
Through  our  occupation  of  Egypt,, 
slave  markets  are  no  longer  held 
there;  and  any  slave  may  now  go 
and  demand  his  freedom.  That 
is  being  carried  out  now,  under  a 
Treaty  which  took  effect  in  1884,  witk 
the  hearty  co-operation  of  the  Khedive. 
The  same  policy  was  to  have  been  pur- 
sued in  the  Soudan.  Much  has  been 
done  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
this  matter.  The  fact  that  Slave  Papers- 
have  been  presented  to  us  within  a 
month  or  two  of  the  actual  occurrences, 
instead  of  at  a  time  when  the  matters 
referred  to  have  become  ancient  history, 
deserves  recognition.  The  Gx)vernment 
have  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  at  their  back  in  this  matter*. 
We  hope  that,  amidst  all  the  difficulties 
attending  Foreign  Office  work,  and  in  the 
special  circumstances  attending  the  pre-^ 
sent  unhappy  state  of  things  in  East 
Africa,  the  Government  will  not  let  thi* 
matter  sleep,  but  will  realize  that  it  is  a  • 
question  on  which  the  country  has  set  it» 
heart  and  its  mind,  and  one  on  which  it 
will  not  relax  its  efforts  until  it  has  been, 
brought  to  a  successful  issue. 
♦Mb.  a.  E.  pease  ^Tork) :  I  am  very 
sanguine  this  Resolution  will  meet  wita 

general  approval,  and  I  am  not  without 
ope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  give  a  favourable  response  to  the 
appeals  made  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.      We    have    Lord    Salisbury's 
own    admission  of  the  necessity  of  a 
Conference,  and  the  expression  of  his- 
hope  that  the  question  is  only  postponed 
for  a  time.    I  am  sure  anyone  who  has* 
any  knowledge  of  the  horrors  of  this 
African  slave  traffic  must  regard  thie- 
question  of  an  International  Conference ' 
as  a  pressing  and  urgent  one.    During^* 
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their  miserable  accompaniments,  cross- 
ing over  Africa,  leaving  enormous  tracts 
of  cultivated  country,  equal  in  size  to 
European  countries,  desolate,  and  turn- 
ing   them   into   howling  wildernesses. 
We  cannot  shut  our  ears  to  the  cry  of 
Buffering  humanity  which  comes  to  us 
to  deliver  that  fruitful  land  from  the 
curse  of  the  Slave  Trade ;  and  it  is  not  a 
question  of  humanity  alone,  but  one  of 
self-interest  also.     We  cannot  find  that 
outlet  for  our  manufactures  which  is  so 
necessary  to  our  commercial  existence 
and  prosperity  in   communities  which 
have    been   deprived    of   all  their    in- 
habitants.     We    cannot    help    feeling 
disappointed  that  after  all  our  efforts 
so  little    seems   really  to    have    been 
done.      The    slave     traders    are     now 
spread  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Continent  of  Africa,  and   even 
the  discoveries  of    men    like    Living- 
stone and  Stanley  have  in  many  cases 
been  the  means  of  opening  out  fresh 
Slave  Trade  routes  and  encouraging  the 
Arabs    to  penetrate  into    the    interior 
further  than  they  have  ever  done  before. 
But  there  has  been  of  late  a  new  step 
taken  by  European  Powers  which  seems 
to  call  for  a  new  departure.     The  whole 
political  map  of  Africa  has  been  par- 
celled out  between  the  different  Powers 
of  Europe,  and  it  is  right  that  we  should 
call  upon  those  Powers  to  remember  that 
right  and  duty  are  correlative,  and  that 
the  advantages  they  hope  to  gather  from 
acquiring  a  sphere  of  influence  over  this 
Continent  carry  with   them   great    re- 
sponsibility.    We  could  not,  of  course, 
protest  against  other  nations    seeking 
new  openings  for  their  trade,  and  we 
wish  them  well,  but  at  the  same  time  our 
old  traditional  policy  calls  upon  us  to 
make  an  appeal  to  them  to  use  their  in- 
fluence to  put  down  this  great  evil  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  to  try  and  obtain  the 
benefit  of  united  action  in  doing  so.    At 
the    Congress    of    Verona,    at     which 
England,  Austria,  Prussia,  Russia,  and 
France  were  represented,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  brought  forward  resolutions 
urging  the  Powers   to  make  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy.     France  objected  on  the 
ground  that  such  a  proposition  was  ultra 
wire*  of  the  political  Conference.     The 
result  was  that  nothing  actually   was 
done.      Since  that  Conference  various 
Powers  have  been  induced  to  make  the 
Slave  Trade  pfraoy,  and  have  granted 
each  other  a  mutual  right  of  search. 

8%r  J.  Kennaway 


Among  them  are  Austria,  Brazil,  G^eiv 
many,     England,    Portugal,    Prus8ia^ 
Russia  and  Spain,  and  as  late  as  1862^ 
the  captain  of  a  vessel  was  hanged  at 
New  York  for  piracy.    For  some  years- 
the  limited  right  of  search  was  granted 
by  the  French  Government,  but  at  the 
expiration  of  the  Treaty  of  1865  this 
power  was  withdrawn,   and  sinoe  that 
time  no  right  of  search  has  existed  ia 
regard  to  vessels  carrying  the  Frenck 
flag.    The  slave  traders  have  availed 
themselves  to  the  utmost  of  the  know- 
ledge of  this  fact,  and  I  believe  at  the 
present    time,  by  the    payment  of  £5 
or  £6,  the  right  to  use  the  French  flag^ 
can  be  obtained  at  Madagascar.    The* 
result  has  been  that  the  trade  under  the 
French  flag  amounts  to  twice  as  much  as 
that   under  any   other   flag,   and   our 
efforts    with  regard  to    cruisers    have 
been  rendered  almost  entirely  nugatory. 
In  a  despatch  of  September  last.  Lord 
Salisbury  directed  that  the  attention  of 
the  French  Government  should  be  called 
to  the  flagrant  case  of  the  landing  of  75 
slaves  from  a  dhow  carrying  the  FrenclL 
flag  under  the  guns  of  a  British  man-of- 
war.     The  result  was  that  orders  were 
sent  out  to  the  French  ships  to  look  out 
for  the  slave  traders,  and  catch  them  if 
possible.      Lord     Salisbury     followed 
that  up  by  an  important  despatch   in. 
October  to  Lord  Lytton,  pointing  out 
that  the  immunity  from  search  enjoyed 
by  vessels  flying  the  French  flag  was  ao. 
encouragement  to  the  slavers  to  carry  on. 
the  Slave  Trade  by  sea,  and  also  tended 
to  develop  it  on   land ;  and  that  that 
traffic  devastated  countries   which  the 
European  nations  were  endeavouring  to 
open  up  to  Christianity  and  civilization  ; 
and  he  asked  that  France  might  accord 
that  mutual  right  of  search  which  in  the 
case  of  other  nations  had  not  in  its  opera-^ 
tion  led  to  any  difficulty.     To  that  ap- 
peal no  answer  has  been  vouchsafed ; 
and  we  can  look  to  nothing  but  the 
strong  force  of  public  opinion  to  induce . 
France  to  change  her  attitude  on  the 
subject.     A  gentleman  who  came  over 
here  with  Cardinal  Lavigerie,  and  whe 
is  an  active  supporter  of  the  French  Anti- 
Slavery   Society,   has  written  a  letter^ 
stating  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  to- 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  French  Par- 
liament and  people  to  giving  English 
gunboats  the    right   to    search  vessels- 
carrying  the  French  flag.    He  recom- 
mends that  the  question  shall  be  dealt 
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with  from  a  general  point  of  view,  and 
that  there  should  be  an  agitation  for  a 
rule  common  to  all  nations,  authoris- 
ing the  searching  of  vessels.  We 
must  recogaise  what  is  the  position 
of  the  Govemment  of  France,  how  very 
delicate  is  the  condition  of  parties, 
and  how  unwilling  any  Prime  Minister 
with  a  majority  of  a  dozen  or  so 
must  be  to  enter  into  a  course  of  action 
that  might  render  him  unpopular.  We 
have  Treaties  with  Turkey;  but  they 
are  not  carried  out.  Jeddah,  which  is 
under  Turkish  dominion,  is  one  of  the 
great  marts  for  slaves,  and  while,  as  it 
is  said,  there  are  a  thousand  eunuchs  in 
the  Palace  at  Constantinople,  it  is 
evident  the  Turks  will  be  unwilling  to 
curtail  the  source  from  which  supplies 
of  slaves  are  obtained.  On  the  17th  of 
September  Lord  Salisbury  asked  Bel- 
gium to  take  the  initiative  in  summon- 
ing a  Conference  to  which  Great  Britain, 
Oermany,  France,  Spain,  and  Turkey 
should  be  invited.  Belgium  answered 
that  she  was  ready  to  do  so  if  the 
Powers  were  willing  to  come  together ; 
but,  in  the  month  of  November,  Lord 
Salisbury  wrote  and  said  he  thought 
the  occasion  was  not  opportune,  for 
various  reasons.  Whether  those  reasons 
were  the  complications  which  have  oc- 
curred in  East  Africa,  or  that  the 
Powers  were  not  willing  to  take  part  in 
a  Conference,  was  not  stated.  AH  we 
know  is,  that  though  Lord  Salisbury 
earnestly  desired  to  act  in  the  matter, 
he  thought  the  occasion  was  inoppor- 
tune. It  is,  however,  to  be  hoped  that 
the  Conference  will  not  be  postponed  ad 
infinitum^  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vernment  will  lose  no  fitting  oppor- 
tunity of  pressing  it  forward.  We 
spend  large  sums  of  money  on  cruisers, 
and  at  present  that  money  is  thrown 
away,  partly  on  account  of  the  immunity 
enjoyed  by  slavers  under  the  French 
flag,  and  partly  because  steam  launches 
are  needed  that  will  overtake  the  slave 
dhows,  which  at  present  outstrip  our 
ships  and  land  their  crews,  who  dis- 
appear in  the  bush.  It  would  seem  that 
the  time  is  now  very  opportune  for 
action  in  the  matter.  We  are  on  the 
very  best  terms  with  Germany ;  we  have, 
at  this  moment,  in  this  country  a  very 
important  Envoy  from  Germany;  and 
Germany  is  under  some  obligation  to  us 
on  account  of  the  obloquy  we  have  been 
brought  under  from  falling  in  with  her 


proposals.  Among  the  questions  that 
will  come  before  the  Congress,  I  think 
that  of  domestic  slavery  in  the  Congo 
will  have  to  be  considered  ;  and  we  may 
hope  it  will  result  in  the  formation  of 
that  International  Commission  which 
was  ordered  to  be  set  on  foot  at  the 
time  when  the  Congo  State  was  founded, 
because  it  is  said  that  great  irregu- 
larities have  occurred  in  that  State. 
But  while  we  endeavour  to  cut  off  the* 
supply  of  slaves,  it  is  necessary  also  to 
cut  off  the  demand;  and  I  think  the 
Confi;ress  should  be  asked  to  procure  the- 
abolition  of  the  legal  9tatut  of  slavery 
in  Mahommedan  countries,  and,  first 
and  foremost,  in  Pemba  and  Zanzibar. 
Through  our  occupation  of  Egypt,, 
slave  markets  are  no  longer  held 
there;  and  any  slave  may  now  go 
and  demand  his  freedom.  That 
is  being  carried  out  now,  under  a 
Treaty  which  took  effect  in  1884,  with 
the  hearty  co-operation  of  the  Khedive. 
The  same  policy  was  to  have  been  pur- 
sued in  the  Soudan.  Much  has  been 
done  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  - 
this  matter.  The  fact  that  Slave  Papers^ 
have  been  presented  to  us  within  a 
month  or  two  of  the  actual  occurrences, 
instead  of  at  a  time  when  the  matters 
referred  to  have  become  ancient  history, 
deserves  recognition.  The  Government 
have  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  at  their  back  in  this  matter.- 
We  hope  that,  amidst  all  the  difficulties 
attending  Foreign  Office  work,  and  in  the 
special  circumstances  attending  the  pre-^ 
sent  unhappy  state  of  things  in  East 
Africa,  the  Government  will  not  let  thiv 
matter  sleep,  but  will  realize  that  it  is  a 
question  on  which  the  country  has  set  it» 
heart  and  its  mind,  and  one  on  which  it 
will  not  relax  its  efforts  until  it  has  been, 
brought  to  a  successful  issue. 
*Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York) :  I  am  verr 
sanguine  this  Resolution  wUl  meet  wita 

general  approval,  and  I  am  not  without 
ope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
win  give  a  favourable  response  to  the 
appeals  made  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.      We    have    Lord    Salisbury'* 
own    admission  of  the  necessity  of  a 
Conference,  and  the  expression  of  his- 
hope  that  the  question  is  only  postponed 
for  a  time.    I  am  sure  anyone  who  has- 
any  knowledge  of  the  horrors  of  this 
African  slave  traffic  must  regard  this- 
question  of  an  International  Conference  > 
as  a  pressing  and  urgent  one.    During^' 
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our  control  the  whole  country  up  to 
Khartoum,  now  ag^ain  the  centre  ox  the 
Slave  Trade,  but  we  should  be  able  to  go 
through  the  600  miles  of  independent 
country  between  Emin  Pasha  and  the 
Congo  Hiver.  When  Belgium  under- 
took great  commercial  interest  on 
the  Congo,  it  might  have  been 
thought  that  Belgium  would  deter- 
mine that  slavery  should  be  put  a 
stop  to  ;  but  when  Stanley  started  from 
Zanzibar  to  relieye  Emin  Pasha,  he 
took  with  him  Tippoo  Tib,  the  greatest 
slave  trader  in  the  world.  Tippoo  Tib 
has  since  been  appointed  GK>vemor  of 
Stanley  Falls,  an  j,  instead  of  givine  up 
the  Slave  Trade,  does  just  as  he  did  be- 
fore, to  the  great  disgrace  and  dis- 
^•redit  of  those  who  employed  him. 
Then,  what  has  taken  place  at 
Zanzibar?  Mr.  Stanley  has  stated 
clearly  that  when  he  got  to  Zanzibar 
he  was  astonished  at  the  state  of  affairs 
there.  He  found  that  the  GFermans  had 
i)een  placed  in  possession  of  a  large 
tract  of  coast.  The  trade  with  which 
we  had  been  connected  had  been  en- 
^tirely  destroyed,  and  the  colonization  of 
the  Germans,  however  well-intentioned, 
had  ended  in  a  stupendous  blow  being 
dealt  not  against,  but  in  favour  of,  the 
Slave  Trade.  We  ought  to  have  de- 
manded compensation  for  the  injuries 
which  our  British-Indian  subjects  have 
suffered.  That  is  a  subject  which  de- 
mands the  serious  consideration  of  this 
country,  and  we  ought  to  do  everything 
in  our  power  to  protect  their  interests. 
It  is  not  too  late  even  now,  and  I 
venture  to  hope  the  Government  will 
have  the  courage  to  demand  from 
Germany  that  compensation  which  our 
British-Indian  subjects  so  fully  deserve. 
And  briefly  now  let  me  touch  upon  this 
-question  as  it  concerns  the  Gt>ld  Coast, 
what  is  the  town  in  the  neighbourhood 
— in  the  immediate  neighbourhood— of 
the  Gold  Coast,  which  furnishes  the 
largest  number  of  slaves  for  sale  in  the 
course  of  the  year?  Why,  it  is  the 
town  of  Salagha,  120  miles  from  our 
frontier.  There  are  never  less  than 
30,000  slaves  sold  there  every  year. 
Even  our  own  people  are  in  the  habit  of 
buying  6,000  or  8,000  slaves,  who  are 
taken  back  to  the  Gk>ld  Coast,  and  the 
authorities  know  it  to  be  done;  but, 
1>ecause  these  slaves  are  exchanged  for 
goods  and  the  trade  is  prosperous,  it  is 
jJlowed  to  go  on.    Why  should  we  not 
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do  as  we  did  before  in  the  case  of  our 
Possessions  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
put  a  stop  to  this  horrible  trade? 
The  largest  town  in  our  Protec- 
torate near  the  Slave  Market  is  Panto, 
containing  5,000  inhabitants.  My 
authority  was  in  Salagha  in  time  to  see 
the  arrival  of  two  caravans,  the  one  oon- 
taining  400,  the  other  500  slaves.  He  saw 
an  old  woman  of  80  bought  for  a  few 
cowries  of  the  value  of  8s.,  to  look  after 
five  or  six  little  children  from  two  to  ten 
years  old,  who  were  sold  at  the  same 
time.  The  men  to  be  sold  came  in  after 
a  march  of  two  or  three  months,  with 
their  right  hands  tied  in  a  knot  behmd 
their  necks,  and  from  the  first  to  the  last  a 
rope  was  passed  through,  so  that  the 
Arab  dealers,  if  they  pulled  it,  could 
drag  down  all  these  men  at  onoe.  To 
the  north  and  north-west  of  our  Ghdd 
Coast  there  is  a  country  densely  popu- 
lated, but  which  has  never  been  explored 
by  Europeans.  The  people  there  are  idl 
pagans,  and  there  is  a  certain  King 
Jaberima  there,  who  has  15,000  men, 
mostly  mounted,  and  all  well  armed. 
They  are  Mahommedans.  With  them 
he  oesieges  villages  and  towns,  carries 
off  the  men,  women,  and  children,  and 
kill  the  men  who  resist.  All  the  men 
who  fight  he  mows  down  unmeroiftiUy. 
Salagha  is  comparatively  close  to  onr 
frontier,  and  we  ought  to  show  onr 
willingness  to  forego  anything  we  might 
otherwise  gain,  and  make  a  start  and 
do  something  in  the  interest  of  thoee 
unfortunate  creatures.  All  these  faoti 
can  be  verified  by  two  gentlemen  in 
this  country  at  present.  1  do  not  like 
to  weary  the  House  by  too  many  state* 
ments  of  this  kind,  because  there  will  be 
many  hon.  Members  anxious  to  tpeaki 
but  these  are  matters  which  certainly' 
deserve  our  most  serious  consideration. 
There  is  another  subject  which  is  of 
interest  to  the  House  in  whioh 
I  would  say  a  word.  I  hold  m 
my  hand  a  letter  written  in  Angoet 
by  Mr.  Bonner  to  Mr.  Jamiesoni 
which  states  that  Mr.  Stanley  has 
arrived  at  IJnana,  some  500  or  600 
miles  from  Stanley  Falls,  bringing 
with  him  ISO  Zanzibarese,  and  66  ^ 
Emin  Pasha's  porters.  That  shows  that 
Emin  Pasha  was  able  to  give  him 
a  certain  number  of  porters.  AH 
Stanley's  own  followers  would  appear 
to  have  been  dissipated  in  some  way  or 
other,  but  it  would  seem  that   Emin 
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Paaha  has  been  able  not  only  to  hold  his 
own,    but  has  been  in  a  position  to 

fTO  Stanley  a  certain  number  of  porters, 
will  not  read  anything  farther  in  the 
letter,  as  it  is  a  sad  subject  to  me.  I 
feel  most  grateful  to  all  my  friends  who 
have  so  kindly  expressed  their  sympathy 
to  me  in  my  terrible  loss,  and  I  certainly 
feel  grateful  to  my  country  for  having 
valued  as  it  has  done  the  services  of  my 
poor  son.  This  brings  me  to  the  great 
question  of  what  must  be  done  in  the 
present  condition  of  affairs.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  first  thing  is  to  determine, 
and  having  determined,  to  maintain 
those  spheres  of  influence  which 
we  have  laid  down  for  ourselves. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  are  bold  enough 
to  think  that  this  is  not  a  policy  too 
great  for  this  country.  We  ought  to 
know  our  own  minds,  and  not  to  five  in 
to  any  other  nation.  We  have  said  that 
our  sphere  of  influence  should  extend 
from  the  south  to  the  Zambesi,  the 
magnificent  waterway  up  which  so  many 
of  our  missionaries  have  lost  their  lives. 
Our  missionaries,  with  the  Bible  in  their 
hands,  whom  we  as  a  nation  are  bound 
in  every  way  to  protect,  have  been  the 
pioneers  into  those  regions.  I  am 
proud  in  this  connection  to  mention  a 
Sussex  man.  Bishop  Hannington,  $an4 
p$ur  et  9ani  nprocki^  who  has  done 
everything  that  a  good  and  religious 
man  could  do  for  the  work  he  took  in 
hand.  But  he  is  only  a  tvpe  of  those 
who  have  gone  forth  to  proclaim  the  glad 
tidings  to  those  unfortunate  people  whom, 
I  hope,  we  shall  never  neglect.  Portugal 
is  a  country  we  should  help  in  every  way 
in  our  power ;  but  she  is  not  a  colonizing 
countrv  like  England.  I  say,  with  pride, 
that  tnere  is  no  other  nation  which 
has  the  same  gift  of  colonization  as  the 
English  nation  has.  We  ought  to  deal 
liberally  with  Portugal,  but  at  the  same 
time  we  should  ask  for  Delagoa  Bay. 
We  have  lands  on  the  West  Coast  we 
could  well  exchange  with  Portugal.  It 
is  only  by  stating  what  we  want  and 
what  lands  we  are  prepared  to  throw 
our  protecting  shield  over  that  a  great 
country  like  ours  can  do  its  duty.  But 
there  is  another  question.  Operations 
by  land  have  been  talked  about — though 
they  have  been  touched  upon  very 
lightly,  because  the  question,  as  every- 
one knows,  is  a  difficult  one.  Such 
operations  may  in  certain  eventualities 
from  time  to  time  be  necessary,  but  I 


will  put  that  question  aside.  We  have 
companies,  the  East  Africa  Company, 
for  example,  at  this  moment  anxious  to 
do  their  duty.  The  East  Africa  Oompany 
has  a  large  tract  of  land  running  up  to 
the  Albert  Nyanza,  and  we  know  from 
Mr.  Mackenzie  that  nothing  has  been 
left  undone  on  their  part  to  obtain  the 
affections  of  the  natives.  That  is  the  best 
civilizing  influence  that  can  be  used. 
We  are  bound  to  give  these  countries 
every  aid  and  protection  in  our  power, 
especially  by  sea.  Well,  there  is  another 
company  proposed  to  operate  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin.  Nothing,  it 
seems  to  me,  would  do  more  good  to  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  man  if  we 
could  get  a  company  to  go  there.  I 
deeply  regret  that  the  railway  between 
that  place  and  Berber  has  never  been 
carried  out.  If  we  had  had  the  pluck 
which  some  of  our  ancestors  possessed, 
we  might  have  sent  a  little  expedition 
across  the  country,  and  then  Gordon 
would  have  been  still  alive ;  and  if  we 
had  the  railway,  though  we  should  pre- 
vent  a  good  deal  of  traffic  going  down 
the  Nile,  we  should  have  turned  it  in  a 
direction  where  it  would  be  a  great  deal 
more  profitable,  and  where  it  would 
operate  as  a  material  safeguard  against 
the  Slave  Trade.  It  is  because  I  believe 
that  companies  are  anxious  to  undertake 
the  arduous  duty  of  extending  the  civi- 
lizing influence  of  this  country  and  will 
carry  out  the  duty  loyally  that  I  press 
this  particular  question  on  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  I  will  only  say  in  conclu- 
sion that,  as  one  of  the  greatest  nations 
in  the  world,  as  the  country  which  has 
done  more  than  any  other  to  promote 
civilization,  we  ought  to  do  all  that  lies 
in  our  power  to  promote  the  peace,  civi- 
lization,- prosperity,   and  happiness  of 

these  people.   

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  moved  this  Reso- 
lution possesses  an  hereditary  interest  in 
this  question,  and  I  personally  cannot 
but  feel  a  national  interest  in  it,  as  I 
remember  that  the  great  man  who  for 
13  years  in  this  House  fought  the  battle 
of  freedom  acknowledged  his  obligations 
to  the  Irish  Members  of  the  Unreformed 
Parliament  of  that  day.  As  far  as  I  re- 
member, this  Resolution  is  in  the  very 
words  of  the  Resolution  which  stirred 
the  great  heart  of  humanity  and  the 
conscience  of  the  world  at  the  great 
meeting  held  in  Prince's  Hall  when 
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Oardinal  Lavi^erie  made  his  magnifi- 
cent speech.  Bishop  Hannington,  whom 
I  have  the  honour  of  knowing,  and 
Bishop  Smythies,  who  knows  more  of 
this  portion  of  Africa  than  any  other 
man,  are  in  exact  accord  with  the  Mover 
of  the  Besolution,  that  no  great  good  is 
to  be  expected  from  armed  expeditions 
into  the  interior.  Bishop  Smy  thies  writes 
that  where  a  British  mission  is  esta- 
blished, there  slavery  gradually  disap- 
pears in  all  its  worst  forms,  and  that  mis- 
sionary zeal  is  the  only  effective  remedy 
for  the  evil.  The  Bishop  further  writes 
that  great  good  will  also  combine  to  de- 
clare the  Slave  Trade  piracy  and  to  act 
on  the  declaration.  I  believe  also  that 
we  might  reckon  on  the  co-operation  of 
Mahommedan  Powers.  It  is  true  that 
the  Koran  recognizes  domestic  slavery ; 
but  the  sanctity  of  the  conjugal  tie  is 
respected  and  children  are  not  separated 
from  their  parents.  In  spite  of  the  many 
revolting  features  of  American  slavery 
the  owners  always  had  regard  to  the 
health  and  productive  capabilities  of 
their  slaves.  But  no  such  mitigating  cir- 
cumstances exists  in  the  hideous  traffic 
in  Africa  with  which  this  country  has  so 
long  contended.  There  ought  to  be  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  a  Conference  of 
the  European  Powers,  for  on  this  question 
there  are  no  jealousies  of  nationality, 
no  parties,  no  conflicting  interests.  It 
is  a  question  upon  which  all  the  countries 
of  Europe  are  united  by  the  bonds  of 
human  sympathy.  I  have  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Besolution. 
*SiK  L.  PELLY  (Hackney,  N.) :  There 
is  no  question  concerning  the  evils  of 
slavery,  although  the  domestic  slavery 
in  Asia  is  not,  perhaps,  so  cruel  a  crime 
as  was  that  of  predial  slavery  in  the 
West,  where  a  white  man  might  drive 
a  nigger  to  death  for  the  sake  of  en- 
hanced profits  in  sugar,  or  what  not. 
Still,  whatever  may  be  the  shades  of 
difference  in  slavery,  slavery  is  every- 
where so  great  an  evil,  that  every  man 
in  this  House  will  do  his  utmost  to  put 
a  stop,  not  only  to  the  Slave  Trade,  but 
to  the  status  of  slavery.  But  how  is 
this  to  be  done  ?  It  does  not  necessarily 
follow  that,  because  this  widely- spread 
evil  pervades  two  Continents,  therefore 
the  Government  of  these  Islands  should 
feel  itself  bound  to  cope  with  and  able 
to  destroy  it.  Nevertheless,  we  have 
done  what  we  could  in  many  ways.  We 
have  for  generations  past  maintained 
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Her  Majesty's    ships  along'   the  Sast 
Coast  of  Africa,   watching    the    alaye 
craft,  destroying  dhows,   and   enfran- 
chising slaves.    I  know  from  my  own 
official  experience  in  the  territories  of 
Zanzibar  that  so  long  ago  as  1861  thi» 
country  was  assured  that  if  it  would 
only  persevere  in  its  naval  operations 
against  the  Slave  Trade  for  a  few  years 
longer,   that    trade    would    be    extin- 
guished.    Yet  now,  in  1889,   we  are 
told  on  authority  that  the  Slave  Trade 
is  more  active  and  thriving  than  ever^ 
and  the  Kesolution  now  before  us  de- 
clares, on  the  face  of  it,  that  it  is  in 
consequence  oi  the  increase  and  exten- 
sion of  the  trade  that  the  Hesolution  it- 
self is  framed,  and  that  it  is  becaose 
the  time  is  opportune  that  the  Hesolu- 
tion proposes  an  International  Confer- 
ence, and  expresses  a  hope  that  countriee 
like  Turkey,  Arabia,  and  Persia  may  be 
induced  to  abolish  the  status  of  slavery* 
Well,  one  thing  is  plain,  that  the  use 
of   naval    force    during    a    generatioa 
along  the  East  Coast  of  Africa  has  ad- 
mittedly failed.     No  doubt  the  ships 
we  are  now  able  to  station  between  the 
Mozambique  Channel  and  the  Gulf  of 
Aden   are    both  swifter  and  in  eveij 
way  superior  to  the  five-knot  g^nboate 
that  used  to  steam  with  green  wood 
after  swift  dhows  in  1861.     But  still  it 
is  absurd  to  suppose  that  half  a  dozen 
vessels,  dependent  upon  coal,  can  sue* 
cessfully  watch  the  indentationB  of  a 
savage  coast-line,  beset  with  6oral  reefs- 
and  rapid  currents,  and  extending  from 
18  degrees  south  latitude  to  11  degrees- 
north.    Nor  is  it  to  be  expected  that  the- 
Admiralty  will  permanently  retain  on 
the    East  Coast  the  force  with  whi6h. 
they  have  complemented  the   German 
Squadron  in  the  blockade.  I  am  aware  it 
is  understood  that  the  Islands  of  Pemba 
and  Zanzibar  are  now  to  be  blockaded, 
and  no  doubt  the  present  blockadinff^ 
squadron  can  lay  out  their  boats  and 
encircle  these  Islands,  and    drive  the 
Arabs  there  ashore  up  into   a  comer. 
But  what  then  ?    Suppose  you  find  the 
Arabs,  you  cannot  touch  them.    They 
will    embark    in    their     craft    under 
your  very  noses,  and   sail   off  to  the 
mainland,  where  they  will  again  pro- 
secute    their     nefarious    trade,    ^ut 
to  return  to  the  Hesolution.    I  confess 
my  inability  to  concur  with  the  Mover 
that  the   present  time  is  particularly 
opportune  for  Her  Majesty's  GoTem-- 
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ment  Tolunteering  a  leading  part  in 
an  Intematiooal  Conference  for  the 
Buppression  of  slavery  in  the  East. 
There  was  a  time,  and  I  witnessed  it, 
when  the  representation  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  tenfold  more  powerful 
than  it  is  at  present.  Aye,  from  the 
Indus  along  the  coast  of  Mekran, 
round  the  shore  line  of  the  Gulfs  of 
Persia  and  Oman,  along  the  coast  of  the 
Arabian  Peninsular,  thence  across  to  Cape 
Ouardafui,  and  so  along  the  East  Coast 
of  Africa  to  the  borders  of  ithe 
Portuguese  Settlements,  the  word  of  the 
British  Kepresentative  was  almost  law. 
But  those  days  are  gone.  I  do  not  at- 
tribute the  decadence  to  any  question 
connected  with  the  Slave  Trade  in  par- 
ticular, but  rather  to  the  evolution  of 
European  States,  and  to  the  opening  of 
the  Suez  Canal.  But  the  fact  remains 
that  in  Asia  and  Africa  we  are  not  what 
we  were,  and  that  the  present  day,  as 
compared  with  days  gone  by,  cannot  be 
regarded  as  opportune.  Again,  the 
Mover  of  the  Resolution  suggests 
the  most  desirable  object  of  inducing 
Turkey,  Arabia,  and  Persia  to  abolish 
within  their  several  territories  the  status 
of  slavery,  for  he,  doubtless,  feels  that 
in  this,  as  in  other  trades,  supply  will 
endeavour  to  follow  demand.  It  is 
likely  that,  if  powerful  combined 
pressure  be  brought  to  bear  on  Persia 
she  will  make  promises,  but  will  she, 
can  she,  fulfil  them  ?  Her  slave  demand 
is  one  which  rests  upon  national  opinion, 
and  I  venture  to  question  whether  there 
be  anj  sudden,  exterior  cure  for  an 
ancient  social  disease.  Anyway,  if 
Persia  does  crush  the  slave  status,  she 
has  become  a  very  different  country 
from  what  she  was  when  I  resided  1 1 
years  within  her  limits.  Nevertheless, 
by  all  means  try  a  Conference ;  try 
moral  force,  as  physical  force  has  failed. 
One  hon.  Member  has  cited  an  instance 
in  which  the  commander  of  a  British 
man-of-war,  lying  in  the  Cove  of 
Muscat,  ordered  a  fugitive  slave  off  his 
deck.  Well,  he  was  lying  in  territorial 
waters,  and  his  proper  course  would  have 
been  to  communicate  with  the  British 
Consul  and  the  Sultan.  But  if  you  will 
neither  apply  to  your  own  civil 
authority,  nor  to  the  head  of  the  State, 
nor  to  his  functionaries,  what  can  you 
expect  ?  I  can  only  say  that  the  Sultaa 
of  Muscat  has  never  failed  to  respond  to 
my  wishes  when  I  have  made  a  similar 
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application  to  him.  But,  be  all  that  as 
it  may,  of  this  rest  assured — that  boats 
scouring  along  the  shore  line  of  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  will  incur  many 
dangers,  will  harass  trade,  and, 
as  experience  has  amply  shown,  achieve 
no  practical  permanent  good. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES  (Durham): 
The  House  must  feel  the  force  of  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke.  The  weight  of  experience 
and  the  great  knowledge  which  he  pos- 
sesses on  this  question  entitle  us  to  re- 
gard with  the  greatest  respect  whatever 
falls  from  him  upon  this  question.  A 
Conference  limited  in  its  operations  and 
kept  within  well-defined  limits  might  be 
valuable,  but  a  Conference  such  as  has 
been  suggested,  not  in  this  but  in  pre- 
vious debates,  might  give  rise  to  serious 
commercial  and  political  complications, 
which  might  be  extremely  detrimental 
and  prejudicial  to  the  object  which  we 
have  in  view.  Where  is  the  Slave  Trade, 
and  where  is  it  to  be  dealt  with?  I 
suppose  it  may  be  assumed  that,  at  anv 
rate  at  present,  it  is  impossible  to  reach 
the  Slave  Trade  at  its  source.  You  can 
only  do  that  by  a  gradual  process  of 
civilization.  Therefore,  you  are  com- 
pelled to  grapple  with  the  Slave  Trade  at 
its  outset,  which  is  almost  entirely  con- 
fined to  the  littoral  of  the  Red  Sea.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  there  is  a  consider- 
able Slave  Trade  along  the  coast  of 
Zanzibar,  I  think  it  woidd  not  be  a  dif- 
ficult thing  for  the  Government  to  con- 
clude a  Treaty  with  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,  whereby  a  system  of  reg^tra- 
tion  might  be  introduced,  and  the 
gradual  extinction  of  the  Slave  Trade  so 
effected.  I  understand  from  authorita- 
tive sources  that  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar 
is  disposed  to  treat  with  the  English 
Power  and  with  no  other  European 
Powers.  But  where  is  this  great  evil  of  . 
the  Slave  Trade  chiefly  to  be  found? 
Along  the  Red  Sea,  and  its  destination 
is  Jeddah,  and  it  is  distributed  by 
various  channels  through  a  large  ex- 
tent of  Asia  Minor.  Considering  the 
relations  which  we  hold  with  Turkey,  it 
is  a  perfect  scandal  that  an  open  slave 
market  should  be  permitted  to  exist  at 
Jeddah.  I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson)  whether  it  is  possible  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  make  such 
representations  to  the  Sultan  of  Turkey 
as  wiU  finally  stop  this  slave  market  at 
Jeddah?    The  traffic  is  carried  on  by 
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means  of  dhows,  which  chiefly  convey 
the  slaves  across  the  Ked  Sea  at  night 
time.  The  means  of  suppressing  the 
Slave  Trade  consists  of  some  Ave  gun- 
boats which  steam  at  the  rate  of  about 
Ave  knots.  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  necessity  of  organizing  an 
Intelligence  Department,  whereby  in- 
formation would  be  afforded  as  to  the 
movements  of  slave  dhows  along  the 
coast.  Now,  from  information  which 
recently  appeared  in  the  French  jour- 
nals, it  would  appear  that  the  Arab 
slave  dealers  have  the  most  perfect 
system  of  information.  They  know  the 
whereabouts  of  Her  Majesty's  boats, 
and  the  information  is  conveyed  through 
various  channels  along  the  coast,  and 
they  seize  the  time  for  transmitting  their 
slaves  across  the  channel,  when  they 
know  there  is  no  probability  of  an  effec- 
tive prevention  by  Her  Majesty's  vessels. 
I  should  wish  to  point  out  that  for  im- 
mediate purposes  something  of  a  useful 
character  might  be  effected  by  the 
organization  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  an  Intelligence  Department 
which  could  employ  gunboats  steaming 
rapidly  along  the  coast,  and  per- 
forming duties  that  would  put  a 
stop  to  the  Slave  Market  at  Jeddah. 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  difiUculty  in  putting  an  end  to  the 
present  abuse  of  the  French  flag,  and  I 
trust  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  be 
able  to  state  that  a  Convention  will 
speedily  be  concluded  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
France,  whereby  that  abuse  will  once 
for  all  be  stopped. 

*SiK  E.  TEMPLE  (Evesham) :  As  the 
House  is  aware,  I  never  rise  to  address 
it  unless  I  have  had  some  experience — 
often  of  a  hard  and  laborious  character 
— in  regard  to  at  least  some  portion  of 
the  subject  imder  debate.  Of  course,  I 
cannot  pretend  to  a  knowledge  of  the 
vast  region,  comprised  in  this  debate, 
extending  from  about  1,500  south  of  the 
Equator  to  about  1,500  miles  north  of 
the  Line ;  but,  at  any  rate,  I  do  know 
something  of  the  North  East  Coast  of  the 
African  Continent,  inasmuch  as  I  have 
had  to  govern  Aden,  which  is  a  coaling 
station  and  port  opposite  the  north- 
eastern comer,  and  also  the  islands  of 
Socotra  outside,  and  of  Perim,  a  mari- 
time station  inside  the  strait  of  the  Bed 
Sea.  I  have  had  to  do  with  the  political 
affairs  of  the  Bed  Sea  and  theTersian 
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Gtdf,  and  especially  the  OonsnlAte  of 
Jeddah.  Therefore,  I  have  had  some 
practical  experience  in  relation  to  the 
question  under  discussion,  and  I  cannot 
but  express  the  hope  that,  whatever  may 
be  the  result  of  this  debate,  whether  it 
may  lead  to  a  Conference  or  not,  whether 
we  decide  on  stopping  the  slave  traffio 
at  its  source,  or  on  arresting  it  at  its 
outlets,  at  all  events  it  will  go  forth  to 
England  and  to  the  world  at  large  that 
the  British  House  of  Commons  does. 
from  the  bottom  of  its  heart,  denoonce 
this  African  slavery  as  the  greatest 
of  all  crimes  perpetrated  under 
Heaven  in  this,  the  nineteenth  oentmy. 
I  trust  also  that  it  will  this  evening 
register  a  vow  that,  as  far  as  in  it  lies, 
it  will  do  its  very  utmost  to  suppress 
this  most  inhuman  and  iofemal  tniffie. 
This  country  has  preponderating  power 
in  the  north- west  of  Africa,  and  we  aie 
one  of  the  several  Powers  among  whieh 
the  control  of  the  central  continent  is 
divided.  In  the  first  plaoe  we  havSi 
most  honourably  to  ourselves,  created 
and  maintained  missionary  establish- 
ments throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country.  These  mission*. 
aries  fortunately  have  friends  in  Eng- 
land who  can  make  their  voices '  heard 
within  the  walls  of  this  House.  We 
have  establishments  on  the  Zambesii 
we  have  influence  on  the  Congo,  we 
have  jurisdiction  on  the  Gold  OoflMt 
and  on  the  Niger,  we  have  domina- 
tion over  Egypt,  and  last  December  we 
resolved  to  keep  Suakin.  Whether  omr 
resolve  in  this  latter  respect  was  right  or 
wrong,  having  decided  to  keep  Suakin, 
we  are  bound  to  fulfil  the  responsibilities 
of  that  position,  and  the  most  important 
of  these  has  reference  to  the  Slave  TxadOi 
Now  this  hateful  traffic  exists  from  one 
end  of  that  vast  continent  to  the  othoTi 
and  it  is  said  to  be  on  the  increase.  Ts 
this  description  the  southern  part  of  the 
Continent  under  British  influence  or 
jurisdiction  is  the  sole  ezceptioB. 
It  is  most  truly  heartrending  to 
read  the  tales,  which  are  toild, 
as  I  believe,  with  scarcely  a  tings 
of  exaggeration,  of  the  horrors  attsnd- 
ing,  not  so  much  the  Slave  Iiads^ 
as  the  process  of  slave  capture,  and  the 
bringing  away  of  the  victims  from  the 
interior  of  the  country  to  the  ooasi 
with  a  terrific  loss  of  African  lifbii 
From  numerous  regions  in  Africa,  frMi 
the  sources  of  the  Zambesi|  iraa  dio 
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upper  reaches  of  the  Gongo,  where 
LiTingstone  onoe '  laboured,  from  the 
heart  of  the  Dark  OoDtinent  iteelf, 
from  the  Bouroes  of  the  Niger, 
from  the  shores  of  Lake  Tchad,  ^m 
the  head  waters  of  the  Nile  and  its 
lower  mid-valley,  from  the  coast  of 
Zanzibar — from  each  and  all  of  these 
portions  of  the  great  African  territory 
the  blood  of  murdered  Africans  cries 
aloud  to  Heaven.  We  have  listened 
to  the  testimony  of  African  travel- 
lers, such  as  Speke  and  Ghrant, 
and  Livingstone  and  Cameron — all 
of  whom  furnish  ample  evidence  of 
the  extent  to  which  this  abominable 
traffic  prevails.  Besides  our  power  in 
Africa  we  possess  much  influence  else- 
where. We  have  influence  with  Turkey, 
Arabia,  Persia,  and  other  Asiatic 
regions,  and  that  influence  we  are  bound 
to  exercise  in  order  to  put  down  this 
nefarious  trade  which  is  carried  on  by 
the  Arabs,  a  race  which  forms  the  most 
important  factor  in  Africa.  Bom 
beneath  the  cloudless  skies  of  Arabia, 
in  a  climate  that  nerves  the  physical 
energies,  and  hardens  the  character, 
they  have  left  their  arid  fatherland  and 
crossed  the  Bed  Sea  to  the  fertile  tracts 
of  Africa.  Thus  they  have  acquired 
a  domination  over  the  whole  of  the 
Northern  and  Oentral  Continent,  which 
for  centuries  they  have  held.  Not  more 
surely  does  the  Indian  tiger  tnu^  down 
and  prey  upon  the  deer,  the  antelope,  and 
the  gaselle  than  do  these  Arab  hunters 
— I  will  not  call  them  traders — ^pursue 
and  prey  upon  the  flesh  and  blood  and 
muscle — nay  upon  the  very  lives— of 
these  poor  Africans.  The  Arabs  con- 
stitute indeed  a  prime  mover  in  most 
of  the  political  movements  connected 
with  the  African  Continent.  What  is  it 
that  has  disturbed  the  relations  between 
the  Gherman  Establishment  near  Zanzi- 
bar and  the  natives  ?  The  slave  trade 
and  the  influence  of  the  Arabs.  What 
was  it  that  made  Egyptian  rule  im- 
possible in  the  Soudan  f  The  slave  trade 
and  the  Arabs.  What  was  it  that  nerved 
the  soldiers  of  the  Mahdi  in  the  gallant 
resistance  they  offered  to  the  trained 
disdpline  and  scientific  arms  of  our 
English  troops  ?  Why,  the  slave  trade. 
Every  one  of  the  men  who  thus  opposed 
us  was  either  a  slave  holder  or  a  slave 
trader,  or  both  combined.  These 
Arab  hordes  oome  swooping  down 
like  the  simoom  wind  of  their  Ara- 
Uaa    desertSi    on    the    villages     of 


the  native  races— carrying  off  the 
women  and  children  when  the  men 
are  away  at  work,  so  the  men  return 
home  at  eventide  to  find  their 
cottages  desolate.  Or,  haply,  the  Arabs, 
coming  across  the  men  when  they 
are  engaged  in  the  fields,  bear  them 
straight  away,  leaving  the  women  and 
children  to  mourn  the  husbands  and 
fathers  who  will  never  return.  What 
then  happens  we  are  too  well  ac- 
quainted with.  The  victims  of  both 
sexes  thus  seized  and  captured  are 
marched  first  through  the  moist  and 
temperate  regions,  where  they  are  still 
in  their  native  climate ;  then  they  are 
dragged  across  the  dry  and  torrid  por- 
tions of  the  country,  where  they  sink 
and  faint  by  the  way,  or  are  slaughtered 
to  save  the  cost  of  transport.  A  rem- 
nant at  last  reaches  the  mid-valley  of 
the  Nile,  where  they  are  packed  on 
board  the  river  boats  like  nerrings  in 
a  barrel,  where  most  of  them  die  of 
putrid  fever,  the  result  being  that  only 
about  one  in  30  of  those  originally 
captured  are  actually  sold  into  slavery 
and  sent  to  foreign  countries.  Now,  Sir, 
we  have  heard  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  that  the  real  cause  of  the 
slave  trade  is  the  demand  for  slaves  in 
Asiatic  countries.  The  demand  in  the 
interior  of  Africa  is  very  great  and 
beyond  control,  and  until  civilization 
shall  be  spread  throughout  that  conti- 
nent, I  know  of  no  way  in  which  it  can 
be  stopped,  except,  perhaps,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  British  Gold 
Coast  border,  as  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Baronet.  But  something  may  be  done 
for  Asiatic  countries ;  and  may  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  subject 
from  a  geographical  point  of  view? 
In  that  regard  we  have  two  points 
at  which  we  might  stop  the  traffic — 
the  mouth  of  ue  Bed  Sea  and  the 
entrance  of  the  Persian  Qulf.  The  Bed 
Sea  is  like  a  bottle,  of  which  the  strait 
of  Babel  Mandeb  is  the  neck.  Inside 
the  neck  is  the  Island  of  Perim,  which 
I  have  already  mentioned.  The  Persian 
Gulf  is  also  like  a  bottle,  opening  out 
into  the  Sea  of  Oman.  Its  neck  is 
formed  by  a  promontory  of  Arabia  jut- 
ting out  right  opposite  the  territory  of 
Mekran.  Both  straits  are  narrow, 
only  a  few  miles  in  breadth.  The  necks 
of  these  two  bottles  could,  if  England 
chose,  be  stopped  against  the  slave 
trade  by  her  gunboats  and  cruisers.  I 
may  be  asked  why  I  did  not  do  that 
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when  I  had  the  power.  When  I  was 
GK)vemor  of  Bombay  I  neve?  had  at  my 
disposal  a  sufficient  maritime  force  for 
that  purpose.  We  had  but  13  or  14 
vessels  for  all  the  East  Indian  Seas. 
The  Member  for  Hackney,  who  spoke 
despondingly  somewhat,  mentioned  a 
miserable  force  only  of  a  very  few  gun- 
boats. Of  course,  we  could  not  check 
the  slave  trade  without  some  maritime 
force  being  detailed  for  the  purpose. 
If  I  had  now  placed  at  my  disposal 
such  limited  naval  force  as  I  might 
ask  for,  I  would  undertake  to  stop 
any  slaver  entering  the  Bed  Sea  or 
Persian  Gulf,  and  if  they  do  not  enter 
there  I  do  not  see  how  these  human 
cargoes  are  to  be  got  into  Asia.  It  may 
be  said  that  between  the  mouth  of  the 
Bed  Sea  and  the  Persian  Gulf  there  is 
a  long  stretch  of  Hadramant  territory, 
but  there  are  few  facilities  for  landing 
on  that  coast,  and  we  might  almost 
certainly  stop  the  slave  trade  there. 
There,  too,  is  situated  Muscat,  where 
the  ruler  (as  mentioned  by  the  Member 
for  Hackney)  can  be  induced  to  co- 
operate. In  the  Bed  Sea  there  are  the 
two  ports  of  Massowah  and  Suakin. 
The  former  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Italians,  whose  co-operation  may  be 
secured,  and  the  latter  is  in  our  own. 
Then  there  is  the  great  slave  market  of 
Jeddah.  The  fact  ^at  it  is  a  great 
slave  market  is  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  that  a  British  Consulate  has  been 
established  there  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  a  spoke  in  the  wheel  of 
the  slave  traders,  and  nothing  could 
be  easier  than  for  our  gunboats  and 
cruisers  to  bar  the  entrance  to  Jeddah. 
Much  might  be  done  in  this  direction 
by  diplomatic  negotiations  in  Asiatic 
countries  where  we  have  influence.  Of 
course  too  much  reliance  must  not  be 
placed  in  Mahommedans  in  a  matter  of 
this  sort;  as  observed  by  a  preceding 
speaker ,  they  are  too  apt  to  make  pro- 
mises which  they  cannot  fulfil.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  any  text  in 
the  Koran  approving  slavery,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  wherever 
Mahommedanism  has  existed,  slave- 
owning  also  has  prevailed.  With  re- 
gard to  vessels  saiUng  under  the  flag  of 
France,  it  is  important  to  come  to  an 
understanding  with  her;  if  we  allow 
slavers  bearing  our  flag  to  be  searched, 
she  might  allow  the  same  for  slavers 
carrying  her  flag.  In  dealing  with  the 
slave  trade,  I  may  add  that  we  require 
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steam  launches  of  small  draught,  8o  that 
we  might  pursue  the  dhows  in  shallow 
water  and  capture  them.     Oertainlj,  as 
remarked  by  the  hon.  Proposer  of  the 
Eesolution,  we  need  legal  power  to  treat 
slaver  crews  as  pirates.     As  to  arms,  as 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  it  was 
shown  in  the  debates  of  last  December 
that,   but*  for  our  prevention,   Suakin 
would  drive  a  roaring  trade,  the  exports 
being    human    creatures,   the    imports 
being  guns,  shot,  and  shell !    In  conclu- 
sion, I  desire  to  express  the  hope  that 
the    country  may  be  assured,    bj   the 
passing  of   some  Resolution,   that  the 
House  is  unanimous  in  its  practical  de- 
testation of  the  evil  of  the  slave  trade, 
and  is  determined  to  put  an  end  to  it  so 
far  as  the  means  available  to  us  will 

Eermit.  The  action  taken  in  years  past 
y  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  for 
the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  may 
be  numbered  among  the  most  glori- 
ous traditions  of  the  Liberal  Party  and 
among  the  brightest  jewels  of  the 
Liberal  crown.  But  I  must  not  attri- 
bute to  them  a  monopoly  in  a  good  cause. 
As  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  reminds  me,  there  were 
heroes  of  humanity  on  the  Oonsenra- 
tive  side  of  the  House  also.  As 
these  humane  principles  of  the  past 
generation  seem  to  be  still  preserved  bj 
the  Liberal  Party,  so  they  are  also  bj 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  if  the  pleas 
for  suffering  humanity  are  sounded  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  they  find 
an  echo  from  the  Ministerial  Benches. 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  tob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J,  Pmb- 
GussoN,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  debate 
which  has  been  raised  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar  has  been 
somewhat  remarkable,  as  it  has  attracted 
an  unanimous  expression  from  all  parts 
of  the  House.  Such  a  debate  cannot  be 
without  advantage,  because,  however 
desirous  any  Qovemment  may-  be  to 
advance  in  the  path  in  which  their 
Predecessors  have  done  so  much,  it 
requires,  no  doubt,  a  popular  impulse 
to  strengthen  their  hands,  even  in  a 
national  policy.  Sir,  although  there  has 
been  little  difference  of  opinion  expressed 
the  question  has  been  regarded  from 
many  points  of  view.  The  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Motion  had,  as  has 
been  justly  observed,  an  hereditary  right 
to  take  an  interest  in  this  subject,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devon, 
who  seconded  the  Motion,  has  not  this 
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evening  for  the  first  time  attempted  to 
Qxoite  the  interest  of  the  House  in  the 
cause  of  the  suppression  of  the  slave 
trade.  It  is  well  that  from  time  to  time 
we  should  be  reminded  of  our  duties  in 
this  matter.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar  has  kindly  recognized  the  fact 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  been  indifferent  to  this  cause ;  and 
he  has  referred  to  the  despatch  which 
Lord  Salisbury  addressed  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Belgium  in  September  last,  and 
which  was  undoubtedly  a  fresh  depar- 
ture in  this  matter.  Well,  Sir,  that 
despatch  indicated  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  secure  the  co- 
operation of  the  other  Powers  who  had 
previously  been  allied  with  this  country 
in  the  suppression  of  the  slave  trade  in 
a  fresh  endeavour  suited  to  the  times. 
The  hon.  Member,  while  approving  of 
that  step,  referred  to  another  matter; 
he  touched  upon  the  great  step  which 
was  taken  by  the  Government  in  the 
course  of  last  autumn,  along  with 
Germany,  for  the  more  active  suppres- 
sion of  the  slave  trade  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa — namely,  the  joint  naval 
operations  in  that  quarter.  I  could 
have  wished  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  dropped  one  sentence  in  which  he 
expressed  some  want  of  faith  in  the 
sincerity  of  our  allies.  If,  however 
faintly,  that  sentiment  was  expressed, 
the  hon.  Member  subsequently  answered 
himself  on  that  point  in  the  latter  part 
of  his  speech,  because  he  pointed  out 
that  Prince  Bismarck  had  also  sought 
the  co-operation  of  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe.  I  cannot  understand  with 
what  justice  we  can  assume  for  our- 
selves entire  honesty,  sincerity,  and  dis- 
interestedness in  our  endeavours  to 
suppress  the  slave  trade  if,  at  the  same 
time,  we  throw  doubts  on  the  sincerity 
of  other  Powers.  I  do  not  know  why 
we  should  be  regarded  as  the  only 
people  sincerely  desirous  of  suppressing 
the  slave  trade.  Christianity  and  humane 
sentiments  are  not  confined  to  ourselves, 
I  suppose,  and  at  all  events,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  have 
done  otherwise  than  accept  the  co-opera- 
tion which  was  extended  to  us  by  the 
German  Gt>vemment  for  more  active 
operations  on  the  East  Coast  of  Africa. 
Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  hindrances  to  beneficial  operations 
that  have  resulted  from  the  collision 
between  the  (German  East  African  0<Hn- 
pany  and  the  Arabs,  and  he  has  spoken 


of  the  Germans  as  an  irritant  influence 
in  that  quarter.  I  do  not  wish  in  the 
least  to  shrink  from  distinct  reference  to 
the  subject.  Let  it  be  remembered  that 
we  have  had  great  experience  in  deal- 
ing with  Oriental  nations,  yet  our  con- 
tact with  Eastern  nations  has  not  always 
been  attended  with  success;  but  by 
long  acquaintance  with  them  we  have 
been  able  to  maintain  relations  with 
and  to  control  Oriental  Powers  without 
humiliating  ourselves,  and  so  our  new 
efforts  at  colonization  may  have  met 
with  more  success  than  those  of  other 
nations.  But  it  is  natural  that  other 
Christian  Powers  should  also  have  the 
desire  for  expansion  and  colonization; 
and  when  the  great  Empire  of  Germany 
was  formed,  it  was  onlv  natural  that  the 
people  of  that  Empire  should  feel  a  desire 
to  form  colonies  as  we  had  done.  They 
are  a  kindred  race  to  us,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  as 
successful  in  colonization  as  we  have 
been.  In  the  British  Colonies,  where  I 
have  had  the  honour  to  hold  a  commis- 
sion as  Governor,  I  found  the  Germans 
among  the  most  useful,  enterprizing, 
and  orderly  of  colonists;  and  it  is 
natural  to  suppose  that  those  who  have 
done  so  well  under  our  flag  and  under 
that  of  the  United  States  should  also 
form  Colonies  of  their  own  which  should 
become  to  their  Empire  a  Germany  be- 
yond the  sea.  Let  us  hope  that  the 
troubles  which  have  attended  the  first 
operations  of  the  German  East  African 
Company  will  come  to  an  end,  and  that 
they  will  be  enabled  to  extend  the 
blessings  of  civilization  and  commerce 
in  that  continent  as  we  have  to  some 
extent  been  able  to  do  ourselves.  We 
may  hope  that  the  Imperial  Commis- 
sioner who  has  gone  there  to  control 
operations  will  be  able  to  bring  to  an 
end  the  unfortunate  collisions  that  have 
occurred.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber spoke  as  if  there  had  been,  in  con- 
sequence of  these  unhappy  events,  a 
failure  of  our  operations  on  the  coast, 
but  that  is  far  from  being  the  case. 
Happily  we  have  had  as  yet  few 
troubles  in  the  sphere  of  our  own  inter- 
ests. It  would  be  premature  to  speak 
of  what  might  happen  in  the  future 
among  the  excitable  races  we  have  to 
deal  with;  but  at  present  there  has 
been  a  good  foundation  laid  for  coloniz- 
ing operations  {in  East  Africa  by  means 
of  the  chartered  company  which  we 
have  established  there.    And  as  to  ttie 
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Buppression  of  the  slave  trade  by  means 
of  our  operations  in  concert  with  those 
of  Germany,  there  has  been  an  almost 
entire  cessation  of  the  seaboard  slave 
trade  for  several  months  past.  I 
believe  Her  Majesty's  ships  have  visited 
between  600  and  700  craft  on  the  coast 
within  the  last  few  months,  and  have 
not  found  a  single  slave  on  board.  That 
shows  that  the  more  active  operations 
which  have  been  lately  taking  place 
have  not  been  without  result.  The 
season  is  approaching  in  which  the 
slave  traders  are  usually  more  active, 
and  their  operations  will  require  the  close 
attention  of  our  ships  and  their  officers 
to  prevent  an  increase  in  the  slave  trade. 
But  these  measures  cannot  be  taken 
without  great  exertions  and  consider- 
able expense.  When  hon.  Members 
talk  so  easily  of  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  of  occupying  im- 
portant points  on  the  coast,  they  must 
remember  it  would  require  a  larger 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  than 
could  well  be  spared.  These  things 
must  be  done  on  system,  and  your  net 
could  not  be  so  wide  as  to  close  a  traffic 
which  has  gone  on  so  long,  and  in 
which  so  many  are,  unfortunately,  in- 
terested. Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  like  to 
omit  noticing  another  point  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Poplar,  and  I 
hardly  think  it  was  worth  nis  while  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  Congress  of 
Berlin,  the  British  Eepresentatives  de- 
clined to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
Slave  Trade  with  some  people  who  went 
over  to  Berlin  for  the  purpose  of  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  the  Plenipoten- 
tiaries to  it.  Bemember,  their  attention 
was  really  engrossed  by  other  subjects, 
and  that  rendered  the  discussion  of  the 
Slave  Trade  inopportune?.  During  the 
last  15  years  Her  M.ij«sty's  Govern- 
ment, of  whatever  Party,  have  given  no 
reason  to  believe  that  there  has  been 
indifference  to  the  hereditary  duty  of 
repressing  and  suppressing  the  Slave 
Trade — a  matter  in  which  we  know  no 
Parties.  In  1871  there  was  an  inquiry 
by  a  Committee  of  this  House,  and  the 
result  of  it  was  the  expedition  of  the 
late  Sir  Bartle  Frere  to  Zanzibar,  and  a 
better  understanding  of  the  mischiefs  of 
the  Slave  Trade  than  ever  existed  before. 
Following  on  that  visit  a  ship  was  per- 
manently stationed  at  Zanzibar,  £rom 
which  boats  were  continually  sent  to  in- 
tercept slave  traders  leaving  the  ports  of 
Africa.    Although  the  Zaiuhn  liai  been 
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withdrawn,  both  from  motives  of 
economy  and  effioienqy,  it  is  an  open 
question  whether  the  system  adopted 
since  has  been  more  satimaotory  ana,  in 
the  end,  more  economical  than  thesystem 
of  having  a  stationary  ship.  In  order 
to  carry  on  the  blockade  of  the  coast 
against  the  exportation  of  daves  and 
the  importation  of  arms,  we  have  had 
to  concentrate  a  number  of  vessels  on 
that  coast,  which  it  is  impossible  for  us 
to  permanently  maintain  there;  and 
there/ore  it  is  questionable  vrhether 
it  would  be  judicious  again  to  have  a 
stationary  ship  or  some  barracks  on  shorey 
from  which  swift  vessels  could  go  out  to 
intercept  the  departure  of  the  dhows 
from  the  mainland.  Since  1873  (there 
have  also  been  conventions  with  Egypt 
and  with  Turkey  for  the  entire  suppres- 
sion  of  the  slave  trade,  and  it  has  been 
acknowledged  that  this  has  oondaoed  to 
very  efficient  results  in  the  diminution 
of  slavery  in  those  countries.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  as  to  the  insincerity 
of  the  Ottoman  Government  in  their 
undertaking  to  suppress  the  slave  tradCi 
and  it  has  been  pointed  out  that  a  large 
part  of  the  Turkish  dominions  contains 
the  chief  market  for  the  slaves  fiK>m  the 
coast  of  Africa.  It  is  undoubtedly  the 
fact  that  the  Arabian  coast  is  the  g^reat 
slave  market,  and  that  a  large  p(»tion 
of  it  is  under  the  protectorate  of  the 
Turkish  Government.  But  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  possible  to  hold  the 
Turkish  Government  responsible  for  all 
the  violation  of  the  conventions  in  that 
respect.  In  a  previous  debate  on  this 
subject  —  I  think  in  the  month  of 
November — I  told  the  House  that  there 
had  undoubtedlv  been  an  increase 
of  activity  on  the  part  of  Turkish 
officers  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Jeddah  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
I  am  now  glad  to  say  that  abontten 
days  ago  the  Government  heard  of  veiy 
active  steps  having  been  taken  by  a 
Governor  in  that  district  to  discover 
where  slaves  were  concealed  who  had 
been  run  across  the  Bed  Sea.  A  raid 
was  made  on  Mecca,  Jeddah,  and  some 
other  places,  resulting  in  the  discovery 
of  several  himdred  slaves,  who  received 
their  manumission.  Undoubtedly  we 
have  many  difficulties  both  by  land  and 
sea  to  contend  with.  One  of  the  g^reat 
difficulties  we  have  to  encountor  is  the 
refusal  of  the  French  Government  to 
join  the  other  Ohristian  nations  in  allow- 
ing mutual  right  of  search  and  the  ci^ 
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tare  of  Tesaels  under  the  French  flag 
who  are  found  to  be  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  Treaty  of  1841  be- 
tween Austria,  Great  Britain,  France, 
Prussia,  and  Bussia  for  the  suppression 
of  the  African  Slave  Trade  was  assented 
to  bv  the  representative  of  France;  but 
the  Government  of  France  did  not  ratify 
the  Treaty.  France  has  always  been 
jealous  of  permitting  the  ships  of  other 
nations  to  visit  vessels  flying  her  flag 
and,  in  the  case  of  the  Slave  Trade,  to 
exercise  the  right  of  capture.  That  is 
a  very  unfortunate  circumstance,  be- 
cause there  are  great  numbers  of  native 
vessels  which  obtain  licences  from 
French  Consular  Agents  on  account 
of  the  protection  which  the  French  flag 
legitimately  g^ves,  and  which  abuse  it. 
The  abuse  of  the  French  flag  in  the  way 
of  slavery  is  not  a  thing  of  yester- 
day. For  half  a  century  it  has 
been  a  matter  of  frequent  report 
and  complaint.  I  believe  that  the 
French  Government  and  people  are 
b^  no  means  wanting  in  the  sense  of 
disgrace  which  attaches  to  their  flag  by 
this  abuse,  and  I  know  that  there  are 
French  Consular  and  Naval  officers  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Africa  who  were 
active  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  the 
abuse.  But,  nevertheless,  the  fact 
exists  that  one  of  the  great  hindrances 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  German  and 
the  British  Naval  officers  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa  has  been  the  prevalence 
of  vessels  flying  the  French  flag.  They 
have  only  to  display  their  papers  to 
secure  immunity  from  capture,  and 
slaves  have  been  landed  in  the  Island  of 
Pemba,  and  other  places,  within  sight 
of  the  British  and  German  cruisers. 
Something  has  also  been  said  about  the 
blockade  not  having  been  useful  in  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
havme  operated  as  a  hindrance.  That 
is  a  mistake.  Had  it  not  been  for  the 
proclamation  of  a  blockade,  according 
to  the  law  of  nations,  we  should  have 
bad  no  right  to  search  French  vessels, 
but  the  blockade  having  been  established 
along  the  great  line  of  coast,  all  vessels 
can  be  visited,  and  it  is  open  to  cruisers 
to  seize  any  vessels  having  slaves  on 
board,  and  take  them  into  Zanzibar ; 
and  the  result  of  that  power  has  been 
to  paralyze  the  seaborne  Slave  Trade  on 
that  coast.  But  other  remedies  are 
undoubtedly  needed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Poplar  and  others  have  pointed 
out  the    necessity  of  something  much 


more  vigorous  being  required  to  deter 
persons  from  continuing  this  cruel  and 
devastating  trade.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  made  punish- 
able as  piracy  to  carry  slaves,  and  that 
persons  engag  .d  in  the  trade  should  be 
sentenced  to  death.  At  present,  as  the 
House  knows  well,  we  have  a  Treaty 
with  many  nations  which  engaged  us 
to  declare  the  Slave  Trade  piracy, 
which  gives  us  mutual  right  of  search, 
and  enables  us  to  carry  vessels  found 
with  slaves  on  board  into  port ;  but  the 
traders  can  only  be  tried  according  to 
the  law  of  their  own  country.  In  the 
United  States  men  have  been  executed 
for  the  crime.  It  is  highly  desirable 
that  the  slave-trader  should  be  punish- 
able by  the  country  whose  ship  has 
captured  him  and  that  the  penalty  of 
death  should  be  attached  to  the  offence, 
which  involves  not  only  murder,  but 
the  murder  of  many  human  beings  for 
the  enslavement  of  one.  Then,  again, 
it  is  exceedingly  necessary  there  should 
be  a  general  agreement ;  we  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  if  the  Powers  of  Europe 
could  be  induced  to  meet  and  deliberate 
upon  the  most  suitable  measures  for  the 
purpose  which  they  have  long  had  in 
common,  and  if  the  Government  of 
France  could  be  induced  to  join  on 
equal  terms  with  other  nations  and  to 
surrender  an  immunity  which  does 
them  no  honour.  The  question  of 
prohibition  of  arms  into  Africa  is 
a  very  difficult  question.  Cardinal 
Lavigerie,  whose  zeal  and  spirit  of 
benevolence  all  have  recognized,  has 
made  a  proposal  that  a  corps  of 
Volunteers,  supplied  with  funds  to 
the  extent  of  £40,000,  should  operate 
under  an  International  Committee  on 
the  line  of  lakes  in  Central  Africa  and 
interfere  with  the  passage  of  slave  cara- 
vans. I  must  say  1  think  a  proposal  of 
that  kind  does  more  honour  to  the 
Cardinal's  heart  than  to  his  head.  It 
would  be  exceedingly  difficult  and 
dangerous  to  carry  out.  It  was  not 
endorsed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar  in  his  practical  speech,  and  no 
other  Member  of  the  House  has  given 
his  assent  to  it.  But  it  does  not  follow 
that  because  Cardinal  Lavigerie's  scheme 
in  that  respect  docs  not  commend  itself 
as  practical  that  something  in  some 
measure  upon  its  lines  may  not  be 
thought  of.  Personally,  I  think  it  is 
not  by  plunging  into  the  heart  of  such  a 
country  wiUi  a  corps  large  or   imiJl| 
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which  must  be  supported  in  case  of 
disaster,  that  we  can  best  cope  with  this 
enormous  traffic.  Slave  hunting  in  the 
interior  of  Africa  is  of  immemorial  usage, 
and  seems  to  be  ingrained  in  the  habits 
of  the  people.  They  prey  upon  each 
other,  and,  perhaps,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  freebooters  of  old,  it  is  as  much  for 
wild  sport  as  from  motives  of  plunder 
that  they  engage  in  it.  But  it  is  so 
widely  spread  and  so  deeply  rooted  in 
their  habits  that  it  cannot  be  put  down 
by  any  sudden  movement.  It  must  be 
sapped  and  mined ;  it  must  be  approached 
by  gradual  operations,  by  the  advance 
of  civilization  from  many  points  with  a 
settled  purpose,  and  with  common  views 
on  the  part  of  civilized  nations.  We  are 
now  operating  by  means  of  powerful 
companies,  managed  by  men  of  g^eat 
ability  and  public  spirit,  who  are  ani- 
mated as  much  or  more  by  philanthropic 
motives  as  by  the  desire  for  gain,  and 
the  operation  of  these  companies,  I 
believe,  will  in  a  few  years  produce  a 
great  effect  on  the  warlike  and  predatory 
habits  of  the  tribes  of  the  interior  of 
Africa.  Now,  the  despatch  addressed 
by  Lord  Salisbury  to  the  Belgian  Go- 
vernment in  September  last  has  been 
referred  to.  There  is  no  doubt  that  any 
real  effective  measures  ought  to  be  based 
on  united  action.  We  must  have  a  con- 
sensus of  international  purpose,  and  that 
can  only  be  attained  by  avoiding  all 
international  jealousies.  Had  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  themselves  proposed 
a  Conference  to  deal  with  this  subject,  I 
tnink  we  might  possibly  have  such 
jealousies.  No  such  feeling  whatever 
has  interfered  with  our  co-operation  with 
Germany  in  the  matter ;  but  we  might 
possibly  have  excited  doubts  in  the 
minds  of  some  nations  as  to  our  alto- 
gether disinterested  motives  if  we  had 
ourselves  proposed  a  Conference.  At  all 
events,  it  seemed  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment more  probable  that  such  a 
proposal  would  produce  beneficial  results 
if  made  by  what  I  may  call  a  neutral 
Power.  Hence  Lord  Salisbury,  last 
September,  directed  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Brussels  to  propose  to  the 
Belgian  Government  that  they  should 
take  the  initiative  in  getting  together 
the  Powers  interested  in  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  in  order  to  deliberate 
as  to  further  united  measures  with  that 
object.  The  proposal  was  cordially 
accepted.  The  King  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  Belgium  were  perfectly  r*     y 
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to  serve  as  an  intennediaiy  between  the 
Powers.  But,  in  the  meantime,  there 
occurred  those  unfortunate  events  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  which  rendered 
the  summoning  of  the  Oonferenoe  in- 
opportune. It  is,  therefore,  poetponed, 
but  not  9tne  die.  I  think  that  the 
debate  that  has  taken  place  to-night  can- 
not fail  to  give  a  new  impulse  to  the  move- 
ment ;  and  it  was  one  of  those  impalses 
which,  when  supported  by  all  Parties  in 
the  House,  as  this  has  been  to-night| 
must  produce  a  powerful  effect  in  thii 
countnr,  and  perhaps  also  abroad.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Honiton  (Sir  J.  Kenna- 
way)  referred  to  the  blockade  of  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa,  and  hoped  that 
it  is  approaching  its  end.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  the  objects  of  that  blockade 
have  been  nearly  attained.  The  effect 
of  our  vigorous  measures  cannot  possibly 
but  be  felt.  With  respect  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Honiton  Division,  let  me  say  that 
though  it  is  obvious  that  good  results 
cannot  be  expected  from  inferior  steamers, 
whose  approach  can  be  discerned  by  the 
slave  dhows,  yet  good  service  has  oeen 
done  by  the  native  vessels  which  have 
been  fitted  out  for  that  service.  It  is.only 
too  true  that  a  number  of  vessels  have 
eluded  observation,  and  that  a  great 
deal  more  must  be  done  before  the  trade 
can  be  stopped.  It  is  also  true  that 
the  evacuation  of  the  Soudan  has  led  to 
a  revival  of  the  traffic.  General  Gk>rdon 
had  suppressed  the  trade  on  the  Upper 
Nile,  but,  unfortunately,  since  his  death 
Khartoum  has  become  a  centre  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  slaves  are  constantly 
being  sent  to  the  Eed  Sea,  Valuable 
service  has,  indeed,  been  done  bv  the 
enterprize  and  missionary  zeal  of 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Lake  Nyassa.  The 
Government,  however,  unfortunately  can- 
not guarantee  these  devoted  men  protec- 
tion and  succour ;  but  we  have  expressed 
our  interest  in  them,  and  we  have,  m  their 
interests,  represented  to  the  Portuffuese 
Government  that  they  have  claims 
upon  us  which  we  cannot  disregard. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Sus- 
sex has  sadly  earned  a  personal  intwest 
in  African  affairs.  His  allegations  of 
participation  in  the  Slave  Trade  of  per- 
sons within  our  Protectorate  on  the 
Gold  Coast  will  receive  attention;  but  as 
to  his  remarks  in  reference  to  the  action 
of  Germany,  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
y  for  me  to  say  more  than  that  I 
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firmly  believe  it  was  oar  duty  to  join 
with  Germany  in  vigorous  efforts  to  sup- 
press the  slave  traffic  on  the  East  Coast ; 
and  after  the  painful  experience  we 
have  had,  I  trust  we  may  proceed  on 
better  lines  to  the  accomplishment  of  the 
good  work  on  which  we  have  been  en- 
gaged. As  to  the  losses  suffered  by 
British  Indian  subjects,  we  much  regret 
these;  but  it  was  beyond  our  power, 
beyond  the  power  of  anyone,  to  prevent 
those  who  are  engaged  in  peaceful  avo- 
cations from  suffering  loss  when  war- 
like operations  are  proceeding.  These 
British  Indian  subjects  have  earned,  I 
believe,  the  confidence  of  all  parties;  and 
I  make  no  doubt  that  when  quietness  and 
order  is  restored  their  influence  will  con- 
tinue. The  descriptions  of  the  horrors 
of  the  Slave  Trade  we  have  heard  are  not, 
I  believe,  in  the  least  overdrawn.  Our 
efforts  to  stop  the  traffic  on  land  may 
not  be  effectual;  but  certainly  we  can 
make  successful  efforts  to  stop  the  trade 
at  sea.  Every  possible  opportunity  will 
be  taken  to  prevent  the  massacres  and 
cruelties  which  have  made  that  sunny 
land  one  of  the  blackest  spots  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  In  that  way  we  shall 
perform  the  duty  handed  down  to  us  by 
our  forefathers,  and  shall  fulfil  the 
just  expectations  of  the  country,  which 
expects  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
ceurry  on  this  holy  cause.  And  now 
let  me  say  a  few  words  on ,  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  hope 
that  he  will  recognize  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  in  no  wise 
hostile  to  it.  As  the  Motion  runs,  how- 
ever, it  would  be  hardly  in  accordance 
with  diplomatic  usage.  It  would  be 
more  convenient,  I  think,  and  more 
likely  to  attain  the  object  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  if  he  would  leave  out  the  words 
after  ** steps"  down  to  ** devise,"  so 
that  the  Motion  would  read — 

''That  Her  Majesty  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  take  steps  to  ascertain  whether  the 
flowers  signatory  are  willing  to  meet  in  Con- 
ference for  the  purpose  of  discussing  such 
measures  for  its  repression." 

If  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough 
to  adopt  these  words,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  be  very  glad  to  accept 
the  Motion. 

♦Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  Just  a 
word  or  two  in  reply.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  I  am  glad  the  Government  have  so 
cordially  accepted  the  Motion  ;  and  cer- 
tainly I  agree  to  the  amended  form 
proposed,  and  anticipate  that  it  will  be 
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accepted  unanimously.  As  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  may 
notice  one  omission :  he  did  not  touch 
upon  the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the 
status  of  slavery  which  we  regard  as  one 
of  the  chief  objects  of  an  International 
Conference.  I  will  only  add  that  we  re- 
cognize, as  I  am  sure  the  country  at  large 
will,  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
move  in  this  matter,  and  that  whether 
the  Government  make  London  the  cen- 
tral home  of  the  Oonferenoe  or  prefer  to 
rely  upon  Belgium  as  an  intermediary  is 
to  us  equally  satisfactory. 

♦Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  If  I  may 
be  allowed,  I  would  mention  this  omitted 
point  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
called  my  attention.  I  am  afraid  that 
there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposing  to  Ma- 
hommedan  countries  to  abolish  the  insti- 
tution of  slavery.  Compulsory  servitude 
of  a  domestic  character  is  a  different 
thing  from  the  traffic  in  slaves,  and  these 
most  important  and  necessary  reforms 
must  be  gradual.  We  were  unable  to 
abolish  slavery  even  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  without  paying  a  large 
amount  of  compensation. 

♦Sir  R.  fowler  (London)  :  I  only 
rise  to  congratulate  my  hon.  Friend  on 
the  success  of  his  Motion,  and  I  trust 
it  may  bear  fruit  and  be  of  great  service 
to  the  cause  of  humanity.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  worthily  upheld  the  traditions 
of  his  family,  as  his  grandfather  advo- 
cated the  cause  in  this  House  for  a  long 
course  of  years. 

♦Mr.  db  LISLE  (Leicester,  Mid) :  It 
is  too  late  now  to  take  up  another  sub- 
ject ;  and  I  may  be  allowed  a  few 
words.  I  would  endorse  the  views 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot),  and  urge  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  energetic  steps 
against  the  Slave  Trade  carried  on  at  the 
Gold  Coast.  I  may  mention  that  some 
years  ago,  when  I  had  the  honour  of 
serving  in  the  Malay  Peninsular  under 
Sir  F.  Weld,  there  were  districts  under 
the  protection  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
where  slavery  in  a  most  revolting  form 
was  practised  by  the  natives  upon  women. 
Although  he  was  assured  that  to  interfere 
with  a  system  which  had  so  long  had 
legal  sanction  would  probably  lead  t )  re- 
bellion, the  Governor  of  the  Straits  Settle- 
ments came  to  the  determination,  after 
full  consideration,  that  it  should  be  put 
down,  and  in  six  months,  and  without 
any    great    difficulty,  the    system    of 
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debt  slavery  for  women  was  put 
an  end  to.  Equally  successful,  I  have 
no  doubt,  would  be  energetic  measures 
on  the  Gold  Coast ;  and  I  am  sure  the 
distinguished  officer  commanding  there 
would  be  ready  enough  to  give 
effect  to  the  wishes  expressed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  direction. 
As  to  other  points,  I  may  say  I  regard 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  at 
Jeddah  as  of  the  utmost  importance.  If 
the  Turkish  Government  cannot,  or  will 
not,  use  its  influence  for  the  suppression 
of  the  traffic,  then  a  gunboat  or  two 
sent  there,  and  preparations  made  to 
bombard  the  town,  would,  I  am  sure, 
have  the  desired  effect.  This  infamous 
trade,  especially  the  mutilation  of  youths 
of  the  male  sex,  without  doubt,  is  fos- 
tered by  the  Caliph  of  the  Mahomedan 
Empire,  and,  therefore,  pressure  should 
be  applied  to  him,  and  the  Sultan  must 
be  made  to  feel  that  his  existence  in 
Europe  is  simply  tolerated  with  a  view  | 
to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
I  sincerely  hope  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  induce  France  to  act  in 
conjuncti(m  with  us  in  checking  the 
trade  in  the  Eed  Sea,  and  allow  dhows 
carrying  the  French  flag  to  be  searched 
if  suspected  of  carrying  slaves. 
*SiR  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle) :  With  much  pleasure  I  have 
heard  the  declaration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  expressed  by  the  Under 
Secretary,  and  I  am  sure  the  country 
will  a|  prove  it.  I  congratulate  my 
hon.  Friend  on  the  tone  and  spirit  of 
the  debate  which  has  been  manifested 
on  both  sides. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(1.)  Resolved,  That  in  view  of  the  present  in- 
creasing and  extending  desolations  of  Africa 
caused  by  the  Slave  Trade,  and  also  of  the  large 
responsibilities  which  £uropean  Nations  have 
now  assumed  in  respect  to  that  Continent,  the 
time  has  come  when  full  and  complete  effect 
should  be  given  to  those  declarations  against 
the  Slave  Trade  which  were  delivered  by  the 
Congress  of  Vienna  in  1816  and  by  the  Confer- 
ence at  Verona  in  1822. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  be  graciously  pleased  to  take  steps  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  Powers,  Signatories  to  the 
Declarations  against  the  Slave  Trade,  are  wil- 
ling  to  meet  in  Conference  for  the  pnrpose  of 
devising  such  measures  for  its  repression  as 
may  be  at  the  same  time  effective  and  in  accord- 
ance with  justice,  and  under  the  regulations  of 
International  Law. 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 
Mr,  D$  Lule 


PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACT  (1885)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND   BEADING.    , 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  As  time  is  short.  I  will  ooly 
say  that  I  have  permission  to  state  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  offer  no 
objection  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  F.  «.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  explana- 
tion of  it. 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lowo, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  I  may,  perhaps,  say, 
shortly,  that  the  Government  see  no 
objection  to  the  Bill.  Its  purpose  is 
simply  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  issuing 
two  rates  ;  but  it  in  no  way  alters  the 
incidence  of  the  rate  or  the  power  now 
vested  in  authorities.  Simply,  it  pro- 
poses that  one  rate  may  be  levied  in- 
stead of  two,  and  is,  in  fact,  the 
application  of  a  principle  that  has  been 
adopted  in  previous  legislation. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  April  4. 

ALDERMEN  (COUNTY  COUNCILS) 
ABOLITION  BILL. 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  long  :  The  Government  can- 
not possibly  accept  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill ;  and,  looking  at  the  time, 
I  hope  that  no  attempt  wUl  be  made  to 
proceed  with  it  now. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbuiy,  E.) : 
I  must  press  the  Motion  for  Second 
Reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Tomlimon,) 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  *now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  SI  ; 
Noes  t9. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six 
months. 

And,  it  being  after  One  of  the  dock, 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
without  Question  put. 
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QUESTIONS, 


A  POINT  OF  ORDER. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  you  upon  a  point  of  Order 
in  reference  to  a  Divieion  which  took 
place  at  an  early  hour  this  morning, 
upon  the  Second  Keading  of  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  J.  Bowlands).  The  Division 
took  place  immediately  before  1  o'clock 
on  the  Question  that  the  word  *'  now  " 
stand  part  of  the  Question.  By  the 
time  the  DiTision  was  over  it  was 
past  1  o'clock,  and  the  proceediiigs  of 
the  House  came  to  a  dose.  But  I  find 
in  the  Minutee  oiioulated  this  morning 
the  following  entry,  '*  Question  put  that 
the  word  '  now '  stond  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  House  divided : — ^Ayes,  31 ; 
Noes  69. — ^Worda  added."  Now,  Sir, 
I  understood  at  the  time  that  you  did 
not  put  those  words  as  a  separate 
Motion  on  account  of  1  o'clock  having 
been  reached.  If  that  be  so,  I  would 
aak  that  the  Minutes  should  be  amended 
80  that  before  the  words  ''  on  this  day 
six  months  "  be  added  it  may  be  com- 
petent for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  move 
another  Amendment. 
«Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  error.  I  distinctly  put  to  the 
House  the  Question  ''that  the  words 
*  on  this  day  six  months '  be  added." 

M&.  OONYBEARE :  What  I  wish  to 
know  is  whether,  on  an  occasion  like 
tfaf^   before  the  words,  "this  day  six 
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months  "  are  added,  it  is  not  competent 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  propose  a 
further  Amendment  instead  of  six 
months — sav,  two  months  or  on  this 
day  fortnight? 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  universal  prac- 
tice was  followed,  and  such  an  Amend- 
ment as  the  hon.  Member  suggests  would 
have  been  inad^ssible. 

THE    "FROa'S  MARCH." 

Mr.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green  r 
S.W.) :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment of  which  I  gave  notice  last  week,, 
and  which  I  intended  to  raise  on  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment  last  night — 
namely,  whether  the  attention  of  the 
Home  Office  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Samuel  Mahoney  who  died  on  Friday 
last  while  being  conveyed  to  a  police 
station  by  what  is  known  as  the  ''&og's 
march."  I  am  anxious  to  obtain  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  that  in  all  oases  of 
this  kind  it  is  extremely  desirable  that 
the  body  of  the  deceased  should  be 
examined  by  a  medical  man  uncon- 
nected with  the  police.  My  object  in. 
rising  now  is  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  whether  it  is  now  too  late,  even  in 
this  instance,  to  act,  and  direct  that  the 
body  of  Samuel  Mahoney  shall  be  ex- 
amined by  an  independent  medical 
officer  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  op 
STATE  FOE  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart  Wobtley,  Sheffield^ 
Hallam) :  My  right  hon.  Friuid  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  given  directions 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  inta 
this  case,  but  the  result  of  that  inquiry 
has  not  yet  come  to  hand.  I  will  com- 
municate to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
substance  of  ihe  remarks  which  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member. 
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Mr.  PICKERSOILL:  I  am  much 
obliged,  and  I  beg  to  say  that  I  vill 
return  to  the  subject  on  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  this  evening. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  hare  a  qneedon  to  put  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vioej  Chamberlain  of 
which  I  have  only  given  him  short 
notice,  and,  If  be  prefers  to  ^ve  an 
answer  to-morrow,  I  will  put  a  further 
question  then,  although  the  case  is  very 
urgent.  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  it 
is  true,  as  reported,  that  four  oargoes  of 
aheap  have  been  shipped  from  Qermany 
suffering  from  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
and  that  they  have  been  landed  at  four 
different  ports  in  tbie  country — Hartle- 
pool, Gnmeby,  Deptford,  and  Hull  ? 
Can  the  noble  Lord  give  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  ciroumstanoes  of  the  case  7 

The  VICE-CHAMBEELAIN  (Vis- 
count Lewishau,  Lewisbam) :  I  regret 
to  say  that  the  facts,  as  stated  by  my 
Tight  bon.  Friend,  are  correct.  I  am 
not,  at  tbe  present  moment,  in  a  position 
to  make  any  further  statement,  but  I 
will  endeavour  to  obtain  further  infor- 
tnation. 

THE  DEATH  OF  MR.  BBIQHT. 
*Thb  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) :  I 
desire  to  refer  for  a  moment  to  a  subject 
'which  I  am  sure  has  been  the  oo- 
casion  of  great  sorrow  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  News  has  reached 
the  House  in  the  course  of  the  last  few 
minutes  of  the  death  of  one  of  ita  Mem- 
bers, for  whom  every  Member  has 
always  entertained  tbe  highest  respeot. 
I  feel  that  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  with  whom  the 
late  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  was  associated  during  a  great 
part  of  bis  career,  it  would  not  be  fitting 
or  convenient  that  I  should  refer  at  any 
length  to  tbe  misfortune  that  has  be- 
fallen the  country.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
desire  to  postpone  any  reference  to  tbe 
«vent  until  Friday  next,  when  I  under* 
stand  the  right  ban.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  will  be  here  in 
his  place. 
*Mr.  J.  MORLET  (NewoasUe-on- 
Tyne) :  Sir,  I  b^  to  express,  on  the 
part  of  my  friends  behind  me,  our  entire 
Mr.  Stmri  Worthy 


sense  of  tbe  oonmderateneM  shown  l^tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  poetponing  hii 
remarks  until  the  arrival  of  the  only 
man,  on  this  side  of  the  Honoe  at  least, 
who  could  give  a  full  expression  to  liio 
sentiment  of  deep  regret  with  wbioli 
we  have  heard  of  this  inoident.  Un- 
fortunately for  us  in  tbia  quarter  of  the 
House,  it  has  been  our  lot  to  be  divided 
from  Mr.  Bright  on  the  great  oontro- 
versy  of  tbe  day.  But  I  am  sure  that, 
heavily  aa  we  have  felt  tbe  weight  and 
power  of  his  opposition,  it  has  never 
m  the  smallest  degree  impaired  our 
gratitude,  our  veneration,  and  our  affec- 
tion for  him.  I  believe  the  deepest 
feeling  in  tbe  minds  of  many  of  us  haa 
been  one  of  heartfelt  regret  that  bis 
last  days  should  have  in  any  degree 
been  clouded  or  made  less  happy  by 
division  from  tbe  comrades  and  fellow- 
workers  of  a  lifetime.  We  have  lost  a 
great  orator.  We  have  lost  one  who,  in 
day  and  generation,  was  a  most 
I  counsellor.  We  have  lost  a  tme 
and  faithful  lover  of  his  country. 

ORDERS  OF  THB  DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED   PDND  (No.  2)  BILL. 
couumEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  !. 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
In  rising  to  move  in  Use  18  to  leave 
out  "29,000"  and  insert  "28,000,"  I 
wish  to  avail  myself  of  the  opportanilj 
of  calling  attention  to  the  oondoct  of 
the  Colonial  Office  in  connection  witii 
the  alienation  of  what  I  may  call  die 
last  half  million  of  square  miles  ot  land 
in  South  Africa  wnicb  are  availaUe 
for  the  emigration  of  the  poor  of  tiiia 
oountry. 

Tee  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
The  observationB  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  make  on  that  topio 
will  not  be  relevant  to  the  present  BuL 

8m  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  BiU  deab 
with  the  Yote  for  the  Colonial  OfBoe. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  applies  specially  to  the 
Colonial  Office.  The  onlv  Amendment 
permissible  is  an  Amendment  for  the 
reduotion  of  the  sum  mentioned  in  the 
Bill. 
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Sir  Q.  CAMPBELL :  That  is  what  I 
meant  to  moye« 

Thb  chairman  :  But  inasmuoh  as 
i;he  money  is  not  intended  for  any  par- 
ticular seryioe,  it  would  be  irregular  to 
«nter  into  the  discussion  of  a  particular 
service. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed  through  Committee  and 
House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment,  to 
be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

KEMOVAL  OP  WRECKS  ACT  (1877) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.     (No.  3.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

♦Sir  E.  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.): 
In  movinff  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  ex- 
plaining the  provisions  of  the  measure. 
Everybody  must  realize  how  extremely 
important  it  is  that  no  obstacle  should 
exist  that  might  in  any  way  jeopardize 
or  impede  the  great  work  of  saving  life 
at  sea — a  hazardous  operation  at  all 
times,  but  most  especially  so  at  night, 
when  lifeboats  often  have  to  go  out 
to  vessels  in  danger,  in  order  to 
save  the  lives  of  the  crews.  When  the 
Bill  for  the  removal  of  wrecks  was  be- 
fore this  House  in  1877  the  question  of 
the  safety  of  vessels  in  navigable  waters 
was  alone  before  the  House,  and  the 
question  as  regards  the  safety  of  those 
engaged  in  lifeboat  work  was,  as  far  as 
I  am  aware,  not  discussed  at  all.  The 
two  sections  of  the  Bill  which  related 
to  the  removal  of  wreck  were  Sections  4 
and  6.  Section  4  g^ve  power  to  the 
harbour  and  conservancy  authorities 
to  remove  wreck,  and  Section  5  gave 
power  to  the  general  lighthouse  autho- 
rity also  to  remove  wreck.  But  since 
1877  great  strides  have  been  made  in 
the  work  of  the  saving  of  life  around 
our  coast,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
public  opinion  is  more  than  ever  in 
favour  of  legislation  of  this  character, 
and  that  nothing  ought  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  best  measures  for  saving  the 
lives  of  the  crews  of  shipwrecked  vessels. 
I  hope  that  hon.  Members  have  read  the 
admurable  speech  which  was  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) last  week,  at  the  annual  meeting 


of  the  Boyal  National  Lifeboat  Institu- 
tion, on  the  question  of  saving  life  at 
sea.  In  my  opinion,  it  was  undoubtedly 
a  great  oversight  and  omission  that  the 
Bemoval  of  Wrecks  Act  of  1877  con- 
tained no  power  for  removing  wrecks 
that  were  dangerous  to  the  work  of 
saving  life—a  work  that  our  gallant 
fishermen  and  Coastffuardsmen  and 
others  are  always  ready  to  undertake 
at  the  risk  of  their  own  lives,  however 
great  the  danger  may  be.  I  feel 
very  strongly  that  dangerous  obstacles, 
such  as  wrecks  either  near  the  shore 
or  in  the  vicinity  of  a  lifeboat  station  or 
wrecks  on  outlying  sands,  should  no 
longer  be  left  as  they  now  are  to  jeopar- 
dize the  lives  of  the  gallant  men  who 
man  our  lifeboats.  As  regards  the 
question  of  what  is  an  obstruction  or 
danger  to  navigation  is  defined  in  the 
Removal  of  Wrecks  Act,  1877.  It  is 
simply  that — 

"Wherever  there  is  a  wreck  or  portion  of 
wreck  that  is  in  navigable  waters,  supposed  to 
be  an  obstruction  or  a  danger  to  navigation, 
the  authorities  shall  have  power  to  remove  it.'* 

But  if  a  vessel  is  wrecked  in  the  vicinity 
of  any  lifeboat  station  around  our  coast 
and  it  is  in  such  a  position,  either  on 
account  of  the  state  of  the  tide  or  the 
state  of  the  wind,  that  in  some  cases  life- 
boats absolutely  cannot  be  launched 
until  there  is  a  change  of  the  wind  or  a 
change  of  the  tide,  then  I  say  that  there 
ought  to  be  power  to  remove  such  an 
obstacle.  It  is  of  no  use  to  argue  that 
a  lifeboat  can  be  launched  so  many 
hundred  yards  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
because  at  many  of  the  lifeboat  stations 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  launch  the 
lifeboat  except  from  a  slipway  attached 
to  the  lifeboat  house  itself.  If  a  life- 
boat is  launched  on  either  side  of  a 
wreck  to  try  and  avoid  it,  there  are, 
in  many  places,  stiU  more  dangerous 
obstacles  m  the  shape  of  breakwaters, 
rocks,  and  other  mipediments,  and 
therefore  I  contend  that  where  a  wreck 
is  opposite  a  lifeboat  station,  endangering 
the  lifeboat  services,  it  ought  to  be  re- 
moved. Then,  as  reg^ards  wrecks  on 
outlying  sands,  that  is  another  mat- 
ter of  very  great  importance,  not  only  to 
the  lifeboat  service,  but  to  the  work  of 
saving  ships.  There  are  many  cases 
where  a  vessel  in  thick  weather  or  a 
snowstorm  is  driven  on  a  sand  bank.  It 
may  be  just  on  the  very  edge  of  the 
bank;  a  portion  of  the  wreck  may  bo 
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in  deep  water,  and  if  it  is  a  wooden 
vessel,  in  all  probability  after  the  first 
two  or  three  gales  of  wind  it  would  be 
knocked  to  pieces  and  blown  away.  But 
that  is  not  the  case  if  the  vessel  is  a  com- 
posite or  an  iron  vessel.  In  such  cases 
it  often  occurs  that  the  vessel  may  re- 
main for  years,  not  intact,  perhaps,  but 
with  part  of  her  ribs  or  stumps  stuck 
out  of  water,  and  possibly  only  visible 
at  dead  low  water.  This  is  a  source  of 
very  great  danger,  and  I  am  informed 
that  in  many  cases  where  a  vessel  has 
gone  on  the  sand  in  the  vicinity  of  one 
of  these  wrecks,  the  tugs  in  trying  to 
tow  off  the  vessel  from  the  sand  have 
been  in  very  great  danger.  I  have 
been  assured  by  the  master  of  a  tug  that 
it  would  be  of  great  benefit  if  there 
were  power  to  remove  such  wrecks  from 
the  edges  of  a  sand  bank,  and  that  it 
would  greatly  facilitate  the  work  of 
saving  stranded  vessels.  I  hope  that 
every  shipowner  will  consider  that  point 
if  he  has  any  doubt  on  the  subject.  I 
do  not  wish  to  speak  entirely  from  hear- 
say, but  I  can  prove  my  case  by  facts. 
Last  September  I  went  out  in  a  lifeboat 
five  miles  from  Great  Yarmouth  on  the 
coast  of  Norfolk,  to  see  the  remains 
of  a  composite  vessel — the  Andromeda, 
I  went  out  at  dead  low  water,  and 
the  vessel  whose  remains  I  saw  had 
been  lying  there  for  upwards  of  six 
months.  I  was  able  clearly  to  realize 
that  if  it  had  been  a  dark  night  with  a 
strong  spring  tide  running  the  lifeboat 
might  have  struck  one  of  the  ribs  of 
this  vessel  and  must  have  been  lost. 
Even  the  lifeboat  men  themselves, 
although  they  might  have  had  cork 
jackets  on,  must  have  been  swept  away 
and  would  have  perished  in  a  short 
time  from  cold  and  exposure.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  read  the  following, 
which  I  have  received  from  the  cox- 
swain of  the  Caister  lifeboat.  The 
letter  is  dated  December  35th,  1888, 
nd  the  writer  says — 

**  We  were  out  with  our  large  lifeboat  a  few 
nights  ago  in  a  dense  fog  to  the  Gross  Sand  in 
answer  to  guni,  but  we  could  not  find  the  ship. 
We  crossed  orer  the  sand  several  times  and  all 
our  fear  was  the  wreck  of  the  Andromeda, 
should  the  lifeboat  have  struck  the  wreck,  with 
our  crew  of  20  men  so  far  from  the  shore,  what 
would  haye  been  the  consequence  P  I  have 
been  looking  at  the  wreck  to-day  with  the  glass 
from  the  bwit  shed,  and  it  remains  about  the 
same  as  it  was  when  you  went  out  with  me  in 
the  lifeboat.  I  know,  dear  Sir,  that  you  are 
doing  your  duty  in  trying  to  get  the  wreck  re- 
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moved,  and  I  should  like  to  hear^from  y<ra  800i» 
about  the  matter." 

There  are  very  strong  reasons  why  the 
crew  of  this  lifeboat  should  have  called 
my  attention  to  that  wreck,  inasmuoh  as 
in  the  year  1885,  cm  the  2 let  of  July,. 
they  heard  signdis  of  distress.  It  wa» 
perfectly  smooth  water,  and  in  order  to 
save  time  they  did  not  launch  the  life- 
boat, but  put  off  in  a  yawl.  After  pro* 
ceeding  about  two  miles  she  Buddenly 
struck  upon  a  sunken  wreck  ana 
immediately  sank,  and  out  of  a  orew 
of  15  men  eight  of  the  poor  fellows  were 
drowned.  Yet  only  the  previous  winter 
these  same  men  had  saved  the  lives  of  tha 
crew  of  that  very  vessel.  1  have  no  de^ 
sire  to  nve  to  this  lifeboat  station  mor» 
praise  uian  is  due  to  it^  but  I  may  menv 
tion  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  since  1858 
this  station,  with  two  boats,  have  saved. 
1,143  lives.  I  may  quote  another  statioir 
where  there  are  well-known  outlying 
sands  of  great  danger — namely,  Barns- 
gate  and  the  Goodwin  Sands.  Since 
1865,  the  Bamsgate  lifeboat  has  saved 
898  lives.  The  same  may  be  said  of 
many  other  lifeboat  stations,  and  it 
shows  how  important  it  is  that  8tep» 
should  be  taken  and  power  given  to  re- 
move these  hidden  dangers.  Let  me- 
remind  the  House  that  lifeboats  are 
bound  to  put  off  at  once.  There  must- 
be  no  hesitation  and  no  delay.  They 
must  go  the  straightest  course, 
and  on  a  dark  night  a  green 
wreck  buoy  near  a  sunken  wreck 
is  of  no  use,  because  the  crew  would, 
be  unable  to  see  it  before  they 
were  on  to  the  wreck  itself.  I  have 
made  inquiries  of  the  Trinity  Board 
whether  there  are  any  other  means  of 
enabling  a  lifeboat  to  avoid  a  sunken 
wreck.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the 
newly  invented  gas  buoys  might  be  put 
down,  but  it  is  impossible  to  cany  out- 
that  arrangement  all  around  the  coast. 
I  have  been  told  that  there  is  no  means- 
of  getting  over  the  difficulty  except  the 
one  which  I  propose — namely,  the 
amendment  of  the  Act  of  1877.  As  a- 
matter  of  fact,  the  Trinity  Board  some- 
times  remove  wrecks  not  in  navigable 
waters  that  are  within  a  few  hundred 
yards  of  the  buoys  which  show  the  navi- 
gable w  ater .  They  have  done  so  beeaose 
they  considered  that  although  such; 
wrecks  were  not  within  natigable 
waters  strictly  speaking,  still  the  tuge 
in  many  instances  had  been  in  great 
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jeopardy  of  being  wrecked  tkemselTes 
in  trying  to  get  off  vessels  from  the 
«and.  I  understand  that  some  ship- 
owners consider  that  I  hare  no  right  to 
fiuggest  that  there  should  be  further 
<}harges  on  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
in  respect  of  this  Bill  if  the  House  con- 
sents to  pass  it.  At  the  present  time  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  charged  to 
-the  extent  of  £12,000  a  year  in  respect 
of  the  saving  of  life,  but  the  greater 
portion  of  that  amount  is  paid  in  con- 
mection  with  the  rocket  service.  Two 
lifeboats  belonging  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  are  maintained  out  (A  that  fund, 
and  the  expenses  connected  with  the 
Bemoval  of  Wrecks  Act,  1877,  also  came 
out  of  that  fund.  Now  I  do  not  think 
that  if  this  Bill  passes  the  charges  im- 
posed upon  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
will  be  greatly  augmented.  There  are 
(not  many  cases  in  which  wrecks  would 
have  to  be  removed,  but  from  time  to  time 
fiuch  cases  will  occur.  At  present  I  know 
•of  six,  five  in  England  and  one  in 
Ireland,  all  of  which  are  sources  of  very 
igreat  danger.  I  do  not  believe  that 
great  demands  would  be  made  on  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  especially  if 
the  work  were  carried  out  in  the  summer 
time ;  by  that  means  the  expenses 
would  be  venr  much  minimized.  The 
^Committee  of  Lloyd's  have,  I  understand, 
written  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
4irging  them  to  support  this  Bill.  The 
whole  of  the  pilots  of  the  United  King- 
dom are  strongly  in  favour  of  it,  and  I 
would  suggest  to  the  House  that  if  it 
goes  to  a  Second  Reading  the  words  in 
"Clause  4,  ''of  the  Boyal  National  Life- 
boat Institution  "  should  be  struck  out. 
I  admit  that  it  was  an  error  to  introduce 
that  reference,  because  as  a  matter  of 
fact  there  are  two  boats  belonging  to  the 
^ard  of  Trade,and  thirty  others  belong- 
ing to  voluntary  associations.  I  am  also 
ready  to  amend  Clause  4  by  adding  at 
the  end  the  words—''  Provided  that  in 
the  case  of  obetmotion  or  danger  to  life- 
boats no  expenditure  shall  be  incurred 
«by  the  General  Lighthouse  Authority 
except  with  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
£oara  of  Trade."  I  hope  that  that  sug- 
gestion will  satisfy  my  right  hon.  Friend 
Sie  President  of  the  Boanl  of  Trade,  and 
H  trust  the  House  will  realize  the  great  im- 
^rtanceof  the  work  of  savinj^  life  around 
our  coast  by  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
^time.  I  consider  that  every  possible 
•encouragement  should  be  given  to  this 


work.  In  this,  the  greatest  mercantile 
country  in  the  world,  we  ought  to  be 
foremost  in  doing  our  utmost  in  saving 
the  lives,  not  only  of  our  own  sailors, 
but  of  foreigners  and  fishermen.  I 
have  been  asked  why  I  have  not  pro- 
vided for  obstructions  that  are  detri- 
mental to  other  services  besides  the 
lifeboat  service,  and  especially  in  con- 
nection with  the  fishing  interest.  I 
would  remind  those  hon.  Members  who 
desire  that  such  a  proposal  should  be 
embodied  in  the  Bill  that  fishing  vessels 
do  not  pay  light  dues,  and,  therefore,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  charge  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Fund  with  that  expenditure. 
With  these  remarks,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5f»r  K  BirkheoL) 

♦Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire): My  hon.  Friend  opposite  has 
very  clearly  stated  the  reasons  for  this 
Bill,  and  I  have  great  confidence  that 
the  House  will  consent  to  read  it  a  second 
time.  The  proposal  is  altogether  of  a 
non-Party  character,  as  I  think  will  be 
evident  from  the  names  on  the  back  of 
the  Bill,  for  a  more  incongruous  lot, 
from  a  Party  political  point  of  view, 
could  hardly  be  got  together.  There 
is  but  one  motive  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
On  this  we  are  per&tly  homogene- 
ous, and  there  is  no  personal  or  money 
interest  in  the  matter  whatever.  The 
only  desire  is  to  help  our  seafaring 
population  at  a  time  when  the  ser- 
vices they  are  rendering  in  the  cause 
of  humanity  should  command  the 
svmpathy  and  respect  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  When  a  vessel  is  in 
danger  these  brave  men  go  out  to  save 
the  crew  at  the  risk  of  their  own  lives  ; 
from  this  point  of  view  I  think  the  Bill 
should  receive  the  approbation  of  this 
House.  It  would  be  carrying  Con- 
servatism to  an  altogether  unheard-of 
pitch  to  advocate  as  desirable  the  reten- 
tion, in  the  guise  of  ancient  monuments, 
dangerous  wrecks  dotted  around  the 
coast.  I  am  sure  they  are  neither  use- 
ful nor  ornamental,  and  it  must  be 
evidMit  without  any  argument  whatever 
that  the  horrible  skeletons  of  ships 
which  have  gone  to  pieces  on  our  shores 
can  be  productive  of  nothing  but  danger 
to  seafaring  men.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  necessary  to  say  more  in  order  to 
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induce  the  House 
BMond  time. 

Mb.  GEOTBIAN  (Hull,  E.) :  la  the 
abaeDce  of  mj  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bristol  (Oolonel  Hill),  who  is  at  this 
moment  engaged  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Associated  Ohambers  of  Commerce,  I 
bee  to  move,  as  on  Amendment,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months.  I  feel  the  difficulty  of  the 
position  I  am  taking,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  I  have  to  contend  against 
some  of  the  considerations  which 
have  been  put  forward  very  forcibly 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
East  Norfolk  (Sir  E.  Birkbeck)  in 
support  of  the  Bill.  I  may,  however, 
be  allowed  to  say  that  iu  every  expree- 
aian  of  opinion  to  which  he  has  ^ven 
utterance  in  praise  of  the  action  of  the 
noble  men  who  man  our  lifeboats  I  en- 
tirely concur.  Their  deeds  have  not 
only  commanded  the  admiration  of  this 
country,  but  have  presented  a  bright 
example  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  I 
entirely  support  everything  the  hon. 
Barocet  has  said  in  regard  to  the  de- 
sirability of  removing  any  obstruction 
to  the  efficient  performance  of  the  duties 
of  the  lifeboat  service ;  but  I  contend 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this  Bill, 
and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
mj  hon.  Friend  haa  hardly  made  out 
good  case,  apart  from  the  sentimental 
considerations  which  have  no  doubt  pro- 
perly influenced  him,  and  may  possibly 
influence  otber  Members  of  this  House. 
At  all  events  I  hope  that  we  shall  give 
an  impartial  and  a  thorough  examina- 
tion to  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  which  I  shall 
endeavour  to  show,  although  it  is  ap- 
parently very  simple  in  its  clauses,  is  of 
a  very  wide  and  far-reaching  character. 
The  flret  question  to  consider  is  what 
the  proposal  involves,  and  whether  there 
is  any  real  necessity  for  it.  I  hope  the 
House  will  bear  with  me  while  I  quote 
the  provisions  of  the  existing  Aict  of 
1877  wbich  is  sought  to  be  amended  by 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  It  is  an 
Act  to  facilitate  the  removal  of  wrecks 
obstructing  navigation,  and  Section  4 
provides  that — 

"  Where  my  venel  ii  sunlc,  atnnded,  or  ab&n- 
dcmed  in  soy  harboni  or  titUl  water  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  s  harbour  or  conserr&ncy 
ttathority,  or  in  or  aear  sny  approach  thereto, 
in  BDoh  manner  as  in  the  opinion  of  the 
SDthority  to  he,  HI  be  likely  to  become,  an 
obstmetion  or  danser  to  navigation  in  ths 
huhonr,  the  anthonty  may  take  powession  of 
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part  of  tha  vessel,  and  may  light  or  buoy  any 
nich  vessel  or  pott  tmtQ  the  tailing,  TomoTBlr 
deatniotion  thereof,  and  may  tell,  in  lueh 
manner  u  they  think  fit,  any  vassal  or  part  ao 
taised  or  removed,  and  alao  any  other  property 
recovered  in  the  ezerdaa  of  their  powsra  nndu' 


This  proTision  is  carried  much  fnrther 
by  Section  S,  whioh  says — 

Where   any  vessel  is  sank,  stranded,   er 
Abandoned  in  any  fair  way,  or  on   the   se*' 

Of  course,  there  is  a  oonrideratioii- 
which  I  am  afraid  that  hon.  Hemben- 
may  have  lightly  passed  over,  and  ibat 
is,  if  you  extend  the  provisionB  fox  th» 
removal  of  what  the  right  hoD.  Oantle- 
man  the  Member  for  Bwwickshire  f  Hx. 
Maijorib antes)  oalls  "  ancient  monn— 
menta "  where  is  the  money  to  oorae 
from?  Atpresent,  the  remavalofwredca 
imposes  a  serious  burden  upon  the  Ooa- 
servancy  and  Harbour  Authorities,  whioh 
authorities  are  chained  with  the  removal 
of  wrecks  under  the  Act.  In  eertain. 
eventualities,  my  hon.  Friend  aayg,  th» 
MercantileMarine  Fund  oughtto  hearth* 
expense.  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  Hoqi» 
to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  be^ 
hon.  Members  to  note  thatin  a  period^ 
1 1  years  which  has  passed  ainoe  the  Re- 
moval of  Wrecks  Act  was  carried,  my 
hon.  Friend  has  not  been  able  to  obtain 
forquotation  (with  one  exception}Bflis^e- 
case  where  there  has  been  an  acddant 
owing  to  the  non-removal  of  a  wreck) 
and  I  muet  say  that  if  there  had  bean 
any  actual  danger  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  would  have  been  able  to  havs 
obtained  a  liat  of  auch  oases.  I  think 
that  speaka  volumes  for  my  cootentioA 
that  every  necessary  provision  is  mad» 
by  the  Act  of  1877.  I  will  take  th»- 
caaeof  the  HumberOonserrano^  Com- 
missioners, who,  at  the  present  time, 
have  no  power  to  levy  dues  on  shippings 
or  to  raise  the  neoesaary  funds  for  r^ 
moving  wrecks.  The  funds  of  thees- 
Commissioners  are  raised  by  private- 
contributions  from  railway  and  doek 
authorities  interested  in  the  efficient' 
navigation  of  the  Humber,  and  I  oon- 
tend  that  if  this  Bill  were  paaaad  it  would 
involve  very  serious  oonsequenoes  to- 
the  Board.  Then,  ^ain,  in  order  to 
give  an  illuatration  of  the  praotioal 
and  possible  working  of  the  proTisirmB- 
of  the  Bill,  I  may  mention  that  in  th*- 
Humber,  on  the  north  shore  of  the- 
river  at  Sperm  Point,  the  Hull  Trini^ 
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House  authorities  have  for  many  years 
maintained  at  their  own  expense  a  life- 
boat, which  has  rendered  most  valuable 
services  indeed.  That  boat  has  a  splen- 
did record ;  but  the  Hull  Trinity  Corpora- 
tion are  not  in  favour  of  the  Ainendment 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend's  Bill, 
nor  are  the  Humber  Oonservanoy,  and 
their  contention  is  that  it  is  entirely 
unnecessary,  by  reason  of  the  provision 
which  already  exists.  On  the  opposite 
shore,  at  the  entrance  to  the  Linooln- 
shire  coast,  there  is  a  station  under  the 
charge  of  the  National  Lifeboat  Institu- 
tion. On  the  shore,  some  few  years  affo 
there  was  a  violent  gale,  and  33  wrecks 
took  place.  Those  wrecks  are  driven 
high  and  dry  at  certain  states  of  the 
tide ;  and  if  the  Bill  is  passed  it  would 
be  contended  that  those  wrecks,  which 
took  place  so  long  ago,  ought  to  be 
removed.  The  consequence  would  be 
that  very  heavy  and    unnecessary  ex- 

fense  would  be  thrown  on  the  authority, 
hope  it  will  be  quite  understood  that, 
in  moving  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months,  I  am  not  in 
any  way  antagonistic  to  the  Boyal 
National  Lifeboat  Institution — an  in- 
stitution which  I  cordially  support,  and 
which  I  believe  merits  the  eulogies  cast 
upon  it.  But  I  do  ask  the  House  seri- 
ously to  consider,  before  allowing  the 
Bill  to  become  law,  whether,  in  the 
first  place,  it  is  really  necessary — 
whether  the  demands  are  not  entirelv 
met  by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  which 
it  proposes  to  amend ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  to  remember  that  no  pro- 
vision is  made  for  the  very  serious  extra 
liability  it  will  throw  upon  Harbour 
Conservancy  and  other  autnorities. 

Mb.  MACLUKE  (Lancashire,  8.E., 
Stretford)  :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (  Mr.  Qrotrian.) 

Question  proposed, ''That  the  word 
'now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Mb.  PENKOSE  FITZ  GERALD 
(Cambridge) ;  I  will  endeavour  as  far 
as  possible  to  answer  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
but  it  is  somewhat  difficult,  because  he 
has  read  out  to  the  House  the  com- 
menoement  of  two  sections  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  bears  upon  the  ease, 
stopping  short  at  the  actual  part  which 


has  any  bearing  whatever  on  the  BiU  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  now  before  the  House. 
Our  contention  is  that  the  Bill  is  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  removing 
wrecks  in  shallow  water,  where  such 
wrecks  "  are  not  in  the  way  of  naviga- 
tion," which  are  the  obstructions  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Act  of  1877.  The 
wrecks  to  which  this  Bill  will  apply  are 
not  directly  in  the  way  of  large  vessels, 
but  they  are  in  the  way  of  all  small 
vessels  by  day  and  by  night.  They  are 
sometimes  even  barely  visible  in  the 
daytime,  and  at  night  their  whereabouts^ 
can  be  indicated  only  by  litfhtine,  whick 
is  more  costly  than  blowing  wem  up 
with  dynamite.  Some  of  these  wrecks 
are  directly  in  the  way  of  the  launching 
slips  of  the  Lifeboat  Institution,  and 
can  only  with  difficulty  be  avoided. 
Not  very  long  ago  there  was  a  wreck 
lying  almost  directly  in  front  of  the  step 
of  the  Cromer  lifeboat.  The  boat  had 
to  ^  within  a  few  fathoms  of  it  every 
time  she  was  launched,  and  at  night,  or 
when  the  weather  was  thick  or  snowing^ 
I  would  defy  any  coxswain  steering  th» 
lifeboat  to  avoid  coming  into  collision 
with  it  if  chance  took  'him  in  its  direc- 
tion. It  must  be  remembered  that  in 
rough  weather  on  the  East  Coast  the  life-» 
boats  get  out  to  save  life  by  crawling^ 
round  the  banks  and  over  the  shoals^ 
and  that,  therefore,  old  shark's  teeth 
wrecks  lying  in  these  places  are  a  source 
of  great  danger.  The  boats  could  not 
put  to  sea  in  deep  water  such  as  you 
have  on  the  West  Coast.  We  are  told 
that  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  not 
in  a  flourishing  condition— and  it  is 
not  likely  to  be  when  hon.  Members 
who  have  to  pay  to  it  can  come 
here  and  get  the  fees  reduced — but  I 
would  point  out  that  the  object  this 
Bill  has  in  view  was  laid  down  as  on» 
of  the  purposes  of  that  Fund.  It  is  pro* 
vided  by  Sub-section  5  of  the  418th 
section  of  the  Act  that  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund,  subject  to  anv  prior 
charges,  shall  be  chargeable  witn  main* 
taining  lifeboats,  crews,  and  equip- 
ments, and  affording  assistance  towarda 
the  preservation  of  life  and  property  ia 
cases  of  shipwreck  and  distress  at  sea. 
That  clause  distinctly  contemplates  a 

5 roper  service  of  lifelx>ats  on  the  ooast. 
'hanks  to  the  benevolence  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen  and  countrywomen,  we  have 
a  perfectly  voluntary  association  such  as 
the  National  Lifeboat  Institution,  whose 
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expenses,  roughly  speaking,  are  £70,000 
a-year.  But  if  we  bad  not  got  an 
association  like  that,  which  is  voluntarily 
looked  after  and  voluntarily  supported, 
I  am  certain  that  the  country  would 
expect  that  somehow  or  other  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund  should  be  called 
upon  to  do  that  which  is  now  done  by  a 
voluntary  institution.  All  we  ask  in 
this  voluntary  association  is  that  you 
should  do  one  of  those  things  which 
you  are  called  on  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  do — namely,  to  remove  these  ribs, 
these  skeletons  of  wrecks,  which  are  a 
danger  to  our  lifeboats.  I  could  give 
you  dozens  of  cases  where  such  danger 
exists,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
President  of  the  Lifeboat  Institution 
could  give  you  hundreds.  We  should 
be  quite  ready  to  accept  Amendments  to 
strike  out  the  words  '*  Royal  National 
Lifeboat  Institution,"  so  that  the  Bill 
should  read  ''  or  to  lifeboats  engaged  in 
lifeboat  service."  We  are  aware  that 
many  other  boats  do  go  out  to  save  life, 
euch  as  ordinary  fishing-boats,  luggers 
at  Deal,  whale-boats  at  Cork,  and 
the  boats  of  private  corporations,  such 
as  those  at  Hull.  But  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  run  away  with  the  idea 
that  there  is  no  fund  out  of  which  to 
defray  these  expenses,  and  that  there 
is  no  danger  to  be  got  rid  of. 

Sir  SAVILE  OROSSLEY  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft) :  I  desire  to  support  the  Bill, 
which  is  urgently  needed  in  my  con- 
stituency in  Suffolk,  a  constituency 
possessing  a  large  fleet  of  fishing  boats, 
and  also  a  most  dangerous  coast.  It  is 
earnestly  desired  by  all  classes,  not  only 
by  the  lifeboat  men,  but  the  fishermen, 
and  all  classes  connected  with  the  coast 
trade  and  the  owners  of  the  harbour  at 
Lowestoft.  The  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  are  not  opposed  to  any 
email  buixlen  which  would  be  placed  on 
them  for  the  further  protection  of  the 
brave  men  who  risk  their  own  lives  to 
«ave  the  lives  of  others.  I  trust  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  will  be  withdrawn, 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  and  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  have  proved  their 
oase  so  clearly. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  South-East) : 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  this  Bill  has  the  almost  unanimous 
assent  of  the  pilots  on  the  East 
Ooast  of  England;  and  that  it  is 
regarded  as  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance    by     my    constituents    who 
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navigate  the  North  Sea  and  the  Thames. 
These  wrecks  are  the  greatest  danger 
to  our  fishing  industi^.  There  are 
numbers  of  them  on  the  ooast  of  Essex, 
and  I  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  do  what  he  can  to  help  the  passing 
of  the  Second  Reading  of  mis  most  use- 
ful Bill.  The  matter  with  which  it  deab 
is  not  a  sentimental  one,  but  a  very  prac- 
tical and  serious  one,  as  those  who  axe 
at  all  acquainted  with  the  navigation  of 
the  Essex  coast  can  testify. 

Mr.  lane  (Oork  Co.,  E.)  :  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Bill 
rather  to  show  the  unanimity  of  all 
parties  in  the  House  in  its  support  than 
to  add  any  additional  argument  to  those 
already  given.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Hull  (Mr.  Orotrian),  the  House  wiU 
admit,  has  done  his  dut^  to  his  absent 
friend  with  conspicuous  ability,  but  I 
do  not  think  he  has  g^ven  us  sufficient 
reason  why  we  should  not  pass  the  BilL 
The  merits  of  the  measure  are  so  self- 
evident  to  the  House  that  it  is  almost 
unnecessary  that  any  further  time  should 
be  occupied  in  the  discussion.  I  do  not 
think  it  has  ever  been  my  lot  to  witness 
a  measure  received  on  all  sides  of  the 
House  with  such  unanimity  as  this  has 
been.  The  whole  body  of  Irish  Mem* 
bers  who  usually  sit  with  me  on  these 
Benches  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  because 
they  think  it  a  move  in  the  right  direc- 
tion. It  is  a  measure  that  will  meet  a 
very  great  want  that  arises  all  round 
the  coast  of  Ireland,  and  will  not,  in 
my  opinion,  add  materially  to  the 
burdens  already  pressing  on  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund. 

Mr.  OROTRIAN  :  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  charge  of  the  BiU  is  willing 
to  agree  to  certain  Amendments  in  the 
measure,  I  now  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Amendment  to  the  present  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Thb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beaok, 
Bristol,  W.) :  This  Bill,  which  proposes 
a  very  small  amendment  of  the  existing 
law,  appears  to  commend  itself  to  the 
almost  universal  approval  of  the  House. 
The  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  is  now  in 
a  better  condition  than  it  was  in  some 
time  ago,  and  is  better  able  to  bear 
additional  charges  which  may  be  placed 
upon  it;  but  the  expenditure  under  that 
Bill  ought  to  be  limited  strictly  to  cases 
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where  absolute  danger  exists ;  and,  re- 
membering the  important  charges  to 
which  that  fund  is  now  subject,  I  am 
eure  the  hon.  Mover  of  the  Bill  will  not 
wish  that  it  shouM  be  burdened  un- 
necessarily. I  do  not  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Hull  has  in  any 
way  injured  the  interests  which  he 
wishes  to  serve  by  withdrawing  his 
opposition  to  the  Second  Beading. 
Tnose  interests  are  perfectly  well  able 
to  protect  themselves.  I  will  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Norfolk  to  post- 
pone the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  to 
enable  me  to  communicate  with  the 
Lighthouse  Authorities,  in  order  that 
any  minor  Amendments  may  be  made  in 
the  measure  if  necessary. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
ON  SUNDAY  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*Mr.  J.  0.  STEVENSON  (S.  Shields): 
In  asking  the  House  to  read  this  Bill 
a  second  time,  I  have  to  say  that  on  a 
recent  occasion  I  was  defeated  on  a 
similar  Motion  in  a  full  House  only  by  a 
majoritv  of  seven,  when,  instead  of  my 
Bill  being  read  a  second  time,  an  ab- 
stract Besolution  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  carried, 
in  favour  of  relegating  the  question  of 
Sunday  closing  to  the  decision  of  the 
inhabitants  of  particular  localities.  It 
might  have  been  supposed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  upon 
that  would  have  taken  the  usual  course 
of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  give  effect  to 
his  Besolution,  but  the  hon.  Qentleman 
has  not  done  so.  What  I  would  press  on 
the  House  at  this  moment  is  this — that 
the  only  practical  method  of  dealing 
with  this  matter  —  if  it  is  to  be 
dealt  with  this  Session  at  all — is 
by  passing  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill,  and  amending  it  as  may  seem  de- 
sirable in  Committee.  Those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  desire  to  see  any  step  taken 
towards  the  settlement  of  this  most 
urgent  and  important  question  ought  to 
support  the  Second  Beading.  Of 
course,  hon.  Members,  like  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck),  who  are  not  de- 
sirous that  any  attempt  should  be  made 
to  settle  the  question,  will  support  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  I,  however,  remind 
the  House  that  a  very  eager  interest  is 


being  taken  in  this  movement  by  large 
classes  throughout  the  country  who  are 
anxious  to  promote  an  improvement  of 
the  social  condition  of  the  people.  The 
more  democratic  the  Constitution  has 
become  the  more  interest  has  been 
taken  in  questions  of  this  kind,  be- 
cause the  people  know  better  what 
is  for  their  own  interest  and  for 
the  interests  of  their  poorer  neigh- 
bours. All  the  organizations  for  social 
improvement  which  are,  happily*  so 
numerous  in  the  country  look  to  this 
Bill  as  the  first  step  in  the  way  of  tem- 

Eerance reform.  Our  Christian  Churches, 
owever  much  they  may  differ  on  points 
of  doctrine,  are  unanimous  in  support  of 
this  reform  of  Sunday  dosing,  ana  I  ask 
the  House  whether  it  is  going  to  lose 
another  year,  or  whether  it  is  going  to 
seize  the  only  opportunity  that  is  likely 
to  be  presented  this  Session  of  dealing 
with  this  measure?  And  I  would  re- 
mind  the  House  that  by  reading  the 
Bill  a  second  time  to-day,  it  will  have 
precedence,  under  the  new  Bules,  over 
all  Bills  which  have  not  been  read  a 
second  time  before  Whitsuntide.  The 
Government,  by  introducing  clauses 
dealing  with  the  Sunday  Liquor  Traffic 
into  their  County  Government  Bill  of 
last  year,  admitted  the  importance  and 
the  urgency  of  the  subject;  audi,  there- 
fore, call  upon  them  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  the  present  measure. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barnard  Castle  (Sir  J.  Pease)  has  a 
Bill  on  this  subject  on  the  Paper, 
but  it  is  so  far  down  that  it  has  no 
chance  of  being  considered.  He  pro- 
poses the  same  principle  with  consider- 
able modifications  and  exceptions,  and  I 
presume  he  will  vote  for  the  Second 
Beading  of  my  Bill,  with  a  view,  if 
possible,  to  inducing  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee to  adopt  some  of  the  modifications 
he  suggests.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot)  has  a 
Besolution  on  the  paper,  which  would  be 
adverse  to  my  Bill ;  but  he  will  not  have 
an  opportunity  of  moving  it.  He  pro- 
poses a  different  remedy  for  the  evil  I 
desire  to  deal  with ;  but  I  remind  the 
hon.  Member  and  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Barnard  Castle  that  the  only 
way  to  meet  the  growing  wish  of  the 
country  for  some  settlement  of  the  oues- 
tion  is  to  give  the  Bill  a  Second  Beading. 
Now,  I  should  be  content  to  secure 
Sunday    closing   in    any  way ;   but    I 
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very  long  before  the  constituencies  will 
fully  inform  their  representatives  of 
-what  are  their  wishes  on  this  matter.  I 
will  only,  therefore,  in  conclusion,  put 
before  the  House  the  case  of  the  pub- 
licans themselves  and  their  families, 
who,  under  the  the  present  system,  are 
deprived  of  that  home  privacy  which  is 
.60  much  valued  by  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity, and  to  whom  one  day  of  rest 
and  quiet  in  the  week  will  come  as  an 
almost  priceless  boon.  I  have  already 
spoken  of  the  persons  employed  in  these 
houses,  and  with  regard  to  them  I  ask 
i;he  House  whether  any  case  of  public 
necessity  and  convenience  has  been 
made  out  that  can  be  held  to  justify  so 
monstrous  an  anomaly  as  this — that 
while  the  law  forbids  Sunday  trading 
-  in  the  necessaries  of  life  and  other  com- 
modities it  shall  continue  to  allow  an 
•exceptionally  hurtful  and  dangerous 
"trade  to  spread  its  temptations  before 
the  people  on  that  one  day  of  the  week 
when,  owing  to  the  leisure  it  affords,  the 
^public  are  most  liable  to  be  brought 
under  its  evil  influence.  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
.  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  J,  C.  Stivenson.) 

♦Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven):  Sir,  in  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 
I  have  no  desire  to  repeat  the  argu- 
ments which  I  was  called  upon  to 
employ  when,  some  three  months 
r  since,  I  addressed  the  House  on  a 
similar  occasion ;  but  after  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  Steven- 
aon),  I  am  very  much  afraid  I  shall  be 

•  compelled  to  break  through  that  limita- 
tion; because,  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks, the  hon.  Gentleman  has  praoti- 

•  cally  reproduced  almost  everything  he 
vsaid  when  this  question  was  last  before 
the  House.  I  must,  however,  state  at 
the  outset  of  my  remarks  that  there  is  a 

'  noticeable  exception  in  the  speech  to 

which  we  have  just  listened.     The  hon. 

-Gentleman  has  made  no  reference  what- 

•  ever  to  London  or  the  large  population 
-contained  within  the  Metropolitan  area. 

In  December  last  he  intimated  that  he 
^as  prepared  to  exclude  the  population 
of  Dradon  from  the  operation  of  the 
.Bill,  and  that  he  was  ready  to  accept 
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exceptions  in  favour  of  the  large  towns, 
so  that  this  great  measure  of  Imperiid 
legislation  would,  after  all,  be  confined 
to  small  districts  in  the  country.  How 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  reconcile  his 
speech  on  the  present  occasion  with  that 
which  he  delivered  only  three  months 
ago,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand — it  sur- 
passes my  himible  comprehension.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  now  in  his  place,  though 
no  doubt  he  is  engaged  in  a  much 
more  agreeable  occupation  than  attend- 
ing the  debates  on  this  Bill.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of 
words  to  the  effect  that  his  case  did  not 
require  much  argument.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  entirely,  because 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to,  as  well 
as  the  speech  he  delivered  in  December 
last,  he  never  for  one  single  moment 
approached  the  real  issue  of  this  ques- 
tion. That  is  the  great  fault  which  I 
have  to  find  with  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  friends.  They  shrink  from  this  test 
What  are  the  grounds  on  which  this 
legislation  is  asked  for  in  the  numerous 
Memorials  and  Petitions  which  from  time 
to  time  find  their  way  into  this  House  ? 
I  have  been  a  Member  of  the  Petition 
Committee  of  this  House,  and  have  had 
opportunities  which  very  few  other  hon. 
Members  have  had  of  seeing  what  Uie 
value  of  these  Petitions  is.  They  are  all, 
for  instance,  in  one  common  form. 
Most  of  them  were  written  out  by  a 
particular  individual  and  sent  out  around 
and  about  the  country  to  receive  what 
signatures  they  can  get.  I  do  not  wish 
to  use  any  word  in  reference  to  them 
which  may  be  called  un-Parliamentaiy, 
but  if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  use 
such  a  word  as  '^humbug,"  I  would  say 
there  never  was  such  humbug  in  the 
world.  Every  one  of  these  PetitionB 
begins  by  saying  *'  Whereas  the  Sunday 
drinking  in  public-houses  is  a  special 
source  of  intemperance,  immorality,  and 
crime."  That  is  the  proposition  whiok 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  to  prove, 
but  towards  proving  it  he  has  not  said  a 
single  word.  Neither  in  his  speech  to- 
day nor  in  the  speech  he  delivered  in 
December  last  has  he  attempted  to  make 
out  this  important  part  of  his  case  by 
showing  how,  or  in  what  way,  the 
limited  opening  of  public-houses — six 
hours  in  the  country  and  sevMi  hours 
in  London  —  is    a    special  source  of 
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intemperanoe,  immorality,  and  crime. 
Nor  do  we  find  any  attempt  to  prove  it 
in  the  few  meetings  which  have  been 
held  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing,  and 
here  I  would  observe  how  very  few  and 
far  between  those  meetings  are.  The 
resolutions  which  have  been  passed  are 
all  couched  in  very  magnificent  lan- 
guage, and  roundly  denounce  Sunday 
trading  and  all  interested  in  it,  but  yet 
there  is  no  attempt  whatever  made  to 
prove  the  case  by  anything  like  reliable 
evidence.  My  opposition  to  the  Bill  is 
based  upon  my  own  evidence  and  my 
own  common  sense.  I  have  been  living 
in  London  a  great  many  years,  and  I 
have  not  seen  any  of  those  orgies — 
those  disgraceful,  revolting  sights  about 
which  teetotallers  speak  so  much,  as 
being  witnessed  after  12.30  on  Sunday 
afternoons.  In  the  North  of  England, 
in  the  district  with  which  I  am  politi- 
cally  connected,  there  certainly  are  none 
of  &ose  sights,  and  I  can  speak  with 
equal  positiveness  of  a  district  in  the 
South  of  England  where  it  is  my  fate  to 
reside  for  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
vear.  All  these  allegations  are  nothing 
but  the  inventions  of  fanatics  in  order  to 
Mghten  excellent  and  well-meaning 
people  who  do  not  care  to  take  the 
trouble  to  inquire  and  ascertain  the 
facts  for  themselves.  It  was  a  matter 
of  common  observation,  which  led  my- 
self and  others  to  make  still  further  in- 
quiries, and  the  statistics  which  were 
laid  on  the  Table  on  my  Motion  last 
year  fell  like  a  bombsheU  in  the  camp 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends. 
These  statistics  very  conclusively  showed 
that  there  was  no  extensive  system 
of  Sunday  drinking.  It  is  a  little 
curious  to  note  with  what  importance 
the  Sunday  closing  supporters  look 
upon  statistics  when  they  are  in  their 
own  favour — that  is,  when  the  results 
of  the  Saturday  ni^ht  drinking  is 
included  in  Sunday  drinking.  The  mo- 
ment, however,  Saturday  night  drink- 
ing is  excluded,  the  statistics  teU  a 
very  different  tale,  and  now,  accord- 
ing to  hon.  Gentlemen,  are  utterly 
unreliable.  WeU  may  they  think 
so,  because  they  cut  away  a  large 
proportion  of  the  cnround  from  the  feet 
of  ike  supporters  of  the  Bill.  I  am  not 
at  all  surprised  to  see  hon.  Gentlemen 
attempting  to  discredit  these  statistics, 
but  I  think  the  Home  Office  are  quite 
able  to  explain  their  own  figures.     I 


have,  thanks  to  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Allerdale,  in  Cumberland,  in  whichr 
my  constituency  is  situate,  obtained  a 
continuation  of  the  statistics  for  1888. 
Allerdale  contains  a  population  of  some^ 
thing  like  60,000  people,  indudiDg  a  very 
large  number  of  miners.  In  1 888,  in  the- 
whole  of  that  large  population,  only  69^ 

Sersons  were  arrested  on  Sunday  for 
runkenness,  whereas  on  the  other  days 
of  the  week  774  persons  were  arrested. 
It  is  thus  conclusively  shown  that  there 
are  a  much  fewer  number  of  persons 
intoxicated  on  Sundays  than  on  week- 
days. I  ask,  then,  is  it  reasonable  that 
all  the  public-houses  should  be  closed  in- 
that  district  simply  because  1  in  69  of 
the  people  is  arrested  for  drunkenness  ?* 
Then,  Sir,  in  the  case  of  Wales,  the  hon. 
Member  remarked  that  the  instance  of 
Wales  had  occurred  very  opportunely. 
I  quite  agree  with  him;  I  think  it  has^ 
occurred  most  opportunely.  But,  in 
regard  to  the  statistics,  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  suggest  that  there  ^ere  some 
mala  fides  on  the  part  of  the  Commissioner. 
He  ought  to  recollect,  however,  that  these* 
statistics  were  only  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  by  the  Home  Offioe^* 
in  the  latter  part  of  last  year,  and  that 
there  was  hardly  any  time  for  the 
Western  Mail  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiries.      But  Wales  was  the  great 

Eower  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  and' 
is  friends  relied  so  lately  as  last  De- 
cember.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid' 
Lawson)  then  said — 

"The  Welsh  Sundaj  Closing  Act  was  work- 
ing admirably,  and  was  there  any  earthlj  reason 
why  Wales  should  not  enjoy  the  olessing  of  being^ 
sober,  and  why  should  tiiey  not   extend  the- 
same  blessing  to  England  P  " 

The  hon.  Member  for  Boston  (Mr.  At- 
kinson) said — 

'<  He  was  informed  by  ministers  of  religion,, 
magistrates,  and  others  in  Wales,  that  the  Sun-- 
day  Closing  Act  passed  for  that  country  had 
been  a  great  success." 

And  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiganshire 
(Mr.  Bowen  Bowlands)  said — 

*<  The  Act  had  not  had  fair  play  in  Glamor-r 
ganshire,  but  in  the  rest  of  the  Principality  it 
had  been  a  decided  success." 

But  this  idol  which  the  hon.  Members 
set  up  as  to  the  success  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Acts  tumbled  down  and  broke 
to  pieces  so  soon  as  inquiry  was  made 
In  a  circular  delivered  to  me  this* 
morning,  there  is  a  false  statement 
that — 
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*<A  diBflTacefnl  attempt  is  being  made  to 
diBcredit  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  by  a 
manipulation  of  Parliamentary  Betums." 

I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields,  with  all  his  enthusiasm, 
will  back  up,  but  will  repudiate,  such  a 
statement  as  that,  because  it  is  a  severe 
charge,  and  one  which  reflects  upon  an 
excellent  friend  of  mine,  Lord  Aberdare. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Beport  entitled 
"Lord  Aberdare's  Challenge  to  the 
Western  Mail^^^  which  shows  dearly  that 
illicit  trading  has  greatly  increased  in 
Wales,  while  in  England  there  has  been  a 
diminution ;  for  in  England  there  has  been 
a  diminution  of  38  per  cent,  of  the  per- 
sons proceeded  against  for  illicit  dealing, 
^hile  in  Wales  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  41  per  cent,  and  taking  Gla- 
morgan alone  the  increase  represents 
more  than  1 00  per  cent.  That  is  one  of  the 
magnificent  effects  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Acts.  Then  the  hon.  Memoer  said 
something  about  the  attendance  at  the 
Sunday  service,  and  how  persons  were 
prevented  from  attending  public  wor- 
ship. If  you  look  at  page  35  of  this 
pamphlet  you  will  find  that  a  police 
sergeant  reported  to  the  Commissioner — 

**I  have  not  been  twenty  times  to  public 
worship  altogether  sinoe  the  Act  came  into 
force,  for  no  one  knows  what  will  happen  on  a 
Sunday." 

That  is  a  material  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion about  attending  Divine  Service. 
Then  at  page  158  I  find  that  Captain 
Colquhoun,  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Swansea,  strongly  recommended  the 
partial  opening  of  public-houses  on 
Sundays.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Stevenson)  quoted  a  letter  from  a 
doctor  practising  at  Cardigan ;  but  in 
this  matter  we  have  to  look  at  the  evi- 
dence of  unimpeachable  witnesses  of 
position.  And  that  is  what  I  have 
done.  Who  are  more  likely  to  give 
straightforward  evidence  on  such  a 
question  than  the  police  officials,  and 
it  is  to  them  we  must  go  for  information 
in  this  case.  Captain  Colquhoun 
states — 

**  That  the  convictions  for  week  day  drunken- 
ness in  1888  were  fewer  by  nearly  200  than 
those  of  1882,  while  those  for  Sunday  offences  in 
1872  had  only  once  before  been  exceeded. " 

•Captain  Colquhoun  is  a  far  better  witness 
in  this  case  than  the  doctor,  whose  evi- 
dence may  be  tinged  with  superstition 
and  fanaticism.  Then  we  come  to  Car- 
marthenshire.     There  the  Chief   Con- 
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stable  ''unequivocally  condemned  the 
Act,  which  had  doubled  the  amount  of 
drunkenness.  Before  its  introduction, 
three  or  four  cases  only  of  Sunday  drun- 
kenness occurred  during  the  year.  Now, 
however,  he  said,  the  figures  were  run- 
ning up  at  an  appalling  rate."  Then  in 
Glamorgan,  Superintendent  Thomas,  the 
officer  in  chage  of  the  district,  ''  declared 
that  the  immediate  effect  of  the  Act  had 
been  the  production  of  a  considerable 
iucrease  of  Sunday  drunkenness." 
Hound  and  about  Cardiff,  Superinten- 
dent Wake,  the  chief  police  officer  of 
the  division,  described  the  Act  "  as  the 
very  worst  piece  of  legislation  which  the 
police  had  ever  been  compelled  to 
enforce."  In  the  Merthyr  and  Aber- 
dare Valleys,  where  there  are  no  dabs, 
'*  shebeens  are  numerous,  and  the '  small 
cask'  industry  flourishes.  This  is 
the  home  of  the  '  belly-can,* 
an  ingeniously  constructed  vessel 
manufactured  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  assisting  in  the  evasion  of  the  law." 
Then  Superintendent  Thomas,  Deputy 
Chief  Constable  of  Glamorganshire,  and 
chief  of  the  police  in  the  Merthyr  and 
Aberdare  district,  said,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Act  was  a  failure.  There  was 
much  more  Sunday  drinking  now  than 
before  the  Act  became  operative.  Then 
the  Report  says — 

<'  Colonel  Lindsay,  bv  virtue  of  the  position 
he  occupies  as  the  Chief  Constable  of  U-Iamor- 
gan,  the  premier  county  of  the  Principality, 
undoubtedly  takes  rank  as  the  leading  police 
officer  in  Wales.  <  The  Act  was  passea,'  he 
says,  'to  reduce  the  extent  to  which  Sunday 
drunkenness  prevailed — instead  of  which,  it  has 
produced  quite  the  contrary  dOfect.' " 

I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  understand 
how  this  evidence  can  be  resisted.  The 
only  witness  whom  the  hon.  Member  has 
produced  is  this  doctor  at  Swansea,  of 
small  weight  against  the  important  and 
necessarily  impartial  testimony  of  these 
police  officials.  The  hon.  Member  talks 
about  ^offdy^^  travellers  and  about  the 
bogpis  clubs ;  but  these  will  always  exist ; 
they  are  a  consequence  of  the  Acts ;  for 
^ou  cannot,  by  legislation,  stop  drink- 
mg,  even  if  you  suppress  clubs  or  in- 
crease the  distance  of  the  hondJUU' 
traveller  from  three  to  four  or  five  miles. 
The  hon.  Member  never  referred  to  this 
district  of  Wales ;  but  I  have  here  a  pl(^ 
ture  of  what  is  called  a  '<  belly-oaiii" 
and  I  only  wish  it  could  be  photo* 
nraphed  and  placed  in  the  libraiy,  and 
thus  show  hon.  Members  to  what  shifts 
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Welabmen  are  reduced  by  the  lensla* 
tion  of  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite.  I  am 
very  sorry  the  Member  for  the  Rhondda 
Valley  is  not  here.  He  probably  knows 
all  about  ''belly-cans,''  though  I  do 
not  mean  to  insinuate  that  he  ever 
carried  one.  Now,  those  who  live  in 
Cardiff  know  that  the  ''  belly- can  "  is 
saddle-shaped,  and  is  carried  by  men 
and  women,  generally  the  latter,  full 
of  beer  under  their  clodies  when  running 
the  police  gauntlet.  The  average- 
sized  can  h(Hds  about  four  quarts. 
There  are  also  "side- cans"  which  can 
be  tied  over  the  ribs.  The  main  idea  is 
the  same  in  both  designs.  A  Merthyr 
tinman  has  experienced  a  pronounced 
revival  in  trade  since  he  took  to  making 
this  paraphernalia  —  sometimes  called 
•"  John  Roberts  "  —  of  the  Sunday 
drinker.  But  that  is  not  all.  The 
Commissioner  says— 

**  Now  we  pass  on  to  another  and  more 
aristocratic  method  of  providing  Sunday  drink. 
The  smaU  cask  industry  is  in  an  exceedingly 

Srosperous  condition  in  the  Merthyr  district, 
vidence  of  the  fact  is  visible  in  many  forms. 
First,  many  of  the  g^rocers  advertise  the  casks 
as  a  speciaUty.  Within  a  stone's  throw  of  the 
Police  Station,  one  of  the  grocers  displays  on  a 
Saturday  in  front  of  his  shop,  60,  60,  and 
sometimes  even  a  100  empty  casks.  Fre- 
quently heavily-laden  wagons  are  encountered 
on  the  highways  eng^aged  in  the  work  of  dis- 
tribution." 

These  are  the  expedients  which  have 
been  resorted  to  to  evade  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  in  Wales,  and  this  is  the 
state  of  depravity  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  have  brought 
the  larger  portion  of  the  population  of 
Wales,  and  to  which  he  and  they 
are  desirous  to  reduce  England  also. 
Lord  Aberdare's  letter  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers,  and  I  shiul  not 
trouble  the  House  with  it.  My 
Friend,  Lord  Aberdare,  supported  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  because  he 
thought  he  was  doing  the  right  thing, 
but  now  he  is  sorry  to  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  whole  thing  is  a  failure, 
iuid  if  a  proposal  were  made  for  a  repeal 
of  that  legislation  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  he  statos  that  he  would  vote  for 
it.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  a 
more  upright  and  single-minded  man. 
He  is  always  open  to  conviction.  I  had 
a  conversation  with  him  yesterday,  and 
he  said  that  he  most  absolutely  thought 
A  ffreat  mistake  had  been  made  in 
Wales.    Beally  it  seems  to  me  that,  so 


far  as  that  part  of  the  case  is  concerned, 
the  evidence  is  conclusive.  Lord  Aber- 
dare, who  has  gone  fully  into  the 
matter,  regards  as  proved  the  proposi- 
tion which  I  bring  before  the  House, 
that,  so  far  as  Wales  is  concerned, 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act  is  a  positive 
failure.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields  says  that  the  limited 
number  of  hours  during  which 
public  -  houses  are  open  is  a  special 
source  of  the  evils  which  are  complained 
of.  That  proposition  I  have  disproved. 
But  another  proposition  which,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  is  untenable,  is  that 
with  regard  to  Sunday  rest.  Those  who 
are  engaged  in  public-houses  would 
rather  be  excused,  I  believe,  from  coming 
under  the  hon.  Member's  proposal,  by 
which  they  would  lose  a  day  s  pay.  But 
that  is  mere  speculation.  I  would,  how- 
ever, venture  to  submit  to  the  House 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  not  consistent 
with  himself.  Why  does  he  not  practise 
what  he  preaches  ?  Why  does  he  not 
stop  the  Sunday  employment  of  waiters 
at  the  Clubs  ?  Because  it  is  not  person- 
ally convenient.  That  is  the  reason. 
Why  does  he  not  legislate  to  stop 
railways,  and  omnibuses,  and  cabs  on 
Sundays  ?  Then  there  is  reference 
made  to  the  general  desire  of  the  com- 
munity for  this  legislation.  I  deny  alto- 
gether that  any  such  desire  exists.  I  say 
that  no  evidence  has  been  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  of  any  such  desire. 
On  the  contrary,  I  can  show  conclusive 
evidence  that  there  is  no  general  desire 
in  London  to  close  the  public-houses  on 
Sundays.  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Stevenson),  when  he  made  a  speech  in 
December  last,  said  he  would|be  willing 
to  drop  out  of  the  Bill  the  4,000,000 
inhabitents  of  London.  Is  the  hon. 
Member  going  to  prevent  persons 
going  down  on  Sunday  to  Green- 
wich, or  to  Hampton  Court,  or  Rich- 
mond, as  bond  fid$  travellers,  from 
obteinin^  refreshmento  when  they  go 
there  ?  is  that  legislation  to  propose  in 
the  19  th  century  and  in  a  civilized  coun- 
try ?  The  hon.  Member  was  very  cautious 
about  leaving  out  the  Metropolis  last 
December.  And  how  about  the  large 
towns  which  he  was  willing  to  exclude  ? 
Yes,  he  was  too  liberal.  He  was  not 
strong  enough  to  try  coercion  on  the 
subject.  But  he  appears  to  have  been 
called  over  the  coals  for  the  speech  he 
made,  so    to-day   he  has  left  out  all 


969        Sak  of  Intoxicating 


{COMMONS) 


Liqvoro^  ^c,  BiO.         960 


alluBion  to  London  and  the  great  towns. 
Then  reference  has  been  made  to 
Petitions.  Most  of  them  proceed  from 
one  body  after  they  have  found  their 
origin  m  small  Nonconformist  or 
Dissenting  communities.  [^Chwri]  I 
am  very  glad  to  hear  those  cheers, 
because  they  prove  my  proposition 
— namely,  that  the  larger  general 
intolligouoe  of  the  country  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  this  matter.  I  repre- 
sent a  very  intelligent  constituency.  In 
that  distnot  there  has  only  been,  in  the 
odurso  of  several  years,  one  Petition, 
signed  by  about  46  people,  and  some  of 
those  signatures  were  doubtful.  But  the 
hon.  Member  was  wise  enough  to  stop 
that  time.  lie  did  not  say  anyming  about 
the  canvass.  After  canvassing  six 
months  they  can  only  find  800,000  of 
the  population  of  England  who  favour 
this  legislation. 

*'  Thoro  was  a  mooting  held  in  Manchoster 
laiit  month.  I  have  tho  roport.  It  was  a 
mtwting  of  tho  Central  Association  for  stopping 
tho  sale  of  intoxicating  liauors  on  Sundays. 
Thore  was  nobody  thore,  ana  scarcely  anybody 
was  hoiurd  of  except  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Ijawson).  Tho  annual  roport  submittsd  that 
*  Hunday  closing  continued  to  work  satisfac- 
torily in  Wales.'.  .  .  The  total  receipts  for  the 
year  were  £2,140,  as  against  £2,298  in  1887." 

There  is  even  a  deficit,  and  that  is  the 
result  of  the  efforts  of  the  Central  As- 
sociation. At  that  meeting  the  Kev. 
Canon  StoweU  said — 

**  They  would  not  receive  a  mutilated  mea- 
sure. They  would  neither  exempt  London, 
nor  would  they  remit  a  (|[uestion  of  Imperial 
importance  to  the  decision  of  the  County 
Councils.  Their  cry  was,  *The  Bill,  and 
nothing  but  the  Bill.'" 

I  should  like  to  know  very  much  where 
the  general  desire  is.  I  am  quite  at  a 
loss  to  know  how  any  such  conclusion 
can  be  come  to.  Now,  what  is  the  real 
position?  I  do  not  think  myself  that 
the  question  of  temperance  or  intem- 
perance has  anything  to  do  with  it  at 
all.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine  in  this 
House,  distinguished  by  his  sound  sense, 
hit  the  mark  when  he  said  the  other 
day,  in  charging  a  Grand  Jury — 

'*  It  has  been  a  stormy  question  for  years,  but 
unfortunately  it  has  always  been  made  a  politi- 
cal question.'* 

And  that  is  the  very  nreat  cause,  almost 
the  main  reason,  of  this  proposal.  I 
entirely  endorse  that  opimon.  It  has 
always  been  my  opinion,  and  I  am  not 
expressing  it  in  tMs  House  for  the  first 
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time.  I  am  sorry,  Sir,  the  xifflit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deroy  is  not 
in  his  place.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
is  out  of  order  to  refer  to  an  hon. 
Member  as  a  weathercock ;  if  it  is.  Sir, 
I  withdraw  the  expression;  bat  I  da 
not  know  if  there  ever  was  each  a 
political  weathercock,  except,  perhaps, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tne  Member 
for  Bridgeton. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton):  I  do  not  know  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  r^ers 
when  he  uses  such  language  towards 
me.  I  may  say  I  have  voted  for  the 
Permissive  Bill  almost  every  8008100 
since  I  have  been  in  the  House. 

♦Mr.  cavendish  BENTINOK  :  I 
am  <^uite  willing  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression. But  still  I  think  the  word 
''weathercockism"  is  particularly  ap- 
plicable to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby.  I  cannot  un- 
derstand why  support  should  be  given 
to  this,  an  Imperial  Bill,  by  those  who, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby,  supported  the  Durham 
Sunday  Closing  BilL  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  haa 
voted  against  Local  Option  so  reoenthr  m 
last  December;  and  I  cannot  see  how 
his  action  in  this  matter  can  be  de- 
fended. I  can  only  attribute  it  to  the 
desire  to  secure  the  political  support  of 
a  certain  number  of  hon.  Members. 
I  cannot  understand  right  hon.  Chentle- 
men  supporting  those  Bills  and  now 
supporting  Imperial  legislation,  with 
regard  to  which  localities  can  have  ne 
voice.  Then  there  is  the  hon.  Member 
for  Morpeth,  who  was  a  supporter  of 
those  Bills.  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
and  other  Members  who  are  oonneoted 
with  trades  unions,  why  they  do  not  get 
up  a  strike  against  public-houses  and  all 
publicans  who  do  not  dose  on  Sunday  P 
If  they  did  that,  it  would  finish  ue 
matter,  and  there  would  be  no  neoeasitj 
whatever  for  legislation.  The^,  how- 
ever, do  nothing  of  the  kino.  Then 
there  is  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Cockermouth.  I  never  knew  a  man 
who  was  more  inconsistent.  Only  the  other 
day  the  hon.  Baronet  went  to  support 
Mr.  Beaufoy,  who,  it  seems,  is  a  pro* 
ducer  of  British  wine.  The  hon.  Baronet 
observed  that  he  wished  Mr.  Beaufoy 
did  not  sell  British  wine,  and  he  wished 
nobody  would  drink  it.  Well,  so  do  I,  and 
I  also   agree   with  the  hon.  Baronet 
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that  they  would  be  a  great  deal  better 
if  they  did  not  drink  it.     The  hon. 
Baronet    said  he    went  there  to  sup- 
port  Mr.   Beaufoy   because   that  gen- 
tleman was  in  favour  of  Local  Option. 
[Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson:    Hear,   hear!] 
Exactly,  but  the  point  is  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  in  favour  of  Imperial 
legislation.     I  do  not  know  that  Local 
Option  in  this  matter  is  so  very  much 
deprecated  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
I  oelieve  there  is  a  large  majority  in 
the  House  in  favour  of  it,  and  I  know 
that  a  great  number  of  my  political 
friends  have  voted  for  it.    But  what  we 
are  now  dealing  with  is  Imperial  legis- 
lation, and  the  question  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  have  put  to  the  can- 
didate ke  went  to  support  was,  **Are 
you  in  favour  of  Imperial  legislation? 
Are  you  in  favour  of  legislation  that 
will  put  a  stop  to  your  own  trade?" 
The  hon.  Baronet  is  altogether  opposed 
to  the  publicans,  but  whue  he  is  opposed 
to  the  publicans  he  is  not  in  the  least 
degree  opposed  to  the  men  who  supply 
the  publicans.    The  men  with  whom  he 
appears    on     the    platform    are    the 
producers.      I    should    like    to    hear 
what  the   right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Newcastle  has  to  say  on 
this  matter.    He  is  a  supporter  of  Sun- 
day dosing,  although  he  aoes  not  prac- 
tically carrv  it  out  himself.     With  re- 
gard   to    Wales,    I    believe    that    an 
influence  is  exerted  there  by  Calvinist 
and  Methodist  ministers  which  is  not 
to  be  found  in  any  other  country.  There 
is  no  Welsh  candidate  who  dare  call  his 
political  soul  his  own,  for  it  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  theee  Nonconforming 
ministers.    I  should  like  also  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
O.  Morgan)  speak  m  this  subject.    I 
am  veiy  much  ahwid  we  shall  all  come 
round  to  the  view  so  well  stated  by  Mr. 
Justice  Orantham,  that  political  necessity 
is  at  the  bottom  of  all  this  agitation.     I 
should  like  to  see  the  controversy  carried 
on  divested  of  all  political  elements; 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed  if 
Her  Majesty's   Oovemment   could  see 
ihm  way  to  g^nting  some  independent 
tribunal  to  investigate  this  question.    I 
saw  a  paragraph    in   the    newspapers 
this    momiuK    to   the   effect   that   the 
Oovemment  had  made  up  their  minds  to 
grant  a  Oommission  to  inquire  into  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act.    I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  true,  but  if  it  is, 
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I  should  hail  it  with  the  greatest  possible 
satisfaction.  I  have  alwi^s  been  the 
strongest  possible  advocate  for  temper- 
ance. [^Lau'fhter.']  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  has  no  right  to  make 
a  denial  of  that  sort.  I  have  a  rieht  to 
say,  for  myself,  that  I  am  quite  as 
temperate  a  man  as  he  is.  Mv  view  has 
always  been  to  decrease  drunkenness  in 
this  country  by  persuasion  and  force  of 
example,  and  not  by  coercive  measures, 
which  only  drive  people  to  do  things 
contrary  to  law.  This  has  always  been 
my  view,  and  I  have  endeavoured  as  far 
as  I  can  to  enforce  it.  It  is  with  that 
object  that  I  now  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Ma.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ^'  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months."—  {Mr,  Cav$ndiih 
Bentinck.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :  I  should  not  have  intervened 
in  this  discussion  but  for  the  fact  that  a 
gpreat  part  of  the  debate  has  turned  on 
the  operation  of  Sunday  closing  in 
Wales.  But,  before  I  go  further,  I  wish  to 
enter  my  very  emphatic  protest  against, 
the  allegation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Welsh  people  are  in  any 
way  under  the  thumb  of,  or  subservient 
to,  their  religious  ministers.  The  reason 
why  the  ministers  of  religion  are  held  in 
such  high  esteem  in  the  Principality  is 
simply  because  they  are  in  accord  with 
their  congregations  to  an  extent  hardly 
to  be  found  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
and  I  venture  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Members  for  Wales 
are  also  in  accord  with  their  con- 
stituents on  this  subject.  Now,  Sir,  if 
it  be  true  that  the  Government  are  about 
to  institute  a  Royal  Oommission  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  it  behoves  us  to 
speak  with  a  certain  amount  of  reserve 
upon  this  subject.  But  I  do  ask  hon. 
Members  not  to  accept  too  readily  all 
they  hear  on  this  subject.  There  is  not 
only  a  great  deal  of  feeling  imported 
into  it,  but  there  are  also  very  large 
pecuniary  interests  concerned.  In  suiui 
cases  men  are  apt  to  believe  not  only 
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what  they  wish  to  believe,  but  what  it  is 
their  intereeit  to  believe.  Statistics  have 
been  quoted,  but  thev  are  unreliable, 
and  other  statistics  have  been  published 
which  point  to  different  conclusions. 
For  instance,  those  published  by  the 
Carnarvon  and  Denbigh  Mail  give  an' ex- 
actly opposite  result  to  those  given  in  the 
Western  JUaily  as  a  result  of  inquiries 
made  in  all  parts  of  Wales.  It  is  said 
that  proceedings  under  the  Licensing 
Acts  have  increased  since  the  Welsh  Act 
was  passed  ;  but  that  increase  has  been 
inevitable,  being  due  to  the  fact  of  the 
Act  having  been  passed.  Then  the 
opinion  of  Lord  A  herd  are  is  quoted  ; 
but  remember  Lord  Aberdare  said  there 
was  ground  for  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
subject.  Mr.  Justice  Grantham  has  also 
been  quoted  against  this  question  being 
made  a  political  question.  I  desire 
to  speak  with  respect  of  the  Bench 
of  Judges,  but  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  Mr.  Justice  Grantham  owes  his 
elevation  to  the  Judicial  Bench  as  much 
to  his  political  opinions  as  to  his  pro- 
fessional reputation.  He  was  a  strong 
opponent  of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  when  in  this  House,  and  he  appears 
to  have  carried  his  political  prejudices 
with  him  on  to  the  Bench.  How  is  it, 
if  the  Act  is  such  a  failure,  that  the 
working  men  of  Wales  have  expressed 
an  almost  unanimous  opinion  in  favour 
of  it  ?  No  doubt  it  has  failed  in  some 
respects,  but  that  is  not  because  it  has 
gone  too  far,  but  because  it  has  not  gone 
far  enough.  The  question  of  bogus 
clubs  is  one  which  the  magistrates  might 
easily  settle,  and,  if  the  matter  were  left 
to  the  County  Councils  of  Wales,  as  it 
ought  to  have  (been,  canany  one  doubt 
how  it  would  have  been  settled  ?  In  the 
Border  Counties  the  men  get  drunk  in 
England  on  Sundays,  but  are  arrested 
in  Wales,  and  so  Wales  gets  the  credit 
of  them.  The  remedy  for  that  is  not  to 
repeal  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
but  to  pass  one  for  England.  Max 
O'Eell,  in  one  of  his  books,  says  that  the 
only  places  of  public  resort  open  in  Lon- 
don on  a  Sunday  are  the  churches  and  the 
gin  palaces,  and  he  adds  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  devil  has  the  best  of  it.  In 
my  opinion  the  gin  palaces,  so  far  from 
being  the  last,  should  be  the  first 
places  of  public  resort  to  be  closed 
on  Sunday.  Can  you  consistently 
close  places  for  innocent  recreation, 
such  as  libraries,  museums,  and  public 

Mr.  Osborrie  Morgai\ 


galleries,  and  allow  gin    palaoea  and 
dram  shops  to  remain  open  r 
♦Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGB  (Stockport) : 
I  have  not  spoken  in  the  House  on  tluB 
important  subject  before  to-day,  and  am 
unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote,  because 
I  must  oppose  the  Bill,  though  I  know 
that  it  is  supported  by  many  Gentlemen 
with  whom  I  generally  act,  and  who 
might  naturally  expect  me  to  vote  for  it. 
Looking  at  the  Bill,  I  observe  that  its 
enactments  go  far  beyond  its  title.    It 
is  (jailed  a  Bill  to  prevent  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  on  Sunday.    It  enacts 
that  any  public  house  in  which  they  are 
sold  during  the  week  should  be  alto- 
gether closed  on  Sunday,  which  is  quite 
a  different  thiog.    The  Bill  appears  to 
bu  based  on  two  principles.     First,  the 
duty  of  enforcing  the  observance  of  the 
Lord's  Day ;  and,  secondly,  the  duty  of 
enforcing  temperance.   I  claim  to  desire 
both  objects  as  much  as  any  Member  of 
the  House,  but  I  doubt  whether  it  would 
be  wise  or  practicable  for  Parliament  to 
use  its  powers  to  effect  these  objects  by 
legrislation.     If  the  Bill  be  based  upon 
the  duty  of  observing  the  Lord's  Day,  I 
ask  why  it  is  a  greater  breach  of  that 
duty    to    sell    wine    or    beer    on    a 
Sunday  than    to    sell  tarts  or  oigaxs  T 
If  it  be  right  for  the  sake  of  the  Lord's 
Day  to  stop  the  ssile  of  one  class  of 
goods  on  that  day,  we  ought  to  stop  the 
sale  of  them  all.    It  may  be  said  that 
it  is  already  unlawful  to  sell  anything 
on  Sunday,  and  the  crime  of  doing  so 
is  punishable  by  a  fine  of  5s.  under  the 
Lord*s  Day  Observance  Act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.    True;  but  this 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  impose  a  similar 
fine  on  the  sale  of  beer,  &o.,  but  to 
punish    the  publican  who  sells  these 
things  on  a  Sunday,  or  indeed,   who 
keeps  his  place  open  on  that  day  even 
though  he  does  not  then  sell  them,  by 
closing  his  house  altogether,  and  in  fact 
ruining  him.    If,  then,  the  Bill  be  based 
upon   this  ground  we   must  treat  all 
commodities  alike  and  close  all  shops 
and  taverns  on  Sunday  whether  alco- 
holic drinks  be  sold  in  them  or  not, 
and  ruin  the  shopkeepers  who  venture 
to  open    them.    If  the  Bill  is    based 
upon  the  duty  of  enforcing  temperance, 
then  that  is  no  reason  for  stopping  at 
Sunday,  and  public-houses  ought  to  bo 
closed  on  every  day  of  the  week,  for, 
from  the  temperance  point  of  view,  it  is 
not  more  important  to  prevent  drunken- 
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nesfl  on  Sunday  than  on  any  other  day. 
Therefore,  as  I  cannot  support  the  clos- 
ing hy  law  of  all  taverns  and  all  shops 
on  Sunday  ^or  the  total  prohibition  of 
selling  alcoholic  drinks  on  every  day, 
I  cannot  vote  for  this  Bill,  which  closes 
entirely  on  Sundays  certain  houses,  be- 
cause these  drinks  are  sold  there  on  other 
days.  But  the  Bill  allows  alcoholic 
drinks  to  be  sold  on  Sunday  to  lodgers 
and  to  bond  fide  travellers.  It  thereby 
abandons  principle,  and  admits  the  con- 
siderations of  convenience ;  and  I  inquire 
whether  there  are  not  many  others 
whose  convenience  requires  our  con- 
sideration besides  lodgers  and  travellers. 
There  are  thousands  of  people  in  every 
large  town  who  would  suffer  very  great 
inconvenience  if  all  taverns  were  entirely 
closed.  Kents  being  high,  a  married 
man  cannot  afford  a  nouse,  but  lives  in 
two  or  three  rooms.  He  has  no  con- 
venience for  keeping  beer,  and  he  has 
no  place  into  which  to  ask  a  mate  to 
come  and  talk  with  him  on  the  leisure 
day.  If  we  entirely  close  the  only  place 
of  public  accommodation,  we  drive  these 
men  to  the  comers  of  the  streets  or  to 
the  village  green  in  all  weathers. 
I  ask  what  right  have  we  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  who  have  our 
dining  •  rooms,  our  drawing  -  rooms, 
our  ceUars,  and  our  clubs,  and  have 
plenty  of  room  in  which  to  see  a  friend 
and  give  him  a  glass  of  wine  or  beer, 
to  say  to  our  poorer  neighbour  who  has 
not  these  conveniences,  ''  Tou  shall  not 
use  the  onlyplace  availaole  for  your 

Eurpose.''  We  shall  be  laying  a  heavy 
urden  upon  their  backs,  while  we  do 
not  ourselves  touch  it  with  the  tips  of 
our  fingers.  This  Bill  therefore  seems  to 
me  to  be  class  legislation  of  a  very 
objectionable  kind.  Experience  shows 
that  the  natural  desire  of  men  to  chat 
together  and  to  take  a  glass  of  beer  or 
wine  while  doing  so  is  not  quenched 
by  a  law  preventing  them  from  grati- 
fying it  in  a  particular  way ;  and 
if  you  do  shut  the  publics,  men  will  find 
for  themselves  other  means  of  getting 
what  they  want.  Instead  of  taverns 
open  for  a  limited  number  of  hours  on 
Sunday,  under  police  supervision,  we 
shall  have  clubs  open  all  day,  and  per- 
haps all  night,  without  any  supervision 
at  all.  Tou  may  call  them  bogus  clubs, 
and  blame  the  magistrates  for  not 
putting  them  down;  but  there  is  no 
reason  why  olubs  with  a  small  subscrip- 


tion should  not  be  as  genuine  'as  the 
Oarlton  or  Beform.  Tou  cannot  close 
clubs ;  vou  cannot  prevent  two  men  from 
combining  to  buy  a  bottle  of  wine  or 
spirits  and  drinking  it  together— and, 
if  two,  why  not  three,  or  thirty,  or  SOO  ? 
In  1885  I  had  a  large  Bible-class  com- 
prising over  twenty  men — sergeants  of 
the  police,  mounted  police,  the  second 
man  at  the  railway  station,  small  shop- 
keepers, head  gardeners,  and  skilled 
artizans — of  whom  several  were  tee- 
totalers. They  discussed  the  question 
of  Sunday  Closing  in  my  presence,  and 
unanimously  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  do  great  harm  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  to  put  an  intolerable  bur- 
den such  as  I  have  described  upon 
thousands  of  working  men.  If  he  hav(# 
no  club,  a  man  will  take  home  a  small 
cask  of  beer  or  spirits  on  Saturday 
afternoon,  and  he  and  his  wife  and 
children  will  drink  it  up  on  the 
Sunday,  and  you  will  have  a  whole 
family  tipsy  instead  of  the  one  man 
who  went  to  the  public  by  himself. 
This  may  not  appear  in  the  statistics, 
because  a  man  who  gets  drunk  at  a 
public  has  to  go  home  through  the 
streets  and  chance  the  risk  of  being 
taken  up  as  drunk  and  disorderly.  The 
whole  family  may  get  tipsy  at  home 
without  being  found  out.  A  relative  of 
mine,  a  wealthy  lady  living  at  Cardiff, 
who  has  for  twenty  years  devoted  nearly 
all  her  time  to  visiting  among  the  work- 
ing classes  in  that  town,  asstires  me 
that  this  is  the  case,  and  that  the  effort 
of  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act  on 
the  habits  of  the  people,  especially  the 
wives  and  children,  has  been  appalling. 
She  has  no  interest  in  any  brewery  or 
tavern,  and  her  evidence  is  unimpeach- 
able, and  I  consider  it  of  far  more 
value  than  any  statistics,  which  can  be 
easily  manipulated.  It  is  stated  that 
the  working  classes  desire  the  change 
in  the  law.  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
desire  is  genuine.  Of  course,  weak  fel- 
lows who  live  in  vice  will  throw  all  the 
fault  on  the  tempter,  and  try  and  per- 
suade themselves  that  if  there  had  been 
no  temptation  they  would  not  have 
sinned,  and  they  say  they  would  like 
Parliament  to  remove  all  temptation. 
The  thing  is  impossible !  and  what  a 
weak,  nerveless  race  of  men  we  shall 
produce.  All  the  virtue  of  self-control 
evaporates  when  it  becomes  compulsory. 
There  are  two  ways  in  which  the  working 
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men  may  now  oloae  publics  on  Sunday, 
if  their  desire  to  do  so  is  g^enuine.  If 
they  will  not  go  into  public-houses, 
they  will  close  of  themselves,  and  if 
they  are  too  weak  for  that,  let  them 
try  boycotting  all  publics  which  have  a 
seven  day  licence.  If  even  our  leading 
unions  would  strike  against  all  publics 
whi(^h  open  on  Sunday,  seven  day 
lironooswoiihl  soon  he  things  of  the  past. 
It  soemH  to  mo  thnt  the  wants  of  differ- 
ent j)artR  of  the  country  vary  greatly, 
and  if  this  matter  is  to  he  dealt  with  at 
all  it  had  hotter  ho  remitted  to  the 
Oounty  (^)unrils,  and  power  be  given  to 
tliom  to  deal  with  the  question,  district 
by  district,  or  village  by  village,  after 
taking  evidence  as  to  the  wants  of  each 
locality.  1  doubt  whether  total  com- 
pulsory closing  will  ever  be  advisable 
i»r  poHsihle.  Men  will  have  some  excite- 
ment to  relieve  the  dulnoss  of  their 
lives,  and  as  long  as  they  know  of  no 
way  of  enjoying  themselves  other  than 
by  drinking,  drink  they  will.  A  hundred 
years  ago  people  of  the  higher  classes 
had  few  tastes  and  amusements,  and  they 
used  to  drink.  When  I  was  at  Cam- 
bridge, to  get  tipsy  at  a  Bump 
supper  was  a  common  thing.  My  sons 
tell  me  that  now  such  a  thing  is  almost 
unknown.  We  are  educating  the 
masses;  we  are  trying  to  give  them 
better  houses;  we  are  gradually  im- 
proving their  condition  and  tastes,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  steady  progress  in  these 
directions  will  do  far  more  for  tem- 
perance than  legislation  of  this  charac- 
ter. In  a  pamphlet  which  reached  me 
this  morning,  written  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  I  observed  an 
able  argument  to  prove,  from  a  citizen's 
point  of  view,  that  it  is  unwise  for  the 
State  to  do  for  working  men  what  they 
can  do  for  themselves;  and  a  very 
different  man  from  the  hon.  Member,  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough,  showed  us  last 
Sunday,  in  the  Chapel  Royal,  that  it 
injures  Christianity  for  the  State  not  to 
recognize  the  distinction  between  sins 
and  crimes.  To  profane  the  Sabbath  is 
a  sin ;  for  the  State  to  enforce  its  ob- 
servance by  restraining  men  from  doing 
what  they  like,  is  considered  a  violation 
of  religious  liberty  by  those  who  are 
not  Christians,  or  do  not  believe  in  the 
Lord's  Day.  At  the  present  time  there 
is  a  fair  compromise  between  these 
opposing  opinions,  which  works  very 
well.    Upset  thit  compromise  by  strin- 
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gent  restrictions  upon  liberty,  and  there 
will  be  a  revulsion,  and  you  will  have 
absolute  licence.    Therefore,  in  the  in- 
terests of  Lord's  Day  observance,  as  well 
as  in  the  interests  of   temperance,   I 
feel  bound  to  vote  against  this  Bill. 
♦Eaul     COMPTON     (York,    W.B., 
Barnsley) :  I  should  not  have  taken  part 
in  this  debate  if  it  had  not  been  for  some 
observations  made  by   hon.    Members 
opposite.     They  say  that  the  working 
classes  are  not  in  favour  of   Sunday 
closing.  Now,  I  have  just  been  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this  House.     During 
the  contest,  I  in  the  strongest  possible 
manner  said  I  should  support  Sanday 
Closing,  and  my  views  on  this  point 
were  placarded    on  the  walls  by  my 
opponents.      Notwithstanding  that,    I 
was  returned  by  a  large  majority,  and 
therefore  it  is  certain  that,    in  some 
parts    of  England,    at  any  rate,    the 
working  classes  are  heartily  in  favour 
of  the  Sunday  closing  movement.      It 
appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member 
opposite   is   not  in  favour  of  Sunday 
Closing  of  any  kind.     With  regard  to 
the    argument    that    Sunday    Closing 
would  increase  the  evil  of  drinking'  at 
home,  I  maintain  that  the  great  evil 
that  has  to  be  met  is  that  of  treating  in 
public*  houses.    It  is  this  treating  each 
other  that  leads  to  so  much  drunken- 
ness.     I  desire  to  see  any  legislation 
with  regard  to  Sunday-  Closing  applied 
to  the  clubs  of  the  rich  as  well  as  to  the 
public-houses  of  the  poor.      I  belong  to 
the  National  Liberal  Club,  as  well  as 
to   a  working-man's  club  in  the  East 
End,  and  I  should  like  to  see  Sunday 
Closing  legislation  applied  equally  to 
both,  and  I  should  like  clubs  through- 
out the  country  treated  in  exactly  the 
same  manner  as  licensed  premises,  and 
then  licences  limited  to  six  days  a  week. 
I  also  wish  to  know  why  London  shonld 
be  treated  differently  from  the  country 
districts  in  reference  to  this  question  f 
The    hon.  Member    opposite  has  said 
that  no  steps  should  bo  taken  to  mini* 
mize  the  temptations  to  drunkenness, 
and  he  drew  a  distinction  between  sin 
and  crime.     There  can  be  no  differenoe 
of  opinion   on  the  fact  that,  unfortu- 
nately,   England    is    suffering  from  a 
national    vice  which  affects  all   condi- 
tions of  life,  and  particularly  that  back- 
bone   of    the    country — the     working 
classes.     I    have    laid    it  down    as    a 
principle  that  I  will  vote  for  anything- 
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that  will  tend  to  limit  the  hours  of  labour 
on  Sunday.  The  hon.  Member  has  re- 
ferred to  tiie  case  of  omnibus  drivers  and 
conductors,  but  I  should  be  disposed  to 
limit  the  hours  of  labour  on  Sundays 
for  all  classes,  and  if  I  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  do  this  in  regard  to  omnibus  drivers 
I  hope  I  shall  have  the  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.     cavendish     BENTINOK: 
Certainly  not. 

*Earl  COMPTON  :  It  is  not  only  the 
omnibus  men  and  the  conductors  who 
suffer,  but  it  is  also  the  hundreds  of  mf^n 
employed  in  the  stables  and  having 
charge  of  the  horses  which  are  worked 
in  the  omnibuses  on  Sunday.  For  the 
reasons  I  have  given  I  shall  give  my 
hoarty  support  to  the  Bill,  and  I  gladly 
take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  on 
behalf  of  a  large  majority  of  my  con- 
stituents their  hearty  support  of  Sunday 
closing. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  listened  with  great  attention  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields,  and 
I  greatly  admire  the  earnestness  with 
which  he  advocated  his  cause.  But,  Sir, 
we  are  now  in  a  very  good  position  to 
judge  of  this  question,  for  the  House  of 
Commons  has  the  advantage  of  knowing 
what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  operation 
of  Sunday  Closing  Acts  in  Wales  and 
in  Ireland.  We  know  to  what  straits 
people  have  been  driven,  and  with  what 
inventiveness  they  apply  themselves  in 
order  to  go  behind  the  Act.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  about  a  certain  appa- 
ratus called  a  belly  can.  I  remember 
having  read  about  a  certain  knight- 
errant  who  made  war  on  wine  sacks; 
perhaps  we  shall  now  have  a  modern 
Cervantes  making  war  on  these  belly 
cans.  We  have  seen  that  the  Acts  in 
operation  are  a  failure,  and  we  have 
had  the  argument  adduced  that  more 
whip  should  be  applied.  But,  Sir,  I 
wonder  how  the  hon.  Member  would 
like  it  if  that  growing  sect,  the  vege- 
tarians, should  attack  the  eating  of  meat 
on  Sundays.  I  think  his  indignant 
British  soul  would  rise  in  revolt  against 
such  tyranny  as  would  forbid  the 
eating  of  meat  on  Sundays,  or,  indeed, 
on  any  other  day.  Now,  Sir,  I  deny  most 
emphatically  that  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  has  been  a  success  in  Ireland,  al- 
though I  am  proud  to  say  that  drunken- 
ness has  diminished  in  that  country 
owing  to  the  effect,  not  of  the  Sunday 


Closing  Act,  but  of  the  advice  of  the 
priests    and    the    general   tendency   of 
civilization  towards  sobriety.     If  there 
is  any  decrease  in  the  amount  of  drink- 
ing in  Ireland,  it  is  on  the  days  when 
the  public-houses  are  open,  and  the  in- 
crease in  drunkenness  occurs  on  the  one 
day  of  the  week  when  the  public-houses 
are  shut.  In  1874,  four  years  before  the 
passing  of  the  Irish  Act,  there  were  in 
the  districts  where  the  Act  was  in  force 
68,478  cases  of  drunkenness  before  the 
magistrates;    whereas    in     1882,    four 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  there 
were  in  the  same  district  72,650  cases  of 
drunkenness,  making  4,172  cases  more 
in  those  portions  of  Ireland  to  which 
the  Act  applied.     On  the  other  hand, 
in  those  parts  of  the  country  to  which 
the  Act  aid  not  apply  there  were,  in 
1874,  32,932  oases  of  drunkenness,  and 
in  1882,  only  19,019  cases,  showing  a 
decrease  of  13,913  cases  in  those  parts 
of  Ireland  where  the  Act  did  not  apply. 
These  figures  show  the  weakness  of  the 
contention  that  the  Act  has  done  a  great 
deal  towards  increasing  sobriety  in  Ire- 
land.    The  hon.  Member   has  referred  ~ 
to  the  Heport  of  the  Select  Committee 
which  sat  last  year  to  consider  the  effect 
of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  in  Ireland. 
Ah,  Sir,  let  mo. tell  the  House  about 
that.     I  opposed  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  the  very  first   day  it  came 
before  the  House,  because   I  saw  the 
Government  were    putting    upon   it  a 
preponderating    number    of    Members 
who  had  pledged  themselves  to  carry 
legislation  in  the  direction  of  Sunday 
closing.     That  Committee  sat  upstairs, 
and  selected  as  their  own  Chairman  a 
learned  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; and  they  took  certain  evidence. 
The  Chairman,  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,   a  Gentleman  learned  in  the 
law,  a  Gentleman  who  had  declared  him- 
self in  favour  of  Sunday  closing,  a  Gen- 
tleman who  is  capable  of,  and  is  accus- 
tomed to  sifting,  and  weighing  evidence, 
in  his  draft  Beport  advised  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  recommend  the  House  to 
extend  the   operation    of    the   Sunday 
Closing  Act  in  Ireland.     But  what  did 
this    remarkable    Committee   do ;    this 
very  Select  Committee,  composed  of  such 
Gentlemen   as  the   hon.    Member    for 
South  Tyrone   (Mr.  T.   W.    Kussell)? 
They  proposed  a  Besolution  which  ruth- 
lessly swept  aside  the  Heport  of  their 
own  Chairman,  and  recommended  the 
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liouMi  to  eitend  the  Sunday  OloHing 
Act,  ttltliough  that  was  against  the  evi- 
donco  adduced  before  the  Oommiltee. 
The  day  after  the  Committee  was  formed 
I  had  a  conversation  with  an  hon.  Friend 
of  mine  who  had  been  appointed  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee;  and  will  the 
lIouBO  believe  it — the  hon.  Gentleman, 
before  there  was  one  word  adduced  be- 
fore the  Committee— before,  indeed,  the 
^yommittee  had  met — sat  down  in  a 
facetious  moment  and  wrote  for  me 
what  was  to  be  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee ?  What  he  wrote  did  become  the 
Keport.  Referring  to  Wales,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr.  J. 
StevenRon)  said  that  at  present  there 
seemed  to  be  something  like  a  scai'e  in 
the  country.  Now,  what  is  a  scare  ?  A 
Hcare  is  a  sudden  fright.  Is  there  a 
sudden  fright  in  Wales?  No.  The 
Mtate  of  things  which  exists  there 
and  which  has  converted  Lord  Abordare, 
is  the  same  thing  that  has  existed  ever 
since  the  Act  was  put  into  operation. 
Many  years  ago  those  who  are  the 
friends  of  the  temperance  cause,  and 
those  who  desire  the  welfare  of  the 
people,  liave  been  obliged  to  use  almost 
the  same  language  as  that  which  was 
used  by  Judge  Grantham  the  other  day. 
At  a  meeting  of  the  St.  David's  Total 
Abstinence  Society  which  was  held  at 
CardiflP  many  years  ago— the  meeting 
was  attended  by  the  late  Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  and  Dr.  Hedley,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop,  was  in  the  chair — 
Father  Richardson,  alluding  to  the 
drinking  going  on  on  Sunday,  said — 

*'A  more  terrible  sight  could  not  meet  the 
eyes  of  a  clergyman  than  the  scenes  which 
were  to  be  found  in  such  places.  The  room 
was  full  to  suflbcation ;  there  was  a  cask  in  the 
comer  of  the  room,  anotlier  stowed  under  the 
stairs,  and  probably  another  ♦.elsewhere.  The 
neighbours  handed  their  jugs  over  the  back- 
yard walls,  and  they  wore  supplied  more  freely 
than  they  could  bo  in  a  pubUc-huudc.  They 
saw  young  girls  sitting  on  the  knees  of  young 
men,  with  their  arms  round  their  necks,  ana 
both  the  girls  and  the  young  men  the  worse  for 
drink.  Not  only  thatj  but  little  children  were 
taken  into  the  room  and  dosed  with  beer  until 
they  became  drunk.  The  next  thing  was  the 
clubs,  Thoy  were  rendezvous,  not  of  friend- 
ship, and  not  places  of  honest  recreation,  but 
dens  of  terrible  drinking,  and  somolimos  *fam- 
bling.  The  men  wont  in  on  Saturday  night, 
and  roniainud  until  two  or  thxee  on  Sunday 
morning.  Then  thuy  went  home  and  rested 
•»ver  their  Injut  of  drinking,  when  thoy  again 
r^'tumcd  to  the  club,  and  romainod  until  three 
or  four  on  Monday  morning.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  wivoB  of  the  men  did  not  go  anu  pull 
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down  the  club-room  and  demuid  their  hus- 
bands. This  was  the  result  of  Sunday  closing. 
The  clubs  had  sprung  up  in  consequenoe  of 
there  being  no  place  whore  the  people  could  go 

and  enjoy  themselvee He  signed 

a  Petition  in  faronr  of  Sunday  Closing  m 
Wales,  but  his  experiencs  had  changed  his 
opinion,  and  he  now  felt  that  no  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment could  make  people  sober.  If  they  shut 
up  one  place  another  would  open,  and  a  man 
who  wanted  to  get  drink  would  get  it  some 
way." 

We  hold  that  a  curtailment  of  the  rights 
of  the  people,  and  restrictions  on  free 
trade  in  drink  lead  to  worse  evils  than 
those  you  attempt  to  remedy — to  she- 
beening,  to  home  drinking,  and  to  club 
drinking.  That  is  the  evidence  in 
Wales.  What  is  the  evidence  in  Scot- 
land ?  The  Rev.  Dr.  Munroe,  of  Glas- 
gow, has  said — 

**  A  great  source  of  crime  and  misery  was  the 
introduction  of  shebeens  into  the  town.  At 
the  time  the  Improvement  Trust  commenced  its 
operations  there  were  shebeens  in  the  town, 
but  they  were  few ;  while  at  the  present  day 
ther€  were  districts  in  the  town— somo  actually 
in  the  property  of  the  Town  Council  itself-^ 
where  every  house  was  a  shebeen.  Without 
enlarging  upon  the  subject,  he  might  allude  to 
a  double  block  of  houses.  In  these  two  blocks 
there  were  living  in  a  kind  of  decent  way 
before  the  demolitions  began  about  200  souls. 
There  was  a  mixture  of  good  and  bad  in  It  then, 
but  the  good  predominated.  Now,  however,  if 
you  excepted  a  few  who  lived  on  the  ground 
Hat,  where  there  was  a  little  shop  or  two,  and 
took  the  upstairs  people,  all  were  bad.  The 
residents  were  not  Uving  there  now  in  familios, 
but  in  schools.  Every  one  of  the  houses  in  the 
two  blocks  upstairs  was  a  shebeen ;  almost 
every  one  of  them  was  a  brothel.  In  that  place 
there  wore  at  least  200  criminals,  and  it  was  un- 
safe even  to  pass  it." 

But  I  have  even  better  evidence  than 
that  from  Scotland.  Speaking  of  the 
ten  o'clock  movement  in  ScoUand  the 
Chief  Constable  of  Stirling  says — 

**  I  wish  I  were  m  a  position  to  report  fa- 
vourably of  its  operation.  With  very  few  ex- 
ceptions hotel- keepers  and  publicans  have 
complied  with  the  law,  few  attempts  having 
been  made  to  sell  after  10  p.m.,  and  in  some 
respects  the  effect  has  no  doubt  been  beneficial, 
inasmuch  as  the  streets  are  now  more  nearly 
clear  between  10  and  11  o'clock.  This  gires 
to  those  who  are  not  out-of-doors  after  11 
o'clock  the  impression  that  much  good  has 
been  done.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  report  that 
that  is  only  where  the  mischief  begins.  Bottles 
of  liquor  arc  purchased  and  taken  to  private 
houses,  and  drunken  orgies  are  indulged  in 
frequently  to  2,  and  sometimes  3,  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  Young  people  of  both  sexes  arc  thus 
brought  in  contact  witn  vice  which  they  might 
otherwise  have  escaped.  Nor  is  this  all.  Sneheen- 
ing,  which  was  comparatively  unknown  in  this 
county,  is  being  discovered  in  sevend  parts  of 
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the  county,  with  the  remit  that  if  there  are  any 
fewer  assaoltB,  breaches  of  the  peace,  and  canes 
of  disorderly  conduct  committed  than  there 
were  before,  there  are  now  more  committed  in 
the  early  hours  of  Sunday  morning.  This  is  not 
a  mere  matter  of  opinion — unfortunately,  we 
have  experience  of  it  in  nearly  every  town  in 
the  county. 

There  is  aaother  matter  to  which  I  wish 

to  refer.    Our  feelings,  are  harrowed  by 

appeals  on  behalf  of  those  who  serve  in 

public-houses.     We  had  evidence  before 

us  last  year  from  the  very  class  of  people 

on  whose  behalf  the  hon.  Member  for 

South  Shields  appeals  to-day,  and  that 

evidence  convinced  me,  at  least,  that  these 

people    had    no    grievance    whatever. 

There  is  no  man  who  would  not  be  more 

inclined  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 

than  myself,  but  these  people  told  us 

that  they  have  more  time  at  their  dis« 

posal  than  any  other  class  they  were 

aware  of.     They  said  that  not  only  had 

they  hours  in  the  days  to  themselves, 

but  they  had  a  whole  day  holiday,  and 

if  they  were  obliged  to  serve  a  few 

hours  on  Sunday  mey  were  more  than 

compensated  by  the  leniency  with  which 

they  were  treated  by  their  employers  in 

other  respects.      What  right  have  we 

to  impose  our  will  on  these  servants? 

If  they  choose  to  go  to  this  work,  they 

have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so.     Neither 

have  we  a  right  to  impose  our  will  on 

the  people  with  regard  to  drink.     Lord 

Bramwell  says — 

**  If  even  it  is  within  sociuty*s  right  to  close 
the  public-houses,  is  it  fair,  is  it  just,  is  it  ex- 
pedient, because  some  take  it  to  excess,  that  it 
IS  to  be  denied  to  millions  to  whom  it  is  a  daily 
pleasure  and  enjoyment,  with  no  attendant 
narm  ?  The  glass  of  beer  is  taken  from  fifty 
men  because  one  of  them  will  take  more  than  is 
good  for  him/* 

I  have  considerable  experience,  not  only 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  I  served  on 
the  Committee  upstairs,  but  because  I 
have  dwelt  amongst  the  people  all  my 
life.  I  prefer  that  you  should  have  no 
necessity  for  a  club  ;  I  prefer  that  a  man 
should  not  be  compelled  to  drink  at 
home,  and  perhaps,  therefore,  to  set  a 
bad  example  to  his  family.  I  prefer  to 
leave  the  matter  to  the  respectable  pub- 
lican, whose  character  and  interest  are 
alike  a  protection    to    the  public.     I 
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oppose  this  Bill  because  it  is  based  on 
false  notious  of  freedom,  and  will  open 
new  ways  of  evil  which  will  m«8t  assur- 
edly lead  to  the  destruction  of  morality 
instead  of  those  ways  which  you  wish  to 
dose  up. 

SibH.  8ELWIN-IBBET80N(E«sex, 
Epping) :  I  have  not  now  for  many 
years  taken  part  in  these  discussions, 
but  I  will  yield  to  no  man  in  my  wish  to 
promote  the  temperance  of  the  country. 
As  a  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions,  who 
is  constantly  brought  into  contact  with 
that  crime  which  is  produced  by  drunken- 
ness, I  have  seen  enough  to  strengthen 
my  hands  in  supporting  any  action  which 
would  be  likely  to  produce  an  increase 
of  sobriety.  Perhaps  in  past  years  I 
have  done  something  in  that  direction, 
because  the  commencement  almost  of 
the  legislation  of  past  years  was  the 
bringing  of  the  beer-houses  under  the 
control  of  the  Magistrates,  which  was  a 
measure  practically  introduced  by  me. 
The  six  days'  licence  I  can  claim  as  my 
own,  although  it  has  not  produced  as 
much  good  as  I  could  wish.  The  power 
given  to  Magistrates  to  transfer  licences 
from  one  district  to  another  was  a 
measure  which  I  thought  also  would 
have  done  much  in  the  direction  of 
diminishing  intemperance.  I  am,  how- 
ever, satisfied  by  the  experience  of  the 
past  that  if  you  attempt  to  f urce  your 
legislation  upon  the  people  before  they 
are    prepared  to  receive    it    you    will 

fail.  Those  who  can  remember  the 
agitation  which  took  place  against  Lord 
Eoury's  Act,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis  resented  an 
interference  with  what  they  regarded  as 
their  privileges  in  the  way  of  open 
houses  on  the  Sunday,  will  share  my 
opinion  that  you  cannot  legislate  in  this 
direction,  unless  the  people  are  in  favour 
of  that  legislation.  I  am  satisfied  that 
if  this  Bill  were  carried  out  in  its 
entii'ly,  we  should  have  a  repetition 
of  the  unfortunate  scenes  which  took 
place  at  the  time  to  which  I  referred. 
We  must  trust,  I  think,  to  the  improved 
tone  of  society,  and  to  the  educational 
efforts,  in  order  to  bring  the  people  into 
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a  oondition  in  which  they  will  accept 
restrictions  of  this  kind,  and  I  do  not 
think  vou  have  arrived  at  that  position 
now.  This  Bill  proposes  practically  to 
say  to  a  man  who  has  been  working 
hurd  during  six  days  of  the  week,  and 
unable  practically  to  enjoy  himself 
during  those  days  that  on  the  only  oc- 
casion when  he  does  have  any  leisure, 
he  will  find  himself  absolutely  debarred 
from  taking  any  refreshment.  I  thick 
the  House  will  find,  if  it  sanctions  this 
legislation,  that  the  people  of  the 
country  are  not  prepared  to  endorse  its 
decision.  With  regard  to  Wales,  Lord 
Aberdare,  who  was  Home  Secretary  in 
the  Liberal  Government  that  brought 
in  the  Act  of  1872,  now  tells  you  that, 
living  in  Wales,  and  knowing  what  has 
been  the  history  of  that  Act  in  his 
district,  he  has  sorrowfully  had  to 
change  his  opinion,  and  that  if  an 
extending  Act  is  brought  in  he 
will  be  obliged  to  oppose  it.  If  in  Ire- 
land, according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  has  not  been  a 
success— [**  Oh,  oh  !  "j—if  Jfrom  the 
Welsh  point  of  view,  according  to  the 
evidence  of  a  man  who  has  done  more 
in  the  direction  of  temperance  legislation 
than  anyone  among  those  I  see  before 
me,  the  measure  is  a  failure,  shall  we 
be  justified  in  forcing  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
upon  the  whole  of  the  country  ?  Accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  of  numbers  of  Chief 
Constables  in  Scotland,  the  Forbes 
Mackenzie  Act  is  not  the  success  that  its 
promoters  anticipated,  and  it  has  in- 
creased, as  they  believe,  secret  drinking 
in  that  country.  If  we  are  going  to 
abolish  open  drinking,  with  the  result  of 
producing  a  large  amoimt  of  secret 
drinking,  our  action  will,  in  my  opinion, 
be  deleterious  rather  than  beneficial.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  House  will 
pause  before  passing  a  Bill  which  is 
opposed  by  the  large  majority  of  work- 
ing men  in  this  country,  who  object  to 
having  their  liberty  interfered  with  in 
this  matter,  and  prefernot  tobe  subjected 
to  grandmotherly  legislation.  I  myself 
prefer  to  trust  for  improving  the  sobriety 
of  the  people  to  those  better  means  which 
I  think  are  now  steadily  advancing,  and 
which  I  believe  will,  in  the  end,  bring 
.  about  the  state  of  things  we  desire 
among  the  working  classes,  just  as  they 
have  done  already  amongst  other  classes 
^^C  the  people. 

Hir  H.  Selwin-JbbiUoH 


'^Mh.  lea  (Londonderry,  South)  :  I  do 
notintend  to  discuss  the  generalquestion, 
but  I  wish  to  say  one  word  respecting  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor),  who  gave 
the  House  a  complete  misrepresentation 
of  the  views  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
which  he  and  I  were  members.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  led  the  House  to  believe 
that  the  Report  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for    Ireland    (Mr.  Madden),  who  was 
Chairman     of    the    Committee,     was 
completely  overthrown  by  the  majority 
of  the  members.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Report  presented  to  the  House  was 
the  Report  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  in  all  but  one  particular.    The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland   was    in 
favour  of  the  stricter  definition  of  the 
bond   fide  traveller;  he  was  in  favonr 
of    making   permanent    the    Act    for 
Sunday  Closing,  and  he  was  in  favour 
of  greater  restriction  as  to  the  hours  of 
opening    in  the  exempted  towns — the 
time  now  allowed  for  opening  being  five 
hours,  which  he  proposed  to  reduce  to 
two    or  three.     The   Solicitor  General 
was    not,   it  was    true,    in    favour    of 
total  closing  in  the  exempted  towns,  but 
ho  approved  the  goueral  working  of  tho 
Act,  aud  admitted  the  necessity  of  its 
being  made  permanent  and  extended. 
The  hon.  Member  has  quoted  a  number 
of  statistics.     Well,  I  find  that  whilst  in 
1877 — the  year  before  the  Act  was  passed 
— tho  total  number  of  arrests  for  drun- 
kenness was  110,903,  whereas  in   1880, 
shortly  after  the  Act  was  passed,  they  were 

reduced  to  88,018,  aud  the  result  was 
arrived  at  chieHy  by  a  diminution  in  the 
number  of  Suuday  arrests.  I  think  it  was 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  that  bogus 
clubs  and  shebeening  had  been  incon- 
siderable since  the  Sunday  dosing  Act 
had  been  in  operation.  That  is  the 
Report  of  the  majority  of  tho  Commit- 
tee, and  it  is  one  which,  when  the 
Bill  respecting  Sunday  Closing  in  Ire- 
land is  discussed,  will,  I  am  sure,  cany 
the  overwhelming  opinion  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  it. 
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*M»,  J.  O.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  shall  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill — not  that  I  do  not 
consider  any  change  in  the  law 
desirable,  but  because  I  regard 
this  as  an  unworkable  measure. 
When  the  Bill  was  last  before  the 
House  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson)  expressed  his 
willingness  to  ^exclude  the  Metropolis, 
and  I  think  other  large  towns,  from 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
But  if  exemptions  are  to  bo  made  of 

this  sweeping  character  the  measure 
will  be  completely  altered.  It  is  not  a 
straightforward  mode  of  legislating  to 
ask  the  House  to  accept  the  general 
principle  underlying  this  Bill,  upon  the 
promise  that  that  very  principle  will  be 
altered  in  Committee.  I  feel  quite 
certain  that  if,  unfortunately,  this  Bill 
were  to  become  law,  it  would  be  found 
quite  impracticable  to  close  all  the 
public-houses  during  the  whole  of  Sun- 
days in  large  towns  like  London  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds.  Legislation  on 
this  question  ought  to  go  a  little,  but 
only  a  little,  in  advance  of  public  opinion; 
but  whatever  it  is,  it  should  be  based  on 
some  intelligible  and  practicable  prin- 
ciple. I  am  ready  to  8ux)port  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  one  of  the  Members 
for  Durham  (Sir  J.  Pease),  and  if  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  is  read  a 
second  time,  I  shall  propose  Amend- 
ments in  that  sense  in  Committee,  being 
prevented  by  the  forms  of  the  House 
from  moving  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice  at  this  stage.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Barnsley 
Division  (Lord  Compton)  talked  of  being 
williug  to  close  all  clubs,  both  for  rich 
and  poor,  during  the  whole  of  Sunday ; 
but  ho  would  find  it  coiild  not  bo  done. 
I  trust  the  House  will  endeavour  to 
settle  this  question  in  a  practical  spirit. 

•  Mr.  J.  O'OONNOK  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Will  you  allow  me,  Sir,  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation  ?  I  have  been  accused 
of  misrepresenting  the  views  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  un- 
fortunately is  now  absent.  If  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  made  this  accusation 
looks  at  the  draft  Beport  prepared  by  the 
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that  that  Keport  states  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  practical  unanimity  of  the 
witnesses  summoned  with  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Act  in  the  exempted 
towns,  the  Committee — 

**  Ck>uld  not  recommend  the  extension  of  the 
Act  to  the  exempted  towns,  nor  any  curtail- 
ment of  the  hours  of  opening  therein.** 

Why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
entire  Keport  instead  of  part  of  it  ? 

*SiR  Q.  TEEVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  extremely  glad  that 
we  have  had  the  very  interesting  and,  I 
think,  conclusive  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)  in- 
terposed between  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  and  my  own,  though  I  desired 
to  rise  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
His  presence  here  to-day  reminds  us 
of  those  old  days— the  good  old  days — 
when  he  took  such  an  active  part  in 
temperance  legislation,  and  wo  do  not 
forget  the  g^d  work  he  has  done. 
The  changes  he  made  in  our  laws 
were  made  within  certain  limits  which 
he  is  unwilling,  but  which  we  are  ready, 
to  overstep,  but  valuable  and  practical 
changes  thoy  were.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  wu  ought  not  to 
legislate  upon  subjects  of  this  kind 
until  the  people  are  prepared  for  it 
and  are  in  favour  of  it.  Well,  the 
people  are,  I  think,  prepared  for  tbis 
legislation    and    in    favour    of    it—or, 

at  any  rate,  are  very  rapidly  approach- 
ing to  that  condition  of  mind.  I  do  not 
underrate  what  may  be  dene  by  sob- 
riety and  education  to  change  the  habits 
of  tne  people  ;  but  wo  trust  to  sobriety 
and  education  to  change  the  minds  of 
the  pooplu  who  uvo  opposed  to  temper- 
ance logislutiuu.  What  has  been  effected 
in  regard  to  gaming-houses  is  very  in- 
structive. A  huudred  years  ago  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  put  down 
gaming-houses,  but  as  the  habits  of 
gaming  diminished  public  opinion 
supX)o.U)d  the  law  against  gaming- 
hous  }.  It  is  said,  however,  that  Sun- 
day Closing  has  broken  down  and 
proved  a  failure  in  those  parts  of  the 
iuDordom  where  it  has  been  tried.     I 
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the  statistios  show  that,  whereas  between  at  the  arrests  between  8  on  the  Sunday 

1H74  and  187H  the  arrests  for  drunken-  morning  and  H  on  the  Monday,  thus 

ness  on  Sunday  in  those  parts  of  Ire-  excluding  what  is  really  the  Saturday 

land  to  which  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  night  drunkenness.     In  all  Edinburgh 

subsequently  applied  never  fell   below  such  arrests  fell  to  two.    Thehon.  Mem- 

3,600   and  sometimes  exceeded  4,000,  ber  for  Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  O. 

in  the  year  that  the  Act  passed  they  fell  Talbot)  spoke  of  the  impossibility  of 

below  2,000,  thereby  showing  that  the  totally  closing  public-houses  on  Sundays 

effect  of  the  Act  was  to  reduce  Sunday  in  large  and  populous  towns.     But  in 

drunkenness  by  one-half,  and  cause  only  Glasgow,  which   may  be  regarded  as 

one  family  instead  of  two  to  be  made  the  second  largest  city  in  the  Kingdom, 

miserable.     Nor    have  the   figures  of  and  a  vast  seaport,  which  contains  a 

Sunday  drunkenness  in  the  parts  of  Ire-  large  nomad  and  precarious  population, 

land  to  which  the  Act  applies  ever  got  no  such  difficulty  as  the  hon.  Member 

back  to  their  former  proportions.    More  apprehends    is    experienced.     Let  me 

recent  statistics  tell  the  same  tale.     In  I'ead  a  very  short  extract  from  a  letter 

the  whole  of  Ireland  where  the  Act  is  from  a  Scotch  working  man  of  my  ao- 

in  force  there  were  for  the  past  year  quaintance,    whose  politios  are  not  the 

2,800  arrests  for  drunkenness  on  Sun-  same  as  my  own.     He  says — 
day.      The   population  of  that  part  of        *•  i  can  well  remember  that  there  waa  a  great 

Ireland   is    about    4,200,000.       In   the  amount  of  irriUtiun  on  the  dosing   of    the 

exempted  towns  there  is  a  population  of  liocnsed  houses,  and  the  constant  and  persisteot 

about    700,000,    and    the    arrests    for  am'!>^st^th'r°worW^  ^ckss.^'from'' m  "^JJS 

drunkenness  on  Sundays  in  these  towns  knowLge  l\m  glad°to  ii!*7that^'L  by  y^ 

were  2,000.     According  to  the  popula-  the  law  is  becoming  more  and  more  respected, 

tion  there  ought  to  have  been  only  two  ^^^  i^  benefits  more  fully  recognized,    oanday 

arrests  in  the  exempted  towns  for  everv  ^"°^^°K  »*  ^^^  almost  unknown,  and  1  need 

12  in  the  rest  of  Ireland.-    But  instead  T^'^iJ  "^^  ^}^  reducUon  of  drinking  on  Son- 

/v#  4.—^  ♦i,^-^  ^«*""^.     4jut  lUBboau  ^^y  j^^  greatly  improved  the  attendanoe  at 

Of  two  there  were  eight  arrests,  showing  work  and  the  fitness  for  work  on  the  Monday, 

that  in  the  exempted  towns  arrests  for  The  advantages  are  now  in  every  way  so  evident 

drunkenness  on  Sundays  were  propor-  ^^^^  ^^  would  take  a  bold  man  to  stand  up  in 

tionately  four  times  asnumerous  as  in  the  a?y  »»fd}enco-I  do  not  even  ex<»pt  anaudiance 

parts  of  Ireland  which  are  under  the  Act.  lulSf^a^^ot^^^ 

Now,  let  me  take  Scotland.     The  Chief  m,  ,  , 

Constable  of  Scotland  in  1856,  two  years  "®'®  ^^^  ^*^®  '^®   answer   to   those 

after    the    Forbes- Mackenzie  Act   was  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  so  anxioos  that 

passed,  reported  as  follows : —  the  barmaids  and  the  barmen  should 

"  The  bamo  improvement  in  respect  to  de-  ^^^   ^®   deprived   of  their  seven  days* 

corum  in  our  stroete  on  the  Sabbath  Day  men-  wages  in  the  week,  for  in  Scotland  the 

tioned  in  the  first  Report  still  continues,  and  on  ,  .   ,       i,  .     •  r  *.i     w     u 

Saturday  nights  hy  12  o'clock  peace  and  good  drmk-seUers  are  m  favour  of  the  Forbes- 

order  is  obtained,  instead  of  as  formerly  a  state  Mackenzie   Act.      Reference   has   been 

SabbIS''Lming."''w'^U^^^^  madetotheWelsh  statistics,  and  these  are 

more  observable  than  in  the  police  offices,  par-  certainly  83  curious  that  I  shall  be  glad 

ticularly  in  the  central  office,  where  Sunday  .  ,  „^^  ^„  :,,«„;*„  ^^A^  ;«f/v  fi*^w«       Tk-* 

used  to  be  a  busy  day,  but  is  now  perfectly  ^  ®®®  *"  inquiry  made  into  them.     The 

quiet ;  and  it  is  not  unusual  for  a  whole  Sabbath  strange  fact  is  to  be  noted  that,  whereas 

^ut  m*^'^'^^''''*  *  ^"'^^*'  *^^  ^^  ""^  ^""^  ^""^  ^^  England  the  arrests  on  Sunday  are 

^^  "^*  about  one-tenth  of  those  on  other  days, 

Ho   shows   that,    whereas  the   Sunday  ^^  Wales  they  are  something  more,  but 

arrosu  in  the  three  years  before  the  Act  '^l^^lZZlLlZ^'I^'^^. 

wab  passed  were  26,  they  averaged  only  a  totally  different  aspect— the  Sunday 

nine    in    the    three    years  afterwards,  arrests  in  VVales  (excluding  Olamorgan- 

Th^    Chief    Conptable    of   Edinburgh  sliire)  being  only  one  in  13.     It  is  ad- 

ahows  that  by  the  passing  of  thn  Forbes-  ?"^.^^  ^>®'«,i?  a  strong  Nonconformist 

-trt       -iicsj  i,   t  ^^  £  feeling  lor  this  Bill.     Well,  there  is  a 

Mackenzie  Act  Sunday  arrests  feU  from  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^f  ^  population  of 

12  to  «.     But  it  is  still  more  interesting  126,000,  about  100,000  are  Nonoonfor- 

to  look  not  at  the  Sunday  arrests,  but  mists,  while  there  is  only  one  Nonoon- 

Hir  G,   Tr$v0lyan. 
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foriniBl  magibtrate  out  of  the  180 
magistrates  of  the  county ;  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  possibly  some 
part  of  the  difficulty  experienced 
in  working  this  Act  in  Glamorganshire 
is  that  the  bench  of  magistrates  are  not 
in  sympathy  with  the  popular  mind.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  there  being 
one  law  for  the  rich  and  another  for  the 
poor.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  quite  willing  that  there  should  be 
the  same  law  for  all ;  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  it  is  not  one  of  the  privileges  of  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  to  go  tippling 
at  bars  on  Sundays.  We  do  not  want 
to  deprive  the  working  men  of  any 
privilege  which  we  enjoy.  On  the 
contrary,  we  want  him  to  go  to  his 
own  house  and  enjoy  himself  with 
his  wife  and  children.  It  is  said 
that  his  house  is  a  bad  one.  But 
it  would  not  be  a  bad  one  but 
for  Sunday  drinking.  I  knoMr  a 
part  of  the  world-  where  there  is  no 
Sunday  drinking  and  where  there  is 
no  bad  house,  and  no  badly  furnished 
house  either.  Irrespective  of  its  other 
evils,  Sunday  drinking  is  expensive  for 
the  working  man,  who  cannot  afford 
to  spend  a  large  part  of  his  in- 
come on  drink.  If  a  man  of  our 
class  was  to  spend  a  fifth  or  sixth  of  his 
income  on  dnuk,  you  would  put  him  in 
a  lunatic  asylum,  and  the  x^oor  man  can- 
not afford  to  spend  on  his  own  selfish 
enjoyment  what  ought  to  go  to  his  wife 
and  children.  Wo  voted  for  Sunday 
Closing  in  Wales  and  in  Ireland  because 
we  were  so  impressed  with  tho  horrors 
that  had  to  be  mot  that  we  thought  local 
measures  were  desirable  if  Imperial 
measures  could  not  be  obtained,  and  not 
because  we  were  not  in  favour  of  Im- 
perial measures,  and  we  trust  that  the 
House  will  give  a  Second  Reading  to 
this  measure. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 

I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  correction 

in  the  statement  I  made  earlier.     In 

quoting  from  the  Solicitor  General,  I 
referred  to  the  wrong  passage.  The 
words  used  were — 

**  In  view  of  the  difference  of  opinion,  and 
Laving  regard  to  the  different  condttionB  of 
life  in  cities  and  rural  districts,  we  could  not 
recommend  an  extension  of  the  Act,  or  the  in- 
clutiiou  of  the  five  exempted  cities.'* 

*Mb.   BARTLET  (Islington,   N.):  I 
rogrot  that  the  rules  of  debate  preclude 
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me  from  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  because  the 
proposition  embodied  in  the  Bill  is  not, 
I  think,  one  to  be  met  with  a  direct 
negative,  but  on  different  lines  in  dif- 
fereut  localities.  Sunday  Closing  is  by  no 
means  a  new  subject,  and  before  we  act 
in  a  drastic  manner  such  as  this,  it  is 
well  to  recognize  the  fact  that  for  genera- 
tions it  has  been  the  habit  to  allow 
public-houses  to  be  open  on  Sunday. 
Temperance  advocates  are  fond  of 
this  method,  and  think  the  only  way  of 
promoting  temperance  is  to  stop  the 
consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks  alto- 
gether. Now,  all  my  life  I  have  lived 
and  worked  among  the  poorer  classes, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  in  the  land  is 
the  habit  of  drinking  in  public  houses 
on  Saturday  and  Suuday,  and  you 
cannot  hope  tu  effect  any  great 
change  in  the  dwellings  and  habits 
of  the  people  until  by  some  means 
or  other  you  get  rid  of  thid  habit 
of  sitting  or  standing  soaking  and  toping 
at  the  bar  of  a  public-house  on  Saturday 
and  Sunday.  But  the  practical  question 
is,  are  we  to  do  this  by  drastic  legisla- 
tion, or  by  the  less  heruio  method  which 
is  now  going  on  of  inducing  the  people 
to  promote  their  own  improvement  in 
the  way  we  would  wish.  I  am  convinced 
that  if  by  any  means  this  Bill  were 
passed  into  law  requiring  every  public- 
house  in  London  to  be  shut  on  Sunday, 
the  opposition  would  be  such  that  I  am 
sure  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry 
it  out.  It  would  be  considered  an  act 
of  tyrannical  class  legislation,  and  would 
tend,  in  my  opinion,  largely  to  retard 
the  temperance  movement  which  has 
been  steadily  going  on  for  years,  pro- 
moted by  individual  effort.  What  would 
be  the  effect  of  closing  the  public- 
houses  ?  It  is  clear  that  total  abstinence 
would  not  feel  it.  It  is  clear  that  among 
t'le  middle  classes,  who  keep  their  own 
cellars,  nothing  would  be  effected,  oxily 
those  would  be  affected  who  use  public- 
houses,  those  who  use  them  fairly,  and 
those  who  nee  them  unreasonably  and 


:#7.5 


SnU  'ir'  r.'U»iJCicMttn*r 


:«:<jaDtuNfi!: 


Ltfuartr  jr«u  JML 


976 


a  condicioa  ia  wiucii  iliev  Till  .LLC^rDb 
rettrictionB  3f  zhia  'rind,  juid  I  iu  out 
relink  you  hava  arziTed  a  'hat  poaitioa 
aow.  This  Bill  propsaea  pracritiaUy  ro 
say  to  a  man  who  had  been,  w^irkin^f 
hiurd  during  six  lays  of  die  xeek.  ami 
unable  practically  zo  -^njoy  iiimdeif 
during  those  days  diac  jn  ±e  .  nly  jo- 
i^aaion  when  he  lioea  have  inj  leisore. 
ha  will  dnd  himself  abaolateiy  debarred 
from  taking  any  refreshmenc.  I  think 
the  House  will  tind.  if  iz  sanotiona  rhis 
legislation.  :has  zh»  people  jf  the 
country  are  not  prepared  :o  (indorse  ia 
decision.  With  regard  :o  Wales.  Lori 
Aberdare,  who  was  Home  Secretary  in 
the  Liberal  GoYemment  ihaz  brought 
in  the  Act  of  1^72,  now  tells  you  that, 
living  in  Wales,  and  knowing  what  has 
been  the  history  of  that  Act  in  his 
district,  he  has  sorrowfully  had  to 
change  his  opinion,  and  that  if  an 
extending  Act  is  brought  in  he 
will  be  obliged  to  oppose  it.  If  in  Ire- 
land, aoeording  t<)  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tipperary  Mr  J.  O'Connor  ,  the 
>^unday  Qoeing  Act  has  not  been  a 
saccess — /'Oh,  oh!'*] — if  from  the 
Welsh  point  of  view,  according  to  the 
eyidence  of  a  man  who  has  done  more 
in  the  direction  of  temperance  legislation 
than  anyone  among  those  I  see  before 
me,  the  measure  is  a  failure,  shall  we 
be  justified  in  forcing  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
upon  the  whole  of  the  country  ?  Accord- 
ing to  tho  evidence  of  numbers  of  Chief 
'''onstablos  in  Scotland,  the  Forbes 
Mackenzie  Act  la  not  tho  success  that  its 
promoters  anticipated,  and  it  has  in- 
creased, as  they  believe,  secret  drinking 
in  that  country.  If  wo  are  going  to 
abolish  open  drinking,  with  tho  result  of 
producing  a  large  amount  of  secret 
drinking,  our  action  will,  in  my  opinion, 
be  deleterious  rather  than  beneficial.  I 
hopo,  tliorofore,  that  tho  House  will 
pHUSo  boforn  pas.'^ing  a  Bill  which  is 
Mpposrul  by  f  ||o  largn  majority  of  work- 
ing nion  in  thin  country,  who  object  to 
having  their  Jiborty  interfered  with  in 
thin  matter,  and  prefernot  to  be  subjected 
to  grandmotherly  legislation.  I  myself 
prefer  to  trust  for  improving  tlie  sobriety 
of  the  people  to  those  better  means  which 
I  think  are  now  steadily  advancing,  and 
which  I  believe  will,  iu  the  end,  bring 
about  the  stato  of  things  we  desire 
among  the  working  classes,  just  as  they 
have  done  already  amongst  other  classes 
(»f  tho  people. 

Sir  II.  SflHifilhbgUon 


\Li.  r.KA    LAjndnndnrry,  ;Soafck} :  I  do 

aorinidud^}  liacuflache  generalqoeition, 
bur  I  ^lah  so  mv  one  woid  rwpeefcing  ike 
inetich  )f  ±e  hon.  ICember  for  South 
npoerarv  Mr.  J.  O'Coimor),  who  gmve 
the  Eouae  a  complete  mifflrepraseafiation 
3t  the  view5  of  die  Seloet  Conunittee  of 
which  he  and  I  wera  mombors.  The 
hon.  iT^HidemanledtheHouaetobelieTe 
uiat  the  Report  of  the  Solicitor  Ootoral 
for  Ireland  Mr.  Madden^,  who  was 
Chairman  ot*  the  Coaunittee,  waa 
completely  overthrown  by  tho  majority 
of  the  members.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
dio  Report  presented  to  the  Honao  was 
the  Rept.^rt  of  the  Solicited  General  for 
Ireland  in  all  bat  one  particular.  The 
Solicitor  (jreneral  for  Ireland  was  in 
favour  of  the  stricter  definition  of  the 
bon^i  ^d^  traveller;  he  was  in  favonr 
of  making  permanent  the  Act  for 
Sunday  Closing,  and  he  was  in  favour 
of  greater  restriction  as  to  the  hours  of 
opening  in  the  exempted  towna — the 
time  now  allowed  for  opening  being  five 
hours,  which  he  proposed  to  reduce  to 
two  or  three.  The  Solicitor  Oeneral 
was  not.  it  was  true,  in  faronr  of 
total  closing  in  the  exempted  towns,  but 
he  approved  the  general  working  of  tho 
Act,  aud  admitted  tho  necessity  of  its 
being  made  pormanout  and  extended. 
The  hon.  Member  has  quoted  a  number 
of  statistics.  Well.  I  find  that  whiUt  in 
1877 — the  year  before  the  Act  was  passed 
— tho  total  number  of  arrests  for  drun- 
kenness was  110,903,  whereas  in  1880, 
shortly  after  the  Act  was  passed,  they  were 

reduced  to  88,018,  aud  the  result  was 
arrived  at  chioily  by  a  diminution  iu  the 
number  of  Sunday  arrests.  I  think  it  was 
tho  unanimous  o[)inion  of  tho  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  that  bogus 
clubs  aud  shebeoning  had  been  incon- 
siderable since  the  Sunday  Closing  Act 
had  been  in  operation.  That  is  the 
Report  of  tho  majority  of  tho  Commit- 
tee, and  it  is  oue  which,  when  the 
Bill  respecting  Sunday  Closing  in  Ire- 
laud  is  discussed,  will,  I  am  sure,  carry 
the  oTorwhelming  opinion  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  it. 
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*M».  J.  O.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  I  shall  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill — not  that  I  do  not 
consider  any  change  in  the  law 
desirable,  but  because  I  regard 
this  as  an  unworkable  measure. 
When  the  Bill  was  last  before  the 
House  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson)  expressed  his 
willingness  to  ^exclude  the  Metropolis, 
and  I  think  other  large  towns,  from 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
But  if  exemptions  are  to  bo  made  of 

this  sweeping  character  the  measure 
will  be  completely  altered.  It  is  not  a 
straightforward  mode  of  legislating  to 
ask  the  House  to  accept  the  general 
principle  underlying  this  Bill,  upon  the 
promise  that  that  very  principle  will  be 
altered  in  Committee.  I  feel  quite 
certain  that  if,  imfortunately,  this  Bill 
were  to  become  law,  it  would  be  found 
rjuite   impracticable    to    close    all    the 

Sublic-houses  during  the  whole  of  Sun- 
ays  in  large  towns  like  London  and 
Manchester  and  Leeds.  Legislation  on 
this  question  ought  to  jgo  a  little,  but 
only  a  little,  in  advance  ofpublic  opinion; 
but  whatever  it  is,  it  should  be  baised  on 
some  intelligible  and  practicable  prin- 
ciple. I  am  ready  to  support  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  one  of  tho  Members 
for  Durham  (Sir  J.  Pease),  and  if  tho 
Bill  now  before  the  House  is  read  a 
second  timo,  I  shall  propose  Amend- 
ments in  that  sense  in  Committee,  being 
prevented  by  the  forms  of  the  House 
from  moving  the  Amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice  at  this  stage.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Barnsley 
Division  (Lord  Compton)  talked  of  being 
willing  to  close  all  clubs,  both  for  rich 
and  poor,  during  the  whole  of  Sunday ; 
but  ho  would  find  it  could  uot  bo  duuu. 
I  trust  the  Houso  will  uudouvour  to 
settle  this  question  iu  a  practical  spirit. 

•  Mk.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.; : 
Will  you  allow  me,  Sir,  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation  ?  I  have  been  accused 
of  misrepresenting  tho  views  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  un- 
fortunately is  now  absent.  If  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  made  this  accusation 
looks  at  the  draft  Report  prepared  by  tbe 
Solicitor  Geooral  for  Ireland  he  will  fin  1 


that  that  Report  states  that,  having  re- 
gard to  the  practical  unanimity  of  the 
witnesses  summoned  with  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  Act  in  the  exempted 
towns,  the  Committee — 

**  Gould  not  recommend  tho  extension  of  the 
Act  to  tho  exempted  towns,  nor  any  curtail- 
ment of  the  hours  of  opening  therein.'' 

Why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
entire  Keport  instead  of  part  of  it  ? 

♦Sir  G.  TEEVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  I  am  extremely  glad  that 
we  have  had  the  very  interesting  and,  I 
think,  conclusive  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea)  in- 
terposed between  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  and  my  own,  though  I  desired 
to  rise  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
His  presence  here  to-day  reminds  us 
of  those  old  days — the  good  old  days — 
when  he  took  such  an  active  part  in 
temperance  legislation,  and  wo  do  not 
forget  the  good  work  he  has  done. 
The  changes  he  made  in  our  laws 
were  made  within  certain  limits  which 
he  is  unwilling,  but  which  we  are  ready, 
to  overstep,  but  valuable  and  practical 
changes  they  were.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  says  wu  ought  not  to 
legislate  upon  subjects  of  this  kiud 
until  tho  people  are  prepared  for  it 
and  are  in  favour  of  it.  Well,  tho 
people  are,  I  think,  prepared  for  this 
legislation    and    in    favour    of    it — or, 

at  any  rate,  are  very  r  up  idly  approach- 
ing to  that  condition  of  mind.  I  do  not 
underrate  what  may  be  dene  by  sob- 
riety and  education  to  change  the  habits 
of  the  people  ;  but  wo  trust  to  sobriety 
and  oducatiou  ^>  (hange  tUo  miuds  of 
the  pooplo  who  uiu  opposed  to  temper - 
auco  k'gislulion.  What  ha<)  boon  effected 
in  regard  to  gaming- ho usoh  in  very  in- 
structive. A  huudred  years  ago  it  would 
have  been  imposHible  to  put  dowu 
gaming-houbcs,  but  as  the  habits  of 
gaming  diminished  public  opinion 
suppo  UhI  the  law  against  gaming - 
hou«i  (.  It  is  said,  however,  that  Huu- 
day  Closing  has  broken  down  au<i 
proved  a  failure  in  those  parts  of  the 
liiti'^iom  where  it  has  beim  tried.  I 
j  d^i.j  (hi*-     Taking  the  case  of  Ireland, 
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rr^',  ■,*r-.ii^.*   A3^i  till? 

-  -*      -^      •i-r'T-s-'i      'f     ^*IT     HSW*11.    iIaTi' 

';r.r.iC-Wilr:r»  ir-r  ^  i*r:-ir  -»f  :ae Forbes 
Mv,/*:'.zi-i  A/it.      R^f-sniiice   h«»  been 

;;.  vJ'r  V*  rhe  Welsh  statisrlc*,  aadthMean 

*,ssT*.Aib\j  ^i  ';'ir>i-!  thit  I  shall  be  glad 

t//  ft<;^  ati  iriquiry  made  into  them.    The 

iitrarjg«;  faf:t  ii  to  be  noted  that,  whereas 
in  Kn((iarid  th'j  arresU  oa  duuday  are 
alio  lit  oue- tenth  of  thos^e  on  other  days, 
in  WuloH  they  are  something  more,  bat 
thiit.  if  tho  c^mnty  of  Glamorganshire  is 
nxcliidod  from  the  statUtics  they  assume 
II  totally  different  aspect— the  Sunday 
urroHtH  111  Wales  (excluding  Glamorgan- 
Hhirn)  being  only  oue  in  13.     It  is  ad- 
mitted there  is  a  strong  Nonconformist 
fonliiig  for  this  Bill.     WeU,  there  is  a 
miunty  where,  out  of  a  poDulation  of 
1*J/»,000,  akM>ut  100,000  are  Nonoonfor- 
miNtn.  while  there  iu  only  one  Nonoon- 
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forinul  magibtrate  out  of  the  130 
magistrates  of  the  county ;  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  possibly  some 
part  of  the  difficulty  experienced 
in  working  this  Act  in  Qlamorganshire 
is  that  the  bench  of  magistrates  are  not 
in  sympathy  with  the  popular  mind.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  there  being 
one  law  for  the  rich  and  another  for  the 
poor.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  quite  willing  that  there  should  be 
the  same  law  for  all ;  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact  it  is  not  one  of  the  privileges  of  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  to  go  tippling 
at  bars  on  Sundays.  We  do  not  want 
to  deprive  the  working  men  of  any 
privilege  which  we  enjoy.  On  the 
contrary,  we  want  him  to  go  to  his 
own  house  and  enjoy  himself  with 
his  wife  and  children.  It  is  said 
that  his  house  is  a  bad  one.  But 
it  would  not  be  a  bad  one  but 
for  Sunday  drinking.  I  knoMr  a 
part  of  the  world-  where  there  is  no 
Sunday  drinking  and  where  there  is 
no  bad  house,  and  no  badly  furnished 
house  either.  Irrespective  uf  its  other 
evils,  Sunday  drinking  is  expensive  for 
the  working  man,  who  cannot  afford 
to  speod  a  large  part  of  his  in- 
oome  on  drink.  If  a  man  uf  our 
class  was  to  spend  a  fifth  or  sixth  of  his 
income  on  drmk,  you  would  put  him  in 
a  lunatic  asylum,  and  the  x>oor  man  can- 
not aflbrd  to  spend  on  his  own  selfish 
enjoymaDt  what  ought  to  go  to  his  wife 
and  children-  We  voted  fur  Sunday 
CloaDg  in  Wales  and  in  Ireland  because 
we  were  so  impressed  with  the  humors 
that  had  to  be  met  that  we  thought  local 
were  desirable  if  Imperial 
could  not  be  obtained,  and  nut 
because  we  were  not  in  favour  uf  Im* 
peiial  m«a6ure«,  and  we  troi^t  that  the 
bouse  will  give  a  Seond  Heading  V> 
this  maaaure. 

llK.  J.  O^OONNUB    Tipperary.  -., . 

I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  oorrection 

in  the  statement  I   made  earlier.     In 

qiiotiiig  from  the  Solid.tor  OeuenJ.  I 
laferred  to  the  wrung  pa««a^«.  Th^ 
words  used  were — 

**  In  view  ul    t/lit    (li!l«ivuM.   *4   vj#uikvu.  ttud 
fife  is  GXti<«  MkC  rui*i  <4u»U'*oW    »#c  4^*014  «*vt 

♦ILbl.   hAJd'ri^iCY  ^luUuKWi^,    w ,     / 
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me  from  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  because  the 
proposition  embodied  in  the  Bill  is  not, 
I  think,  one  to  be  met  with  a  direct 
negative,  but  on  difiFerent  lines  in  dif- 
ferent localities.  Sunday  OloBing  is  by  no 
means  a  new  subject,  and  before  we  act 
in  a  drastic  manner  such  as  this,  it  is 
well  to  recognize  the  fact  that  tor  genera- 
tions it  has  been  the  habit  to  allow 
public-houses  to  be  open  on  Sunday. 
Temperance  advocates  are  fond  of 
this  method,  and  think  the  only  way  of 
promoting  temperance  is  to  stop  the 
consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks  alto- 
gether. Now,  all  my  life  I  have  lived 
and  worked  among  the  poorer  classes, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
one  of  the  greatest  evils  in  the  laud  is 
the  habit  of  drinkiug  in  public  houses 
on  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and  you 
cannot  hope  tu  effect  any  great 
change  in  the  dwellings  and  habits 
of  the  people  until  by  some  means 
or  other  you  get  rid  of  tbut  habit 
of  sitting  or  staodiug  soaking  and  toping 
at  the  bar  of  a  public-house  on  Saturday 
and  Sunday.  But  the  practical  question 
is,  are  we  to  do  this  by  drastic  U^gisla- 
tiuu,  or  by  the  less  heroic  iaethx>d  which 
is  now  going  on  of  inducing  the  p4^ple 
to  promote  their  own  improvement  in 
the  way  we  would  wish.  I  am  onvinoed 
thit  if  by  any  means  this  Bill  were 
parsed  into  Ua  r«:>«^uiriug  every  public- 
house  in  Ijrmdon  to  b*  shut  on  Sunday, 
the  opposition  would  be  sueb  that  I  am 
sure  tiut  it  wuuld  be  impossible  to  earry 
it  uut  It  wo  Ad  be  cusid^^ed  un  act 
o'"  tyr iLuioaJ  '.lass  legislati</n.  and  would 
tend,  iu  lay  upinion,  largely  V>  reterd 
the  temp^rauc^  movement  which  has 
U>en  «t«i4iJy  /oiyjr  oe  tor  year*,  pro- 
muted  byjud'ividuaJ't^ort.  VViiat  would 
U  the  *efie«-i  vf  ^I'^siug  the  i>ublic- 
h'^uset*  It  i^  <^l**w  th*it  t/XaJ  abefciiwjjuce 
n  vmld  Ju^/t  fceel  it.  It  i*-  <?iear  tiiat  a.m^g 
'  l\e  middW  cla«toe*.  who  keep  thei*-  own 
'  iAiii^w,  ttotbittg  would  Uj  4^V>oU»d.  o©Jy 
tUoAke  would  bi'  aHWc^Aid  who  \jm^  PuAaUc- 
Uouoe£  nh'>se  who  w»e  titwm  fMiAy,  moA 
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7-rry  Tiolent  and  il^T-rierlj.  He  ; 
kLOckei  a  pol:ce2:^.a:i  down.  a!:d  be-  ; 
I'l&ved  in  &ueh  a  violent  manner  :hat  t 
the  police  ^ere  unable  to  arre&t  him 
urjtil  Hiz  Others  came  to  their  assistance. 
The  rulf)  about  strapping  down  does 
not  fit  tlio  c-dhe  at  all.  There  was  no 
intr^ntion  on  the  part  of  the  police  to 
adopt  what  is  called  the  PVog's  March, 
but  tho  priHoiifjr's  htruf^f^len  were  so 
violent  from  tfio  moment  he  was  told  to 
leave  th«;  piiblic-houHO  that  it  was  with 
tho  i^n^atoitt  difficulty  the  police  could 
fi^ct  him  to  tho  station  at  all.  It  was  in 
the  course  of  his  violent  resistance  that 
lie  happened  to  bo  face  downwards.  I 
may  mention  that  it  is  always  open  to 
u  (foroner  to  call  an  independent  medical 
witness  if  he  thinks  fit. 

IHKLANn-TlIK  AKUEST    (»K    KATIIEft 

PAUUEIiLY. 

♦Mil.  \V.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) : 
1  wish  to  return  to  the  inoidont  of  the 

iir,  Q'K$Uy 
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^:Z  iif  b:^  lai  leaned  Oentle- 

:;^  ::  vbr:zi  heisaboattoapply 

f :r  i:if  rrzLidx:  ?     We  alraadj  haTe the 

sc.&:7=.e=.:  :d  F*di«r  Faxrelly ;  ia  the  hon. 

&=.£  lf&r^r<i  «!T«:::Ie!nan  going  to  apply 

:■:  :i^  pr-lic^  vbo  »  mieeondactad  them- 

5c-'.Tr5  or  ::  asj  oiher  eoupoe?    Ifheii 

g^rii.g  ^j  icsrp^se  consideration  for  tiiii 

p  .irp:*s«.  :he  whole  thing  is  litde  bettar 

than  a  f  an:e.  I  am  well  acquainted  with 

Father  Farrellj,  and  I  am  sure  he  had  no 

intention  in  any  way  to  evade  the  ler* 
▼ice  of  the  warrant.  It  ia  the  opinion  of 
the  people  in  the  district — an  opinion 
which  I  share — that  the  police  deK- 
berately  adopted  this  form  of  aneat  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  inflict  a  pablio 
insult  on  the  rev.  gentleman.  In  a 
similar  manner  Father  Clarke  was 
arrested ;  he  could  have  been  taken 
quietly  at  any  time,  but  the  police  ddi* 
berately  adopted  a  time  and  method  that 
was  sure  to  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  pub- 
lic excitement. 


Mr.  madden  :  I  can  make  no  fur* 
ther  statement  until  I  receive  further 
information. 

It  beine  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  2Sth  March,   1889. 


THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  BUCKINGHAM 
AND  CHANDOS— THE  LATE  MR.  JOHN 
BRIGHT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The  PREMIER  and  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  :  My 
Lords,  since  we  last  met,  death  has 
been  active  and  has  withdrawn  from 
the  stage  of  public  life  two  men  very 
different  in  many  respects,  but  with 
whom  and  whose  acts  and  whose  daily 
life  we  were  familiar.  Mr.  Bright' s 
reputation  does  not  belong  to  this  House, 
yet  it  would  not  be  fitting  that  we  should 
go  to  our  business  without  one  word  to 
express  our  emotion  and  our  grief  for 
the  great  bereavement  which  the  nation 
has  suffered.  My  Lords,  this  would  not 
be  the  time  to  review  Mr.  Bright's 
public  action.  It  would  be  impossible 
to  do  it  without  entering  into  those  con- 
troversial questions  which  are  little 
suited  to  an  occasion  like  this,  and  we 
are  too  near  to  the  scene  of  dispute  and 
to  the  passions  of  the  disputants  to  be 
able  to  pass  that  impartial  judgment 
which  posterity  and  the  issue  of  events 
will  some  day  pass  on  the  achievements 
of  his  political  career.  But  we  are  not 
too  far  distant  to  be  able  to  admire  and 
regret  the  man,  to  appreciate  his  powers, 
and  to  venerate  the  motives  by  which  he 
was  actuated.  I  think,  besides  what 
j  iidgment  may  be  passed  upon  his  public 
achievements,  there  are  two  special 
characteriutics  for  which  he  will  be 
adujired  and  noted  in  history.  In  the 
first  place,   he  was  the  greatest  master 
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o  f  En  glish  oratory  that  this  generation  has 
produced,  or  I  may  perhaps  say  several 
generations  back.     1  have  met  men  who 
have  heard  Pitt  and  Fox,  and  in  whose 
judgment  their  eloquence  at  its  best  was 
inferior    to   the  finest  efforts   of  John 
Bright.     At  a  time  when  much  speaking 
has  depressed  and  almost  exterminated 
eloquence,  he  maintained    robust  and 
intact  that  powerful  and  vigorous  style 
of  English    which  gave  fitting  expres- 
sion to  the  burning  and  noble  thoughts 
he  desired  to  express.      Another  cha- 
racteristic for  which  I  think  he  will  be 
famous  is  the  singular  rectitude  of  his 
motives,  the  singular  straightness  of  his 
career.     He  was  a  keen  disputant,   a 
keen  combatant ;  like  many  eager  men, 
he    had  little  tolerance  of  opposition. 
But  his  action  was  never  guided  for   a 
single  moment  by  any  consideration  of 
personal  or  party  selfishness.      He  was 
inspired    by    nothing    but   the    purest 
patriotism  and    benevolence    from   the 
first  beginning  of  his  public  career  to  the 
hour  of  its  close.    Before  I  sit  down  I 
must  say  a  word  as  to  another  public 
man,  of  whom  death  has  robbed  us  most 
sadly,  and  most   unexpectedly,   within 
the  last  few  days.     The  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham was  well  known  in  this  House 
and  greatly  valued.     He  had  not  long 
occupied  that  Chair;  but  he  had  been  in 
it  a  sufficient  time  to  conciliate  the  ad- 
miration of  all    for    his    strict   impar- 
tiality,    his     earnest     and    assiduous 
attention  to  his  duties,   and    his  g^asp 
and  comprehension  ef  even  the  smallest 
details    that   were    brought  under  his 
notice.     He  filled  an  office  of  very  g^eat 
importance  with  uprightness  and  dili- 
gence and  with  most  beneficial  effect,  and 
he  will  long  be  missed   by  all    those 
who    come    to     this    House     for     the 
discharge   of  the  important  duties  that 
were  committed  to  his  care. 
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Earl  CmANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  your 
LonlRhipn  will  allow  me  to  follow   in   a 
few    short  sentences  the  graceful  and 
touching:  allusions  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  made  to  the  great  losses  which 
we   have  sustained  since  our  last  meet- 
ing.     The   noble  Duke,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  stated,  has  passed  away  by  a 
8udd<*n  and  unexpected   death.     I   was 
not,  like  the  noble  Marquess,  a  political 
friend,    and    I    was    not    an    intimate 
personal  friend,  of  the  noble  Duke.  But 
a  good  many  years  ago  I  had  the  honour 
of   being  associated  with  him   upon  a 
CoTumission    of   considerable    difficulty 
and    importance,    and  I   can  say  with 
truth  that  I  never  met  a  man  more  in- 
dustrious and   more    perfectly  honour-j, 
able.     There  is  another  matter   about 
whicli  I  wish  to  suy  one  word.      When 
Lord  Redesdalo  died  the  noble  Marquess 
proposed  the  Duke  of  Buckingham    as 
nis  successor     I  moved  an  Amendment 
proposing  another  Peer,  one  who  had 
been  a  colleague  of  mine,  but  who  no 
longer  agrees  in  politics  with  me ;  and 
I  stated  the  reasons  why  I  thought  his 
claims  fitted  him  for  the    post.      That 
circumstance  makes  me  specially  desir- 
ous of  saying  to  your  Lordships,  what 
it  is  now  impossible  for  me  to  say  to  the 
noble  Duke  himself,  that  since    his  ac- 
ceptance of  the  office,  from  my  own  ob- 
servation, and  from  what  I  have  heard 
from  others,  nothing  but  the  most  fa- 
vourable criticism     has    been  passed, 
either  by  Members  of  this  House  or  by 
the   public,    on  the   manner  in  which 
he   discharged   the  duties  which  your 
Lordships    imposed    upon    him.       My 
Lords,    the     noble    Marques?    alluded 
to  the     loss     which     this    nation    has 
fiustained  in  the    death   of   Mr.    John 
Bright,     a     death     which     has    filled 
the    land     with     gloom.      The     noble 
Marquess — I  thought  most  properly  and 
judiciously — avoided  entering  into  any 
great  detail  with  regard  to  his  life  and 
career.     For  myself,  I  feel  it  would  be 
idle  to  dwell  upon  some  of  his  chief  cha- 
racteristics— his  loyalty  to  his  Sovereign, 
his  devotion  to  his  country,  and  his  en- 
thusiasm for  everything  that  he  thought 
consistent  with  right  and  truth.      The 
noble  Marquess  has  paid  a  due  compli- 
ment   to  his  extraordinary   powers  of 
eloquence,    to    the  manner  in    which, 
blending  close  reasoning  with  illustra- 
tion, pathos  with  humour,  he  obtained  a 


which  has  hardly  ever  been   surpassed. 
I  feel  that  it  would  be  equally  useless 
for  me  to  allude  to  his  great    moral 
courage,  to  his  dignified  simplicity,  and, 
as  the  noble    Marquess  says,   to    the 
straightness  of  the  course  which  he  ran. 
There  is  one  point  on  which,  perhaps,  I 
may  say  a  word,  for  I  know  more  than 
some  of  your  Lordships  about  it.     I  had 
known  Mr.  Bright  between   40  and  50 
years.      That  acquaintance,  with  other 
circumstances,  prevented  my  ever  feeling 
that  prejudice  which  there  is  no  doubt  at 
one  time  was  felt  against  Mr.  Bright.  I 
always  felt  for  him  great  esteem  and  re- 
gard, and  I  might  mention  that  even  as 
far  back  as  1853 1  asked  Lord  Aberdeen 
why  he  did  not  invite   Mr.  Bright  at 
that  time  to  join  the  Government.     My 
personal     and     intimate    acquaintance 
chiefly  dates  from  the  time  when  Mr. 
Bright  took  office  under  Mr.  Gladstone. 
I  speak  in  the  presence  of  noble  Lords 
who  are  Cabinet  Ministers,  and  of  noble 
Lords  who  have  been  Cabinet  .Ministers. 
I  do  not  know  whether  they  will  agree 
with  me  as  to  one  point;  but  I  have 
found,  as  a  rule,  with  very  few  excep- 
tions indeed,  that  that  peculiar  sort  of 
intimacy,   that  sort  of  esprit  de  cwrp9^ 
which  naturally  springs  up  among  men 
assembled  to  carry  on  most   important 
business  under  the    pressure    of  very 
great  responsibility,  has  always   made 
me  feel  a  greater  liking  and  a  greater 
esteem  than  I  previously  had  for  those 
with   whom    I    was    associated.      Cer- 
tainly, there  never  was  a  case  in  which 
this  was  more  so  than  as  regards  Mr. 
Bright.     Mr.  Bright,  quite  independent 
of  his  powers  of  eloquence,  was  a  most 
useful  man  in  the  Government  to  which 
he  belonged.     His  knowledge  and  his 
sympathies  were  hardly  common  to  the 
run  of  English  politicians.      He  had 
admirable  good  sense ;  and,  I  may  saj 
also,    it  is    perhaps    remarkable,  con- 
sidering his  vigour  and  the  enthusiasm 
of  his  character,;,  how   great  was  the 
moderation    of  the    advice    whioK'  he 
gave  to  his  colleagues.    I  never  knew  a 
Member  of  a  Cabinet  who  acted  more  as 
a  peacemaker  among  his  colleagues.     It 
takes  many  yenrs  to  build  up  a  reputa- 
tion such  as  Mr.  Bright's.   It  is  a  proud 
thing  for  a  man  to  have  done  so.     But 
I  must  say  that  it  is  equally  creditable 
to  the  nation  to  which  he  belonged  that 
they  should  so  unanimously  appreciate 


hold  over    those    whom    he  addressed  I  the  reputation  which  he  thus  maae. 


X>EUIIfAOE  AHD  IMPttOTKMBITT  OF  LANDi 
'  (IRELAND)  FKOTIIIOHAL  OKDER  BILL. 
(MO.  S2.) 

•  Brought  from  the  CommoDi  ;  reftd  1*  ;  to  be 
jnioted :  and  referred  to  the  ExunioetB. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
StandiDg  Ordars  Nos.  XXXIX.  and 
XLV.   considered  and   dispenrnd  with 
itor  tfaia  day'a  sitting.  : 

,   ARBITRATION  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  31.) 
aBCOND   EEADTMO. 

Order  or  the  Da;  for  the  Set'on^ 
BeadiDg;  fead.  ,  ,  ' 
'fUsD^  BKAMWELI/:  I  Mk  your 
LordahipA  to  give  a  Seoond  Reading  to 
this  Bill,  which  is  intituled."  An  Act  to 
Consolidate  the  Law  relating'  to  Arhi- 
trotione."  I  need  not;  trouble  your 
tfordsbipa  at  any  greett  leagtb  about  it. 
It  was  prepared,  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce,  i 
by  a  very  competent  draftsman.  It 
cannot  require  any  very  lengthy 
argument  to  commend  it  to  your ' 
LordBhips — at  any  rate,  .upon  the  i 
Second  Beading — 'because, .  two  oc.three  ' 
years  ago,  the  same  Bill  was  tead  by  I 
this  House  a!  second  time  and  passed  ' 
tluough  Committee.  -  Ttereisone  word 
I  would  .like  to  say.  r  Ify  noble  Friend  ' 
<>u  the  Woolsack  has  himself  got  an  i 
Arbitration  Bill,  but  that  is  a  Bill  to  > 
tonsolidate  and  codify  the  statutory  I 
enactments  with  respect  to  arbitration. 
With  that  ^iU  I  hftvftjiat  the  snullest  I 
fault  to  (find  ;  inde^,  I  think,  it  iKlwell  | 
worthy  of  your  Lordships'  oonsidaratidni  | 
The  Lord  Chancellor  has  said  that  my  ' 
Bill  is  a. man  ^mbitioua.one. .'  Perha{ia 
it  is  in  lihia  senU:  IhU,  whereas  the  I 
Bill  of  my  noble^riefid  it  good  so  far  as  i 
h  goes,  and  is  acceptable  on  the  prin-  i 
cipTe  that  "  half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no 
bread,"  this  Bill  of  mine  is  a  whole  loaf,  i 
and  it  seeks  to  codify  and  consolidate  ' 
aU  the  statutory  and  other  law  affeoting  I 
arbitrations  into  one  measure.  At  any  ' 
rate,  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  the 
Bill  a  Seoond  Beading.  If  my  noble 
Friend  should  desire  that  it  should  ' 
not  proceed  beyond  that  stage,  I 
shall  not  press  it ;  bnt  perhaps  my 
noble  Friend  may  consider  that  it  would  ' 
be  desirable  that  this  Bill  should  be 
considered  in  Committee  in  conjunotioa 
with  hie  own  Bill.  . 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  As  I 
explained  to  your  Lordships  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  measure 
which  I  had  the  honour  of  introducing 


my  Bill  is  intended  to  codiCy  the  whole 
law'of  arbitration,  and  the  only  difficulty 
I  hare  in  at  once  adopting  the  noble 
Lord's  suggesttpn  that  the  Bill  should 
be'considered  in  Committee  with  mine, 
in  order  that  we  should  get  what  he 
describes  as  the  whole  loaf^  is'that  un- 
doubtedly tb  ere  are  matters  in  this  Bill 
which  would  give  rise  to  controversy. 
My  noble  Friend  has.-- with  great  ability 
I  quite  admit— sought  to  reconcile  the 
statute  law  and  the  law  as  it  rests  on 
judicial  decisions.  In  so  doing  it  was 
impossible  that  be  should  have  escaped 
matters  which  would  give  rise  to  con- 
troversy, and  there  are  one  or  two 
respects-  in  which  I  am-  bound  to  say 
I  mould^ot  myself  bedisposed  to  agree 
with  the  Bill  as  drawn.  In-faot,  Idoubt 
very  much  whether  it  woiild'be'ifoiBible 
at  the  present  trinte  to  pass  Eflarg^, mea- 
sure coOJpiete^yconioIidatiDgthe'latf  as 
tA  arbitrations.  I  believe  ■the- aim  ^htanld 
be  to  eitibody  in  a  codifjing^Acf  il^-e*m»- 
plete  form  the  vorioul  eAftctiliedtB'  that 
are  uJio&  the-Statute  B.Ook;  ftnd  tiien 
con'siiH^  what  would-bo  dearrbbte-id  the 
way-nf  AmaidmeDt.  I  fteed  hdi^Iy  sa; 
that*HlAvMn#objectioh*hiit*V6r»td  the 
SecoficT  ^eetdlug  'tmd  =C;fiflmititieilt  of 
this  BillP  I  am  only  deslnjus.  that  my 
noU^^Ffieud  sliould  not  &ok  hit  mea- 
sure VA' ttf  ntine,  wi^avlsw  to  obtain- 
in  gfftMtttn^^  be  a  common  favourable 


[OTEBTANT  CEMETERY  AT 
HUME. 
LcaiD  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Qovomment  whether  any 
correspondence  bad  passed  between  the 
Foreign  Office  and  the  Itahan  Oovem- 
ment  respecting  the  proposed  desecration 
of  the  Protestant  Cemetery  at  Borne; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table,  said :  My  I^rds,  there  is  no 
English  Cemetery  to  which  greater  in- 
'  ftttaobes  than  the  Protestant 
iTOIround  at  Rome.  Many  of 
-^r^hips,  on  visits  to  the  city, 
'  seen  the  place,  which  is  in  a 
retired  spot,  and  is  associated 
imperishable    names — the 
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name  of  Keats,  of  Shelley,  of  Gibson, 
and  of  Wjatt,  among  many  others.  It 
is  the  first  place  to  which  Protestant 
visitors  to  Kome  go.  It  is  proposed  by 
the  Municipal  Government  of  Home  to 
carry  a  road  through  the  lower  part  of 
that  burial  ground,  for  the  purpose  of 
widening  a  thoroughfare  which  is  very 
little  frequented,  and  the  so-called  im- 
provement necessitates  the  removal  of,  I 
think,  73  graves.  It  is  true  that  the 
road  which  passes  the  lower  inclosure 
of  the  cemetery  to  the  Via  Ostiensis  is 
somewhat  narrow,  and  a  few  yards 
might  be  gained  by  the  removal  of 
the  wall ;  and  for  this  trifling  object,  to 
widen  a  road  on  which  there  is  scarcely 
any  traffic,  it  is  proposed  to  violate  the 
sanctity  of  iS  graves,  and  that  notwith- 
standing that  a  large  sum  has  been  sub- 
scribed by  British  and  other  families  for 
the  protection  and  maintenance  of  the 
cemetery.  In  addition  to  the  illustrious 
Englishmen  I  have  named,  there  are 
the  names  of  Humboldt,  of  Bunsen,  of 
Goethe  and  many  other  great  Germans 
associated  with  this  burial  ground.  What 
I  wish  to  know  is  whether  any  corre- 
spondence has  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Italian 
Government  with  the  object  of  prevent- 
ing this  act  of  sacrilege  and  spoliation. 
I  say  spoliation,  because,  as  I  say,  a  fund 
was  started  some  time  ago  and  received 
large  support  from  Protestant  Christians 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  this  grave- 
yard ;  and  I  call  it  sacrilege  because 
many  of  the  graves  there  are  revered 
by  Protestant  Christians  of  all  nation- 
alities. Much  that  is  beautiful  and 
attractive  in  Old  Home  has  disappeared 
under  the  new  state  of  things;  but 
I  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Gov^^ment 
will  interfere  to  prevent  a  change  which 
would  really  be  an  outrage,  and  which 
would  wound  the  feelings  of  many 
families. 

*TnE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  there  has  been  no  correspon- 
dence between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Italian  Government  on 
this  question.  It  would  not  be  precisely 
a  subject  for  international  interference. 
I  imagine  that  the  suppression  of  grave- 
yards is  occasionally  necessary  in  some 
cases,  and  I  do  not  think  that  our  con- 
sciences are  entirely  free  with  respect  to 
the  City  of  London  in  the  matter.  But 
we  have  had  a  communication  unoffi- 
cially with  the  Municipality  of  Kome  on 

Lord  Lamington 


the  subject;  and  although  I  have  not 
got  the  details  here,  and  cannot  repeat 
them  quite  accurately,  still  I  do  not 
think  the  Municipality  deeerre  the^ 
reproaches  which  my  noble  Friend — at 
all  events  by  implication — aims  at  them. 
They  have  shown  great  consideration  in 
the  matter,  and  it  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  them  charged  with  spoliation. 
I  believe  all  private  rights  have  been 
respected,  and  with  regard  to  foreign 
Governments,  I  understand  the  German 
Government,  at  all  events,  to  be  at  one- 
with  them.  We  offered  some  observa- 
tions to  induce  them  to  preserve  the 
tomb  of  Keats  and  of  one  or  two  other 
illustrious  men  which  it  was  proposed  to 
remove,  and  the  result  of  the  corre- 
spondence was  that  they  behaved  in  a 
very  kindly  and  considerate  manner,  and 
undertook  that  these  graves  should  not 
be  disturbed.  If  my  noble  Friend 
wishes  to  have  the  correspondence  pub- 
lished it  will  be  done;  but  I  doubt 
if  it  is  worth  the  expense.  If  my 
noble  Friend  will  step  over  to  the^ 
Foreign  Office  he  may  see  the  corre- 
spondence. 

Lord  LAMINGTON:  After  what 
the  noble  Marquess  has  said,  I  will  not 
press  for  the  correspondence.  I  may 
say  that  I  used  the  word  spoliation  be- 
cause I  knew  that  a  fund  had  been 
created  at  Rome  for  the  protection  of 
this  burial  ground,  and  if  that  were 
taken  away  I  say  it  would  be  an  act  of 

spoliation.  

*Thb  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:  I 
think  another  burial  ground  was  pro- 
vided of  quite  equal  vedue. 

THE  COMMUTATION  OF  NAVAL  AND 
MILITARY  PENSIONS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  any  decision  had  been 
formed  with  reference  to  the  commuta- 
tion of  naval  and  military  officers'  pen- 
sions, said :  I  need  not  detain  your 
Lordships  at  great  length  in  putting 
this  question,  because  the  subject  was 
before  your  Lordships'  House  last 
Session. 

Lord  HAKKIS  :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  shall  not  be  able  to  give  any 
answer  which  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  noble  Viscount.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  representations  of  my 
noble  Friend,  Ilis  Royal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief  and  the  Secret iltj 
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of  State  for  War  have  taken  the  matter 
seriously  into  their  consideration,  and 
instructions  to  officers  who  desire  to 
-commute  their  reserve  pay  have  been 
issued  in  a  special  Army  Order,  which 
will  appear  on  the  Ist  of  April.  The 
"Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  not  the 
final  authority  which  decides  the  question 
of  commutation.  He  only  recommends 
to  the  Commutation  Board  and  the 
Treasury,  and  it  is  for  them  to  act  on 
-the  recommendation  if  they  think 
proper.  The  followiufi^  form  of  instruc- 
tions to  officers  desiring  to  commute 
their  half-pay,  retired  pay,  or  other  pay- 
ments of  a  like  nature  under  the 
Pensions  Commutation  Acts,  will  be 
issued  on  Revised  Army  Form  B.  The 
•conditions  under  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  recommend  cases 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Pensions 
Commutation  Board  under  the  foregoing 
instructions  are : — 

**  (1)  The  Secretary  of  Sute  for  War  will 
not  recommeod  the  commutation  of  the  non- 
effective pay  of  an  officer  who  is  liable  to  be 
called  to  serTO  in  time  of  war  or  emergency ; 
(2)  the  Secretary  of  State  of  War  will  not  in 
any  case  recommend  the  commatation  of  non- 
effective pay  to  the  extent  of  more  than  one-half 
of  it ;  and  he  will  not  recommend  the  comma- 
tation unless  a  sum  of  at  least  £80  a  year  be 
left  unoommated." 

I  believe  that  the  Admiralty  have  been 
communicated  with,  and  they  are  ready 
to  act  on  the  same  lines. 

OONSOLIDATBD  FUKD   (XTO.     2)    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  and  read  1*: 
Then,  Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXXIX.  and  XLY. 
having  been  dispensed  with,  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  2* ;  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  aocord- 
ingly :  Committee  negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be 
r^d  3»  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till  To- 
morrow, a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


aOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Slh  March,  1889. 


QUESTIONS. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mr.  MAOLURE  (Lancashire,  S.K., 
Stretford)!  asked  the  President  of  the 
iBoard  of  Trade  whether  it  was  a  fact 


that  the  Board  are  requiring  every 
railway  company  who  deposit  proposals 
for  a  revised  classification  of  traffic  and 
revised  schedule  of  maximum  rates, 
under  **  The  Railway  and  Oanal  Traffic 
Act,  1888,"  to  pay  a  fixed  sum  of  £60 
irrespective  of  the  importance  of  its 
undertaking  and  its  financial  position ; 
under  what  authority  and  by  whom  the 
fee  of  £50,  irrespective  of  the  ability  of 
the  company  to  pay  it,  has  been  fixed, 
and  what  sum  has  been  received  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  for  what  purpose 
the  money  is  required,  and  whether  any 
scheme  has  been  devised  as  to  its  ex- 
penditure ;  and  whether  he  would  con- 
sider the  propriety  and  justice  of  ex- 
empting those  railway  companies  which 
are  earning  nothing  for  their  share- 
holders, and  charging  the  expenses 
upon  those  which  are  remunerative 
undertakings  in  some  general  proportion 
to  their  magnitude  and  earnings  ? 
♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Bkach.  Bristol,  W.)  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  fixed  £50  as  the  fee  to  be 
paid  by  every  railway  company  deposit- 
ing a  revised  classification  of  merchan- 
dize and  schedule  of  maximum  rates. 
The  fee  is  fixed  by  rules  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  the  provisions 
of  Section  35  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Act,  1888,  and  the  money  will  be  ap- 
plied as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  the 
expenses  arising  upon  the  settlement 
of  the  classifications  and  schedules.  I 
have  already  dispensed  with  part  of  the 
fee  in  certain  cases,  and  I  will  carefully 
consider  any  application  coming  from  a 
company  who  are  bond  fide  unable  to  pay 
without  detriment  to  their  creditors. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
labour  and  expense  of  settling  a  schedule 
does  not  vary  with  the  size  of  the  com- 
pany, and  that  £50  is  not  an  unreason- 
able sum  to  ask  from  any  solvent  com* 
pany  for  the  work  performed. 

IRELAND— LORD  MASSEREENE'S 
ESTATE. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone.  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
how  many  evictions  took  place  on 
Lord  Massereene's  property  in  county 
Louth  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign; 
in  how  many  holdings  where  evictions 
did  not  place  was  the  interest  of  the 
tenant    determined  by  the  service    of 


I 


1  rt  • 


1003  Fenit  {COMMONS} 

notioes  under  Section  7  of  the  Land  Aot 
of  1887  ;  in  how  many  of  such  oases 
had  the  tenant  redeemed  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Land  Acts;  in  how 
many  :  o^  suoh  (saaes  the  period  for 
redeidption  had  not  expired ;  and,  how 
many  of  the  vacant  farms  had  been  let 
to  new  tenants,  and  how  many  vacant 
farms  were  now  to  let  on  the  estate  ? 

TuK  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  B.vlfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  am  informed  that  on 
Lord  Masseroeno's  property  in  the 
county  Louth,  on  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  lias  been  adopted,  29  tenants 
and  throe  sub- tenants  were  dispossessed 
from  their  holdings.  In  32  holdings, 
where  eviction  did  not  take  place,  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  was  determined  by 
the.  service  of  a  notice  under  Section  7. 
In  two  of  these  cases  the  tenant,  has 
redeemed ,  and 'is  ;1 6  of  them  the  period 
ft^r '  ihedemption '  has  not  yet  expired^ 
14  of  the  vacant  farms  have 'been  let  to 
new  tenants.  There  are  now  10  vacant 
farms  to  let  on  the  estate. 

Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
how  many  of  the  new  lettings  were 
nominal  lettings  to  emergency  men  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  they 
are  all  substantial  tenants. 
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FENIT  PIKR. 

.  Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  Board  of  Works  sent  a 
certificate,  dated  19th  June,  1885,  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  County  Kerry  Grand 
Jury,  claiming  a  sum  of  £3,192  lis.  4d. 
as  due  to  them  for  money  advanced  for 
the  coustruction  of  a  pier  at  Fenit-; 
whether  at  that  time  no  portion  of  the 
amount  claimed  was  due,  having  been 
previously  discharged  by  the  Tralee  and 
Fenit  Harbour  Commissioners ;  whether 
a  case  was  reserved  by  Chief  Baron 
Palles  at  the  Summer  Assizes,  1885,  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Judges ;  whether 
the  Judges  subsequently  decided  that 
the  cesspayers  were  not  liable  for  the 
amount;  and  whether,  notwithstand- 
ing that  decision,  the  said  sum  of 
£3,192  lis.  4d.  has  been  paid  by  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  out  of  the 
capital  advanced,  atid  is  regularly 
charged  in  each,  half-yearly  certificate 
sent  by  the  Board  of  Works  when  de- 
manding payment  ? 

.*The  SECKETAEY  to  the  TfiEA- 
STTRV  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds)  :  The  sum 
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of  £3,192  lis;  4d.  wa•^pl»d.to  IheBaOxd* 
of  Works  prior  to  June,  1885,  by  the^ 
Harbour  Qommissioners  under  the  pro*, 
jvisions  of  the  mortgago  deed  m.  ronpoilB 
of  five  half-yearly  mstalmentSy  with  (hm 
intention,  a^  Wia»r  lifterwarda  stated  M 
the  Board,  of  olaiming  the  amount  by» 
one  presentment  from  the  guaranteeinfip 
Baronies.  The  Board  of  Works  dia^ 
send,  at  the  request  of  the  Harbour 
Commissioners;  a  certificate,  dated  the^ 
19th  June,  1885,  for  that  sum,  for  the- 
purpose  of  recouping  the  Harbour  Com- 
missioners. The  amounts  certified  forr 
were  payable,  as  far'  as  the  Board  thenr 
believed,  by  the  Baronies  under  thefc 
guarantee.  A  qase  was  reserved-^  >b/i 
'Chief  Baron  Palles,  and  the  Judges suIm 
sequeqtly  decided  that,  inasmuch  as  the; 
■claims  h^td  not  been  made  half-year  byt 
'half-year;  as  required  by  the  Act,  the» 
jEfaronies  were  not  liabl^e.  .  The  oertifin 
QCkte  which  the  Bef^4-fex(d4/Q^:|)Alf- 
year  is  in  respect  Q£tWif|ul.,||^«M<P% 
made  from;  .time  vta<«iiaie,i  ^i)kiph*''ito'%» 
amount  to  £95,(N)0,  being  the  ,tuBf 
amoimtof  thelo&n.  ;  *,  *  •    :  •!:) 

'  Hb.  'MAHONf  further  Asked  '  thcj 
Seei^tarjr  to  the  Treasury  whether  hift 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  proceeds 
ings  before  the  last  Kerry  Gkttnd  Jilrf;' 
when  an  applioatiou  made  by  the  cess-f 
payers  of  the  barony,  of  Ii^aghtioemiOB^ 
to  have  the  necessary  steps  'taken  to  ia^ 
vestigate  the  expenditure  of  £95,000 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of  ^et^ctbig  &  ^'^ 
pier  at  Fenit,  was  refused  by  a  majority 
of  10  to  8  ;  whether,  by  the  direction  of 
the  previous  Grand  Jury,  the  opinion  ot 
eminent  counsel  had  beeu  oblaiA^'il^ 
the  matter ;  whether  that  opinion  statect 
that  several  thousand  pounds  had  been 
misapplied  by  the  Harbour  Board ; 
whether  that  opinion  was  laid  before 
the  present  Grand  Jury  before  they  came* 
to  their  decision  ;  whether  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Grand  Jury  who  voted 
against  the  proposed  investigation  were 
also  members  of  the  Harbour  Board  ;: 
and,  if  so,  how  many ;  whether,  -under 
the  circumstances,  he  will  direct  the* 
Board  of  Works,  from  whom  the  loan 
was  obtained,  to  hold  a  public  inquiry 
into  the  manner  in  which  the  £95,000 
has  been  expended,  and  to  ascertain 
whether  the  pier  has  been  completed 
according  to  the  original  contract  and 
specification  ;  whether  sheds  and  cranes- 
as  provided  for  by  the  specification  have 
been  erected  :    and,  whether  the  cOndL- 
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tion  laid  down  by  ioBtructions  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  at  the  time  when 
the  ratepayers  were  asked  to  sanction 
the  loan — namely,  that  no  portion  of  the 
loan  should  be  allocated  to  the  canal  or 
any  other  purpose  than  the  erection  of 
the  pier,  has  been  strictly  adhered  to  ? 

♦Mk.  JACKSON:  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  this  subject,  other- 
wise than  by  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, and  I  learn  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  have  no  information 
on  the  subject  beyond  what  is  open  to 
the  general  public. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  INJURIES. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh, N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  Wexford  Grand  Jury  had 
awarded  £500  compensation  to  Head 
Constable  O'Brien,  of  Taghmon,  for 
injuries  done  to  his  eyes  at  eviction 
work ;  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
injuries  in  question  were  of  so  slight  a 
character,  that  after  10  days'  treatment 
in  hospital  Constable  O'Brien  was 
reported  fit  for  duty,  and  whether  he 
was  now  performing  his  usual  work; 
whether  he  was  aware  that  the  local 
doctor  in  Taghmon  considered  O'Brien's 
injuries  so  slight  that  he  did  not  advise 
any  hospital  or  special  treatment  for  two 
months  after  the  injuries  were  received ; 
whether  it  was  true,  as  stated  by  the 
counsel  for  O'Brien,  that  the  compensa- 
tion of  £5U0  was  not  so  much  for 
O'Brien's  injuries  as  to  ''  deter  cases  of 
this  description ;  "  whether  representa- 
tions had  reached  him  that  under  all  the 
circumstances  the  granting  by  the  Ghrand 
Jury  of  such  a  large  sum  of  money  for 
so  slight  an  injury  has  caused  very 
widespread  indignation  in  Wexford 
County ;  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  at 
the  eviction  where  Head  Constable 
O'Brien  was  injured,  Mr.  Considine,  the 
resident  magistrate  in  charge  of  the 
police,  declared  that  the  people  who 
were  about  to  be  evicted  had  offered 
"  fair  terms  "  to  the  landlord ;  whether 
he  was  aware  that  the  people  of  the 
district  had  resolved  not  to  pay  the 
£500  to  O'Brien,  as  a  protest  against 
the  employment  of  armed  police  in 
evicting  people  who,  according  to  Mr. 
Considine,  K.M.,  had  offered  ''fair 
terms ;  "  whether  there  was  any  medical 
evidence  that  the  policeman  in  question 
has    been  permanently  injured ;    and, 


whether  the  GK)vemment  would  take 
steps  to  prevent  such  cases  of  large  com- 
pensation for  slight  injuries ? 

Mfe.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Grand 
Jury  have  granted  compensation  to  the 
Head  Constable  for  the  injury  to  his 
eyes.  I  am  informed  that  the  local 
doctor  did  not  at  first  consider  the  case 
serious ;  but  it  was  afterwards  found 
necessary  to  send  the  Head  Constable  to 
the  Ophthalmic  Hospital  in  Dublin,  where 
he  was  detained  for  10  or  12  days,  and 
it  was  some  weeks  later  before  he  could  re- 
sume his  full  duty.  I  understand  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  local  doctor,  the 
Head  Constable's  sight  will  never  be  as 
strong  as  it  was  before  the  injury.  The 
Government  have  no  power  to  interfere 
in  the  manner  suggested.  With  regard 
to  the  observation  of  Mr.  Considine,  it 
is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  referred 
only'  to  the  offer  made  on  behalf  of  the 
tenants  when  the  sheriff  and  evicting 
party  were  actually  on  the  ground. 

Mk.  W.  REDMOND :  Would  not 
these  injuries  have  been  avoided  if 
O'Brien  had  followed  the  advice  of  his 
superior  officer,  Mr.  Considine,  R.M.  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  say.  Mr.  Considine  was 
not  in  charge  of  the  police. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  On  what 
ground  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  Mr.  Considine  was  not  in  charge 
of  the  police  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  may  be 
wrong,  but  I  presume  that  he  was  not, 
because  it  is  not  the  usual  practice. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND :  In  consequence 
of  the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  exorbitant  nature  of  this  compen- 
sation which  has  been  awarded  for 
injuries,  which  would  not  have  been 
sustained  if  the  advice  of  the  Resident 
Magistrate  had  been  taken. 

PLEURO-PNEHMONIA. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  had  any 
information  with  respect  to  the  case  of 
a  bullock  suffering  from  pleuro- pneu- 
monia, reported  to  have  been  exported 
from  the  county  Tyrone  to  Cumberland ; 
whether,  if  the  report  was  true,  he  would 
have  strict  inquiry  made  as  to  whence 
the  disease,  which  has  been  so  long 
extinct  in  Ulster,  has  been  imported; 
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A:,^:iAL  MAYXE  P*-or-.k-  ftni 
'Bu^j'ifi^jTiw^*,  ujce^  •/■:*  Firs:  Lr.ri  of 
th*  .V.drrJni!tj  wLetikfr  Le  •m'li'A  vm- 
M*it  th*:  ^A^fr  of  the  Wot5k'  Depan- 
xxMDt  >i  the  f^ockrardj!,  in  order  v^  av 
Bj'rrjiUVj  their  hour*  to  those  of  the 
J>K;kyard  meri,  or  ifire  them  more  pay 
for  th#»  a/Jditjonal  time  thej  work  ? 

Tif«  FIICST  r/jKD  OF  TiTE  AD- 
MIRALTY Jy/rd  O.  TlAMfLTos,  Mid- 
dl'jiujx,  Kfiiluy^j:  The  |KWnt  referred  to 
J II  th  e  'I  ti e <*.t i o rj  w nn  caref u  1  ly  c^iH^i dered 
by  ihh  Admiralty  la%t  year,  and  it  was 
ducided  Ut  be  inexpedient  that  the  hourn 
of  work  of  men  employed  under  the 
Worku*  r^enartrnent,  and  thone  en^a^ed 
in  dockyarri  work  fihould  neceAsarily  be 
the  finme.  Thin  decJHion  wah  arrived  at 
nftfr  II  full  connidfrration  of  the  cane  in 
all  ii*i  liearin((N,  A  lar((e  proportion  of 
th'inn  men  iiro  employed  at  jilaooH  other 
than  diMrlcyurdn,  and  it  in  nmioiiHary,  if  a 
n'trmanent  nitiiY  for  public  workH  in  to 
vo  maintained,  that  the  mon  on  it 
ahotild  he  mui'li  on  the  mimo  fontinf^  a* 
cHintniriorN'  nion  dniiiff  the  naino  work. 

TIIK  MANdKICH  I,(MMIK.  (JKKKNWICH 

TAKK. 

Mil.  nUADLAIKHI  (Northampton) 
nxknd  tho  Kirn!  (limiiniMnioner  of  works 
whoMinr  tlinro  hud,  dnrinfj^  tho  pnHt 
twolvo  mnntlm,  bnitn  any,  and  what, 
olinn^fo  of  ihn  ionanoy  of  tho  1{an^er*fi 
l<oll^^n,  Orooiiwiidi  Park;  who  wan  now 
ilin  (onant,  and  what  worn  tlio  tnrmn  of 
tlio  titnanry  ;  whothor  tho  quontion  of 
Mirowinic  opon  to  tho  public  tho  liftoon 
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zir.n.ji¥^i  .jf  ^4SBiaL:   Sftl,  vhat  da- 

JZxiJZL^Z    ?:iOII5?I0XER  oj 
"  12.-X-T     Hr  rt-TT3EC  UnxTwwty  of 

I  'L :  '-n      Ix  1l«:  k.i'rxss  G«acral  Lovd 


--=-r»t-..  V  j'.s.  ?ux.  -nSA  had  be- 
d.r-i' :.*«*^  n.  V-*  >senip«SMa  ol  Lady 
j8Lt7  ■  Zuiri  '^iLvf^jffr  hotds  by  tfaie 
;L^u"i  :-  E-r?  1£.i.;<mC7.  When  I  cmme 
V.  _!, .  i-^*  ii.:-:  ti*  =La3«»r.  niaed  lASt 
x*ftj  -T  v.*  ix*«:g  of  tae  hon.  Mem- 
-^  .-:i.i\ii:  zL*  ch*m  acres  re- 
IwaTi  trr^ifa.  attached  to 
:*.?  r'-A-  s^*F  *  LfAz^  :  i^^iai  it  had  Dersr 
- .  r=.*ii  L  iifcr:  :  f  rL*  Park  open  to  the 
z.'.'.j'.:  i-.i  "L*.:  z^thinjt  «  pwd  by 
:--T  t-V-  :  f  r  :ie  zzLaintenanee  of 
t-.T  -..riL..-  .:  •ie*»  ^roucds.  Under 
z'^^*^  .in  ^'.^lar.-ivrs  :.o  change  has  been 
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THZ  ENTIELD  ELECnOX. 
Mm.  MONTAGU  Tower  EEamleta. 
Whi^K-Lapel  asked  the  Secretary  of 
.Suiv&  for  War.  wbether,  at  the  last  elec- 
tion at  E&neld.  the  workmen  employed 
at  the  Small  Arms  Factory  had  a  half- 
holiday  for  the  purpose  of  voting ; 
whether  they  were  compensated  for  the 
losfl  of  time ;  and.  if  so,  by  whom  were 
they  paid,  and  from  what  fund  ? 
♦The  SECRETABY  of  STATE  vm 
WAB  ^Mr.  £.  Stakhope,  Lincolnshizey 
Horncastle';  :  The  last  Parliamentary 
Election  took  place  on  a  Tuesday,  and 
the  workmen  at  the  Small  Arms  Factory 
had  a  half- holiday,  for  which  no  stoppage 
of  wa^eB  took  place.  At  the  election  of 
t)ie  County  Council  special  facilities 
were  afforded  to  the  workmen  for  record- 
ing their  voten.  They  had  leave,  with 
pay,  for  two  hours. 

POST  OFFICE  CLERKS. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
llollox)  anked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  it  was  tho  case  that  the  duties 
and  r»Hpr)nsihilitios  of  assistant  superin- 
tendents of  tlie  second  class  in  London, 
and  those  of  the  officers  in  the  superin- 
timding  class  known  as  ''clerks"  in 
Glasgow,  Manchester,  and  Liverpool, 
are  identical,  whereas  tho  officers  in 
London  are  paid  at  the  rate  of  £300 
per  annum,  and  the  salary  of  the 
ofUcors  in  tho  three  provincial  offices 
named  is  only  £  1 90  per  annum ;  whether 
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these  proyinoial  officers  are  remunerated 
on  the  same  scale  (£140  to  £190)  as  the 
telegraphists  at  the  London  end  of  a 
wire  ;  whether  telegraphists  at  Glasgow, 
Manchester,  and  Liverpool,  who  perform 
exact! J  the  same  duties  as  their  London 
brethren,  are  paid  at  the  maximum  of 
^Os.  a  week,  a  difference  of  £60  a  year ; 
and,  whether  these  differences  of  pay 
having  now  been  brought  under  his 
notice,  he  is  prepared  to  take  steps  to 
remove  them  ? 
♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  Xp  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  the  class  desig- 
nated '*  Clerks ''  in  the  post  offices  of 
Glasgow,  Manchester,  and  Liverpool 
are  not  identical  with  those  of  the  class 
designated  a^  *'  ABsistant  Superinten- 
dents of  the  Second  Class  "  in  London. 
The  remuneration  of  the  different 
classes  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  correctly  stated  in  his  question.  The 
organization  of  the  service,  including 
the  pay  in  London  and  in  the  Provinces, 
was  thoroughly  examined  and  settled 
in  1881,  the  papers  being  then  laid 
before  Parliament;  and  there  do  not 
appear  to  be  any  sufficient  grounds  for 
disturbing  that  arrangement. 

THE  GLOUOESTEH  TELEGRAPH 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  if  it  was 
true  that  when  a  probationer  lineman 
of  the  Engineer's  Department,  Post  Office 
Telegraphs,  at  Gloucester,  recently  re- 
ported his  Inspector  for  uttering  forged 
wage-receipts,  the  inquiry  was  held  by 
a  friend  of  the  accused,  and  rcAulted 
only  in  his  transfer  to  Haverfordwest, 
while  the  complainant  was  punished 
by  the  loss  of  his  annual  increment  and 
aeverely  cautioned ;  and  whether  he 
would  explain  the  circumstances  of  the 
^ase  to  the  House  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  No,  Sir;  it  is  not  true. 
The  inspector  in  question,  who  had  been 
guilty  of  irregularities  in  his  accounts, 
but  not,  so  far  as  appeared,  with  a  view 
to  his  own  profit,  was  not  only  trans- 
ferred  to  Haverfordwest — he  was  also 
reduced  to  a  lower  position  with  lower 
pay.  Neither  was  the  complainant 
punished  by  the  loss  of  his  increment, 
for  he  had  none  to  lose ;  and  I  have  been 
unable  to  ascertain  that  he  received 
any  caution.  Whether  the  officer  who 
investigated  the  case  was   a  friend  of 


the  accused  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  it 
is  the  fact  that  he  was  his  superior 
officer,  and  as  such  the  proper  person 
to  make  the  investigation,  and  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  it  was  not 
conducted  with  ability  and  impartiality. 

THE    METROPOLITAN    ASYLUMS 
BOARD— DR.  P.  H.  M'KELLAR. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  a  retiring 
allowance  of  £1,000  has  been  granted 
by  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  to 
Dr.  P.  H.  M^Kellar,  Medical  Superin- 
tendent  of  the  South  Western  Hospital, 
and,  if  so,  under  what  authority  ;  and 
whether  he  has  made,  or  will  make,  a 
representation  to  the  Board  on  the 
subject? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD(Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's  in  the 
East) :  An  application  has  been  made 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  by  the 
managers  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board  in  the  sense  referred  to  in  the 
question  ;  and  prior  to  the  notice  of  the 
hon.  Member  appearing  on  the  paper, 
I  had  given  directions  that  the  managers 
should  be  informed  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  unable  to  assent 
to  the  proposed  payment,  and  the  mana- 
gers have  been  informed  accordingly. 

IRELAND— EVICrnONS     BY    THE 
EDUOATK  »N  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
had  been  directed  to  the  circumstances 
attending  the  evictions  carried  out  on  the 
Tounaculty  estate  of  the  Eklucation  Com- 
missioners near  the  Town  of  Donegal, 
on  Thursday  and  Friday  leut,  when  the 
rent  due  amounted  in  all  to  about  £80, 
to  be  collected  from  17  or  18  tenants, 
scattered  over  about  a  thousand  acres 
of  poor  land;  whether  to  collect  this 
sum  a  force  of  some  200  men  has  been 
employed,  armed  with  ladders,  ropes, 
grappling  irons,  shields,  poles,  and 
hooks,  and  a  battering  ram,  all  specially 
procured,  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
these  evictions ;  is  it  a  fact  that  a  cor- 
don of  police  and  military  was  drawn 
round  each  house,  within  which  neither 
the  representatives  of  the  Press,  nor  the 
Very  Reverend  Hugh  M'Fadden,  P.P., 
nor  his  curate,  the  Reverend  Edward 


1011     Ir elands ProBeeuHon  of        [  COMMONS  |  Constahh  M  'Aneuny.       101^ 

Oassidj,  were  admitted;   was  any  re-  Thb    SOLICITOH    GENERAL   for 

Bifllance  offered  to  the  Sheriff  at  any  of  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  UDiversitj  of 

the  bouses  so  visited ;   and  what    will  Dublin) :  My  attention  has  been  called, 

be  the  cost  to  the  county  of   tbis  ex-  to  this   matter  by  the  question  of  the 

pedition  and  its  appliances?  hon.  Gentleman.     I  haTe  no  means  of 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  TheOonstabu-  ascertaining  the  religion  of  the  jurors 

lary  authorities  report  that  the  facts  are  who  tried  any  of  the  cases  referred  to» 

substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  three  and  can  give  no  information  as  to  the 

paragraphs  of  the  question,  except  that  grounds  on  which  the  right  of  challenge 

the  force  was  present  not  to  collect  rent,  was  exercised  by  those  who  appeared 

but  to  maintain  the  law  by  protecting  on  behalf  of  the   Grown.     As  reg^ards* 

those  who  were  bound  to  enforce  it.   No  the  change  of  venue    in    one    case  to 

resistance  was  offered,  and  no  cost  to  the  Fermanagh  and  in  another  to  Derry»  I 

county  will  be  incurred.     The  arrange-  am  informed  that  Derry  was  selected, 

ments  of  the  authorities  appear  to  have  not    only  because   it    was    a    suitable 

been  excellent.     Of  the  17  tenants  13  venue,  but   because    when   the    order 

avoided  eviction  at  the  last  moment  by  changing  the  venue  was  obtained,  there 

paying  all  that  was  demanded,  which  would  not  have  been  sufficient  time  to 

they  were  well  able  to  do,  and  one  of  the  have    the    case    tried   at'  Enniskillen, 

tenants  who  allowed  himeelf  to  be  evicted  where    the    Assizes    are  held    for    the- 

for  a  debt  of  £9  had  £50  worth  of  stock  county  of  Fermanagh  before  they  aie* 

on  the  premises.  The  Plan  of  Campaign  held  at  Londonderry,  a  subsequent  town, 

was  in  force,  but  has  now  been  broken  on  the  same  circuit.     Mr.  McLaughlin, 

down,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  acquainted  Q.C.,  the  leader  of  the  circuit,  prose- 

with  the  facts,  no  sympathy  whatever  cuted    in    both    cases.     Mr.   Rosa  was 

need  be  felt  for  the  tenants.  associated  with  him  in  Fermanagh,  and. 

Mb.MACNEILL:  Through  a  misprint  Mr.  Richardson,  Q.C.,  and   Mr.  Harte 

the  question  uses  the  word  "county"  in  Derry. 

instead  of  country.     I   want  to  know  Mr.    W.    REDMOND   (Fermanagh,, 

what  the  cost  is  to  the  country.  N.)  asked  if  the  attention   of  the   Go- 

Mk.  a.    J.  BALFOUR :    I    cannot  vemment  had  been  called  to  the  oon- 

answer  that  question.  nection  between  this  matter   and    the 

IRELAND-PROSECUTION   OF  ^^^  'llLl^Z.  "'.^"^r.^^VH^  'JkI 

rnvwAmF  MUVFAVv  **^®    ^®°^®  ^*®    *^    ^®    changed,    the 

iLT    ^^n^tr^      f  fV     ;  ,.  .  Orangemen    of   the    district    called    a 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  asked  the  Solicitor  meeting,   in    which    some  Magistrates- 

General  for  Ireland  whether  his  atten-  took  part,  and  at  which  they  pointedly 

tion  had  been  directed  to  the  circum-  referred  to  these  trials  taking  place  in 

^nces  attending  the  trial  of  Constable  Fermanagh,  and  reminded   the  people 

M'Aneany,   who   was  indicted    at    the  in  most  significant  terms  that  it  was  their 

Derry  Assizes  for  presenting  a  revolver  business  practicallyto  convict  the  Donegal 

at  one  Patrick  O'Donnell  at  Ardmore,  in  people  ? 

the  County  of  Donegal ;  did  the  Special  ^    MADDEN :    No.   Sir  ;   I   haT» 

Jury,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro-  _„x  ,i,„  .i;„i.i.„.f  ,„..„'*"...*.""_ 

cedire  (Ireland)  Act,  which  acquitted  ^ucji  fhi^g*                            ^^           ^ 

the  prisoner,  consist  entirely  of  Protes-  ,,      »r  *  ^  -vm-r-r  t              .   -i  .i      i     . 

tants ;  why  was  a  constable  for  an  offence  ^^-  MAC  NEILL  repeated  the  last 

alleged  to  be  committed  in  Donegal  tried  sentence  in  his  question,  and  asked  if 

in  Derry,   while  peasants  for  offences  *^^  *^f  ®  rufittjv^  did  not  arise  out  of  the 

committed  in  the  same  county  were  tried  ^°^®  transaction  ? 

in  Fermanagh ;    did  the  same  counsel  Mr.  MADDEN  said  no  doubt  these; 

prosecute  in  the  County  of  Fermanagh  transactions   were  connected  with   the 

peasants  for  resisting  evictions,  and  in  sanae  case.     He  had  answered  the  last 


Derry  a  policeman  for  an  alleged  assault 
arising  out  of  these  evictions;  were 
the  juries  which  tried  the  peasants  in 
Fermanagh  composed  exclusively  of 
Protestants ;  and,  can  he  state  why  the 


question.  He  could  g^ve  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  ground  of  the  challenges,, 
except  that  they  were  in  accordance 
with  the  printed  rule  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  W.   BEDMOND  asked   if   the 


Crown  exercised  the  right  of  challenge    right  hon.  Gentleman   the    Chief  Seo-^ 
in  Fermanagh  and  not  in  Derry  ?  j  retary  would  make  inquiries  7 

Mr  MacNtiU 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFO'UB  :  I  musi  ask  for 
nfd&DQ'Of  fhd  quostdon. 


Comtnittiom. 


THRtATENINO'  LETTERS. 

•Mr.  lane  (Cork  County.  ,E.J  asked 
tfi^  (%l0f'  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieii- 
tm&m  of  Ireland  whether  hta  attention 
hiid  been  oilled  to  the  csae  of  an  emer- 
gency man,  named  Daniel  Murphy,  who 
was  in  charge  of  an  evicted  farm  on 
fiie  Lansdowne  estate,  in  Kerry,  and 
irtio  yrtx  aentenoed  to  two  concurrent 
Wrms  at  six  months'  hard  labour,  on 
16th  Uaroh,  at  Kenmare,  for  writisg 
Ijtt^rt  to' Johb  Foley  aodJameo  Shea, 
tDr84t^%  tbem  with  ""a  sudden  and 
njlll0ly''Seath  '"  if  they  took  the  "  boy- 
oOftsd  farm  "  which  he  was  then  care- 
taking  for  Lord  Lansdowne ;  did  Ser- 
gfeait  'Waltors,  who  arrested  him,  send 
a'nuBBa^e  ^at  prisoner's  request,  to  the 
l3eiirfd'iJ'(me-o!Hce;  to  have  him'  defeild6d 
W  iJfcMcItai-;  was  he  defended  bj*  Mr. 
MiIficaiVt''ihe  'eolieitor  *o  the"  estate' 
oficb'l^d'io  BfjSnoffledge',  ,tl).  having' 
l^ttfo  Ib^  sect^d  letter  wheii  cbaTicted 
oftbefiisli;  and,  did  the  p^i««'^9t|To- 
iftiep'6f'llm  district  corhpaie  the  writing 
id'tjheae  tetters  w.itb  ottier  threatening 
leEters-in  their  nuss^saidli,  tmd  are  those. 
letters  .  included  in  the  EetuW  of 
"tbr^tening  letters"  issued  to  F^rlia-' 
ment?  ..    ..   ■'  ■ 

'Ms.  A.J.  B.\LPOUft:  TheCoilaliabu- 
liUy  htlthorUies  l-eport  that  the  fact«  are' 
substantially  as  stated  in'  the  first  foui' 
paragraphs  of  the  question.  The  police 
aid  not  compare  the  letters  with  other 
..  ttucaateping  letters  in  their  possession. 
Thff_  ^tler&  will  "Ije  Included  ya  t^a 
BeturDB  of  outraged  to  be  presented  to 
Fttrliam'ent. 

■'AtLtOED  MiLICIcrUS    BDHlflNO. 

II<rR.'"tvi!ls'E 'asked  the' Ohief  Secre" 
taty  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  it  was  a  fact  that  the  claim  of  the 
Land  Corporation  for  the  alleged 
malicious  bucaiag  of  a  house.^on  the 
Poosonby  estate  was  fixed  at  £lOO  by 
tl^ePtMontmcat  Sessions  of  Midleton  ; 
oonld  he  state  how  many  of  the  magis- 
trates were  local  Justices ;  did  the  Orand 
Jiuy  of  the  county  of  Cork,  upon  the 
same  evidence,  iuurease  this  award  to 
£175  for-  the  Land  Corporation;  .liow 
OUuiy  members  of  the  Grand  Jury  are 
members  of  the  Land  Corporation  ;  did 
tbe  Grand  Jury  award  a  poliuemau,  who 


mu  living  in  the  house  at  the  time  it 
waa  bnraed,  a  sum  of  £22  lOs.  without 
any  proof  that  he  bad  lost  thia  sum  ini 
the  fire-;  tSaA  could  heinfotm  the  House' 
Wby  the  Grand  Jury  increased  theaward, 
and   what   proof    there ,  was    that    the- 

Ealtcefnan     had     this     mouey     in    tbe' 
ouae? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  secreH^'- 
tary  of  the  Grand' Jury  inlbrma  roe  that 
the  reply  to  the  Inquiry  in  the  first 
paragraph  is  in  the  afSrmative,  hut  that 
the  claim  of  the  Land  Oommission  was 
£325.  Sarea  of  the  magistrates  ima. 
]looal  Justices.  The  Grand  Jury  did  id-* 
t^rease  the  award  to  £175.  The  secre-< 
tary  baa  no  precise  information  as  tot 
the  subject  of  the  fourth  paragraph,' 
but  ao  f ar  as  he  is  aware,  there  are- 
only  some  two  or  three  such  memberSr^ 
and  they  did  not  vote  on  tlie  matter.* 
The  Grand  Jury  did  not  make  '  the> 
awstrd  jjto,  th4  .  policeman  witlvmt  an^l 
proof,  as  .to;  his  ^loBB. I  They  had  before' 
them  his  swoni  testimony.  .The  Grand' 
Jurjt- ini  fixing  the  award;  a*i,&i'7A  e«i-w 
ilaatly  sonAUered  tUat  the  icironmstantiee) 
jQlrtifiedit.    :        ,       .    .    .    ,  .i    t  ■ 

j  THE  SPECIAL  CoiuMISSiON.         .   ., 

I    Ms.  SEXTOS  ,ap^e4  the  ObiefSesreM 
\%XyM^  tlje  JUo^d  L1^t»n<pt  of.'lrel«fld 
Wjhet|1|eri  Mr  iJojioeuH-MH  Mfi  &ocme,t 
^.M.,.and  I)istriQt  Inspectpiii^scbaooif.) 
tajsqa  eoBagsd  in  Dublin  C^stlh  during  ■ 
August  :and  SepMmber:l^t,tiD  takiogi 
ihe  evidence  of  police  witnesses  fatrtinBk 
71>PM  ;.wbether;9eH40onstahk  .Huasey, 
of  Belfast,   was  engaged  in   making  a; 
note  of,  the  evidence  so  taken;  whether t 
diatnqt  J.  ijxspep^r^ .  head,.POiiBtablefl,t 
serge&nts,  and  eoBBtables,?*eTe  ordered) 
by  the  Inspector  General  to  report  them- 
selves at  his  office  for  the  purpose  of  the . 
Piowednig*  fiopdufited  by.  Jtfr.,.  J(Oy«e,.t 
B.M.,  Hr.  Home,  K.u.,  and  District-: 
Inspector  Oonoannon ;  whether  the  In-i.> 
spector  General  issued  communicatioaa-i 
to  certain  officers  of  the  Conatabulaqjttj^ 
Foroe  ,to  order  the  men: oft  the  'Fofc»r 
under  their  command  to  be  on  the  alert,  , 
in    order    to  get  up  evidence  for    the  , 
Titnu;       whether      ,Hsad.     Oonstablpsn  - 
Bedington,  pf.0aBtlsi*j^4  aid  .i^re^tpn, 
of  Woetport,  ware  engaged  for  a  long  t 
time  in  the  counties  of  Clare,  Boscom-  r 
mon,   Kerry,  and  Limerick,  in  looking., 
for  witnesses  and  arrauging  evidence  on  } 
behalf  .of  the  .Ti^i;  whether  the,,Inr^ 
spWtor  General  came  to  Loudon,,  ,aiia. 


-  m"  -  ^ ^  ^^^  g-  r  I     |M,  ni~  1 1^  •WTfi      ^  «i  i^^txSmm^    ^m^  M^^^^^^  1  fll  ^ 


iL-' 


^*  fciai-r-.--:      ^«.    bt:   3».  _Zd    •ilLTZSrriS    ^S^^ERAI.  tor 

itr*-i-..  v.!*  riiiTTf  K  11L7   ^  x..*i  .^VI    Ifc  ITaTrtrK.  TTiJigtailf  of 

^b^  iiiiUKit  «-    'r.--"p-i      iciL  v-iiE    -v-^  Z'i.:iiiL      Kj  bzbbcuil  xih  Smcb  called. 

M  "ii*^  ^oiT  vi   ii«t   .:].»i:ir7    !•:   "mi^  -s^  x!   ins   luisf   i^  atf-  jfaeflboa  off  tlie 

'.  TZ    ITitT  ~  nzasL^n-  iHcsfSbnux^  ait  nficsaL  {[if  tiw  jnpoc» 


Fiitr:^!^!.  ^   L*  rr^ir^ir:  zl  ~ir»-  irac  ii::a||.    ant  ao.  c.-i«(  ^u  indxEaBflsaoa  as  to  the 


,.H«C:ai.  *.=agc  :»:    rnan^  ul  wi^  a*  za^rf  d«Ile.» 


^i^Mtt  -WT^.  11*^^  ti-.i^oai  -1  ^^in^  ^    y :  "^v^    'rTiinr^    n!  -r«a.iK-    is   oae    eeae  to* 

?SK.tnA^i-  -TL.*  ;^-*=:-ri  UjIIj:  :•:*:*:  "Ji*  JrraiiiaifcfT  sui  3.  csiniaer  to  Deaij,  I 

=JK.:«  .5 1^-7  L^-^  :r.i.-n  l::*^*^  --  i^^t  3i:c    lojj    *«e&.iafr   rr    e:fcf    a    wutahle 

MK.  ^xD^.^z^i      '.-:   :JL^   '.*  z-tsjLSJZs  II  T-Biirib.    :a=    titrajiw-    whtm   die    aider 

irr-.^iifi  *T->ji,>i.  t-  tl^  liK  =j:-z.hi:  :-»  z:i.Lz.r=L£  zz*  -^50.2*  vas  obcaaed,  there 

paj.i.^   i.«  Hi:  ▼*.*   i-Td-iLi-rL  -riiLc  "ri'i-i  -.c  iA"»* 'r*HL  fs&ient  time  to 

tL67    »^rrr  ¥t.-  i'l-T  ::   i:     tZ.l  :-L*  :f iIt  -ITt      :!-*      »*3r     Sl-Sii     as      P!»w^l•^^llfln^ 

^esia^^  ▼  1  -.  il :  ▼*»!  i.:i.r-T-li  • :  ":•=■  -T::o=*i  "»l-rr*    :!■=■    Ajislz>»    are  held    f<»    the- 

iCrT  fcCc-.:  '-5  r>  it:  i:-.  ▼:rLi    f  «:•  k  ::.-:.tt   -f  J*r^  tT  igL  bsfose  they  ani 

01.  tie  -j^^L-ir*.  I-*  Pjl;.  ::  Tinzi-*^  --li  *:  Ij:- f  :r.;*«TT.  asahaeqneiit  town 

was  Ii.  ^-,r>=.  ii:  ii* -:▼   le^-    -r.kTri.  :i.:--r&k=i^  iir:-:i:i.     Mr.  M-lAaghlin, 

doTL-   ti.i.   *.,  fir  &•  I  a~  i.x:L4l-:r«:  -^  ?.-  lit  IrAirr  cf  ihe  arcait^  proee- 

▼iti  tie   ft:--.*.  L-,  *;.=ip:i:iT  Trii^=T*r  :-:^i    :r    :»:ii    cases.     Mr.  B^  was 

ub^  r-:  :■:.:  i^:  :i.*  ^i *-•.*.  A4*>::«.^£d  will  hizi  in  Fermanagh,  and 

M*  MACNJLILL.I-r:,;i^ii::.i*i.rJi:  Mr.  Biiiirisn^r:.  aC  and   Mr.  Hazte^ 

the  '^-i«?*:;oi  -^fcrrii  iL*:  isord  '-o—^z-Zj"  i-  L^eirr. 

in*V;a/i  of  co-^Ltry.     1    irai.:  v>  kiT.T  Ms.    W.    EEDMOXD   ^Fermanagh, 

wL^t  the  ry^ftt  i*  ^>  tie  country.  y.    asked  if  the  attention   of  the  Go- 

Mn,   A.    J.  BALFOL'K  :    I    cannot  Ternment  had  been  called  to  the  eon- 

a&Awer  that  f^-dhhllou,  nection  between   this  matter  and    the 

'  fact  that,  when  it  became  known  that 

JKKLAND- PROSED  t:TIO>-    OF  ^^    ^^^^^   ^„    to    bTchallgS    25 

xi     w^^!'i^';w^^^^H^^';  ,.  .  Orangemen    of   the    district    called    a. 

Mit.MA».>hlLL  asked  the  Solicitor  meeting,   in    which    some  Magiatiatea- 

Oenoral  Ujr  InJand  wh*.ther  his  atten-  took  part,  and  at  which  they  pointedly 

tiofj    had   bften  directed  to  the  circum-  referred  to  these  trials  taking  place  in 

stanc^jh  aUonding  the  trial  of  Constable  Fermanagh,  and  reminded   the  people^ 

M'Anijany,   who    wan  inditted    at    the  jq  xnost  significant  terms  that  it  waa  their 

Horry  AhhImh  tor  prosenting  a  revolver  j  businesspracticallyto  convict  the  Donegal 

at  onu  l'at,fi(;k  OMionnellat  Ardrnore,  in  people? 

th.,  (',.,m,iy  of  U.,u„f;u.l ;  did  the  Special  ^^   MADDEN :    No,   Sir  ;    I   hare 

Jury,  iir;<l<)r  tho  C/ririiinal  Law  and  Pro-    ^^^  »i.„  .i:„i.»„.t  _^.„ *„  .„_i»___  « 

.wlun,  (In,l.».d;  Act,  which  acquitted  °^yj^j^^'8^*^'*  reason  to  suppose  any 

lh«»  priHorior,  ooriHiHt  oritiroly  of  I'rotes-  «       ^' 


lantH ;  why  was  a  constable  for  an  offence 

allo^od  to  hi)  riiinmittodin  Donegal  tried 

ill    I)<iiryf    whiio   poiisauts   for  offences 

coiniiiitlnd  in  tho  saiiio  county  were  tried 

in   Funiianngh  ;    did  tho  same  counsel        Mr.  MADDEN  said  no  doubt  these^ 

proNo<Mitn  ill  tho  (/ouiity  uf  l<'ormanagh    transactions   were  connected  with   the 


Mr.  MAC  NEILL  repeated  the  laet 
sentence  in  his  question,  and  asked  if 
all  these  matters  did  not  arise  out  of  the 
same  transaction  ? 


iHmNaiitM  for  roHiNllng  evictions,  and  in 
i)tirry  a  policetnun  fur  iiti  alh«gud  assault 
ariNJiig  out  of  tlitmo  evictions;  were 
tho  juiioN  which  tried  tho  peasants  in 
rttriuuiingh  coinpOHod  exclusively  of 
ProtimluMlH;  and,  can  ho  state  why  the 


same  case.  He  had  answered  the  laet 
question.  He  could  g^ve  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  ground  of  the  challengeB|. 
except  that  they  were  in  accordance 
with  the  printed  rule  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  W.   REDMOND  asked   if  the 


(Jrowti  nxorciNt'd  tho  right  of  challenge    right  hon.  Gentleman   the    Ohief   Seo- 
in  l<\«riiiiuiiigh  and  not  in  Perry  ?  retary  would  make  inquiries  ? 

J//    MiuNiiU 


^^^^^^"^  -^^^^^^^KiK-ft  UHtti              r.;,„^™»,w.        in-)./         V 

^^^r                            - 

j  i^fTBm   nnw  amissing,  and   which  would                ^ 

''■--■   hri  to  B  remit  to  an  accountant.                " 

■rliTheldthisavidencetobeirrele- 

1,  BS  I  have  already  informed 

.  i^i-ntleman,  the  slieat  containing 

i.t  out— was  not  abstracted  by 

■  ri!F,  and  has  gono  amissing.     In 

< '  urustaanes  the  question  of  law 

u  iho  third  paragraph  does  not 
\ii  appeal  wns  taken  against  the 
^  iIi'Msiou  to  the  Court  of  Seaalon, 

■1-  abandoned.      In  that  appeal 

<     redress  could  have  been  ob- 
■  k'linst  any  error  on  the  part  of 

r  111'  in  the  proceedings  which  are 

!.vt  of  the  question.     The  Court 

.    .      J  HI,  and  not  the  Lord  Advocate, 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Myr    >ri 

i>  iLo  proper  authority  to  correct  any               M 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^P  Ihf) 

Jrrf'gularitieB  which  may  have  caused  a               ■ 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^■Bi  th» 

grinvanoo    to    those    legitimately    con-                V 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^■■htiiiff 

cnraad.     I  tberefore  answer  the  last  two                 ' 

quoriiia  in  the  negative. 

TELEaBAPHISTS. 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^KToQi 

Mji.LAW80N(St.Panc.as,W.VIbeg 

^^^^^^^^^^K  ih» 

io  u*k  tho  Pontmaster  General  what  is  the 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Bm.  cm 

untuol  (charge  in  respent  to  the  first-class 

^^^^^^^^^^^■bxl  Ed 

telegriii.iu»t«  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
OIBhh  for  the  expiring  financial  year; 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^vtf  as 

wiiHtlier  the  estimate  was  calculated  to 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^  tbA 

ini-liido  provision  from  April  last  for  384 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^pR     'HIV 

■     1  L. ,  what  was  the  number  of  the 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^H     1 

■it  January,  how  many  racan- 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^K    r 

■  iir«,  and  how  long  they  have 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Bjfj 

■  i  opoQ;  whether  he  received  a 

^^^^^^^^Hl  ^^'i 

["'Iiiou  in  Dooember  from  the  second 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^H  tiii- 

iloM  tologrtpldsts  for  their  promotion  ; 
and  wbotnar  tbore  i«  anything  to  pre- 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^  lu 

vimt  him  complying  with   the  requeat 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^1^.  01- 

QiutsiiuMl  in  the  memorial  ? 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^nr  Arj. 

'Mi..  RAIKE8:  In  reply  to  the  hoti. 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^0  V"r 

M<'i:!l»>r,  I  h«Vo  to  state  that  the  actual 

'    r;:  '  inTOSpect  of  flrst-claistelegrapb- 

:(ii'  C«ntral  Tolegrnph  Office  for 

■'■nt  financial  year  cannot  yet  bo 
•>*.iit«!.  but  It  will  be  loss  than 

T'  :  .  difBuult,  in  the  form 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^                                                                                     tho                  1 

^^^^^^^^^^^^^K                                                     .'irormationoatJlthe                  1 

^^^^^^^^^^^^                                                  1.    he  raff.     SinoB  the                M 

^^^^^^F  ^^^^v^^^^^^^^HL 

^              ^^^^^^^^^^^^^k^l 
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I  COMMONS) 


tho  company  the  importance  of  the 
erection  of  a  bridge  independently  of 
any  contribution  from  the  locality. 

CONVEYANCE  OF  LETTERS. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
if  he  could  now  state  the  results  of  the 
inquiry  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  conveyance  by  railway  companies 
of  letters  that  have  not  passed  through 
the  post? 

*Mr.  RATKES:  The  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  has  been 
under  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government.  It  is  attended  by  legal 
questions  which  involve  considerable 
difRculties,  but  I  am  not  without  hopes 
of  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  settlement. 

CUSTOMS'  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  was  proposed  to 
confirm  the  experimental  alterations  of 
the  hours  of  labour  of  Customs'  officers 
on  landing  and  shipping  duty  in  the 
ports  of  Liverpool,  Hull,  and  Grimsby, 
and  to  extend  them  to  London  and  other 
ports  of  the  Kingdom ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  officers  receive  any  compen- 
sation for  such  an  unfavourable  altera- 
tion of  the  conditions  under  which  they 
entered  the  Customs'  Service ;  whether 
officers  of  Customs  employed '  'Upon 
warehousing  duty  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
in  the  Port  of  Newcastle,  have  recently 
been  called  upon  to  attend  on  landing 
duty  from  6  a.m.  to  8  a.m;  without 
additional  remuneration,  befott.'<ioiog 
their  ordinary  day's  work  ;  andf^Rftfttli/^f 
the  Customs'  authorities,  iiii^pjiyrilliag' 
fluch  additional  attendance,  haire  fueled 
in  accordance  with  the  assurance  of  the 
Government  that,  in  any  alterations 
which  might  be  made  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  trade,  landing  officers 
would  not  be  compelled  to  work  more 
than  eigiht'  bours  per  day  on  the 
average  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  question  of  the 
confirmation  of  tho  extended  landing 
and  shipping  hours  which  have  been  in 
experimental  operation  at  the  ports  of 
Liverpool,  Hull,  Grimsby,  and  Goole  for 
eome  months,  and  for  the  extension  of 
these  hours  to  London  and  other  ports 
of  the  Kingdom,  is  now  under  the  con- 
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under  the  scheme  proposed  will  not  in- 
volve an  additibn  to  the '  averagfr- nnm* 
her  of  hours  of  daily  attendance  on  the 
part  of  officers  of  Customs  employed  on 
landing  and  shipping  stations,  and  no 
question  of  compensation  arises.  The 
new  system,  to  which  the  Afltooraiioe 
mentioned  in  the  ^ast  jA^aj^aj^  of Itiie 
right  hon.  Membe/s  qu^iofn-teferred^ 
has  not  been  introduced  at  Newoaitle  '■\ 
but  officers  of  Customs  ordinarily  em* 

Eloyed  on  warehouse  -duty  at  that  port 
ave  for  many  years  Ibeen  requtrod>  in 
times  of  pressure,  oooasionally  to  attend 
during  tne  summer  months  on  early 
landing-  duty  without  additional  re* 
muneration. :  « 


a . 


LETTERS  TO  AUSTRALIA. 
Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  'the  Postmaster  Gteeral 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  letters  for 
British  sailors  at  Sydney  and  other 
ports  on  the  Australian  station  are  now 
forwarded  by  the  long  sea  route  for  Id. 
each  letter;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  no  notice  of  this  has  been  issued  to 
the-  public,  though  it  affects  a  large 
number  of  poor,  people  ? 
^Mr.  EAIKEB  :  The  fact  is  as  stated 
by  tbe  hon.  Member,  and  I'  may  add 
that,  under  certain  regulations,  not  onl;^ 
letters 'for  Jseamen  in  '  Her  Mdljeaty'il 
Serviee  in  AufstraliaA  points  are  forwarded 
for  the-  privileged  rate  el  ^e  penxfy^ 
but  aW  by  any  all-sea  -routed  lo  atty 
British  'Colonrf  dr  forei^  <  <K>untfe7,  as 
may  beeeen  on'refereafte  to  the  "Post 
Office  Guide.'\-  iTbe  loivileefei- tkns 
^oyed  by  aef^m^tu  Jn  Hei^  HAj^eaty'ii 
Seiche  IB  oi^.ot^Gfig  ^tandintg,  and, 
bwg-finMLfy  lAdoym;  ther^^aa  no 
nj^cesefty  for  ^sping  a  sd^bfal  Postal 
K^ice>  as  regarSiB' i^iktiiir  forwarded  to 
Australia  by  the  all-sea  toute/ 

NEW  LIGHTHOUJSI®/ 

Mr.  LYELL  j^Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  an3rthing  had  been  done 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Northern  Lights  Commission  in  the 
Beport  of  their  Engineers,  Messrs.  D. 
and  T.  Stevenson,  in  October;  1883,  that 
11  new  lighthouses  should- Ira  erected  on 
the  coasts  of  Orkney  and  Shetland  ? 
*SiR  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  Engineers'  Heport  referred  to  in- 
volved an  expenditure  of  £192,000,  and 


«ideration  of  the  Treasury.  Those  hours    £6,600  for  annual  maintenance.     The 


Sir  31,  Sicks  Bedeh 
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l^orthem  Lights  Commissioners  for- 
warded it  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in  1884, 
with  approval,  but  without  any  statutory 
recommendation,  doubtless  feeling  that 
it  was  too  expensive  to  be  carried  out  in 
its  entirety.  But  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant parts  of  it — the  establishment 
of  a  light  on  Malcolm's  Head,  Fair 
Island,  is  included  in  the  Estimates 
for  new  work  in  the  coming  financial 
year. 

WEIR  V.  WEIR. 

Me.    CALDWELL  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate   whether,  in  the  case  of  Weir 
against    Weir,    in    the  Sheriff    Court 
of  Caithness,   the     Sheriff     Substitute 
decided  in  favour    of  the   defender    in 
respect  of    facts    brought  out    in    the 
portion  of  the  written  evidence   in   the 
case  which  is  amissing ;  whether  Sheriff 
Depute   Thorns,    when    the    case  was 
before  him  on  appeal,  reversed  the  de- 
cision of  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  decided 
in  favour  of  the   pursuer,  and  out   out 
and   abstracted  from   the    process   the 
evidence,  or  portion  of  the  evidence,   on 
which  the    Sheriff  Substitute  relied  in 
support    of  his  decision    in    the  case ; 
whether,  in  Scotland,  the  Judge  of  an 
inferior  Court,  in  a  case  subject  to  the 
review   of   a  superior  Court,   has  any 
right  whatever  to  cut  out  and  abstract 
from  the  process,  or  to  cancel  beyond 
recognition,  any  portion  of  the  written 
evidence  taken  in    the    cause  by    the 
Judge     of    the     first     instance,     and 
upon     which     the     decision     of     the 
Judge    of    the    first    instance  rested; 
whether  he  will  cause  Sheriff  Thoms  to 
restore  to  the  process  the   evidence,  or 
at  least  an  authentic  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence, cut  out  and  abstracted  by  him, 
and    which   he  (Sheriff  Thoms)  states 
"  was  not  destroyed  but  is  amissing ;  " 
and,  whether  he  will  institute  an  inde- 
pendent investigation  with  the  view  of 
ascertaining  the    true   facts  as  to  the 
number  of  pages  of  evidence  so  out  out 
and  abstracted,  as  to  whether  the  same 
were  or  were  not  torn  up  by  Sheriff 
Thoms,  and  as  to  what  he  did  with,  or 
what  became  of,  the  pafi^es  of  evidence  so 
cut  out  and  abstracted  f 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
HoBBBTsoK,  Buteshire):  I  have  ooobi- 
municated  with  the  Sheriff,  and  am 
informed  that  the  Sheriff  Substitute 
pronounced  findings  which  were,  '  in 
part,  bJEised  bn  the  portion  of  the  evi- 


dence now  amissing,  and  which  would 
have  led  to  a  remit  to  an  accountant. 
The  Sheriff  held  this  evidence  to  be  irrele- 
vant, and,  as  I  have  already  informed 
thehon.  Q-entleman,  the  sheet  containing 
it  was  cut  out — was  not  abstracted  by 
the  Sheriff,  and  has  gone  amissing.  In 
these  circumstances  the  question  of  law 
raised  in  the  third  paragraph  does  not 
arise.  An  appeal  was  taken  against  the 
Sheriffs  decision  to  the  Court  of  Session, 
but  was  abandoned.  Li  that  appeal 
complete  redress  could  have  been  ob- 
tained against  any  error  on  the  part  of 
the  Sheriff  in  the  proceedings  which  are 
the  subject  of  the  question.  The  Court 
of  Session,  and  not  the  Lord  Advocate, 
is  the  proper  authority  to  correct  any 
irregularities  which  may  have  caused  a 
grievance  to  those  legitimately  con- 
cerned. I  therefore  answer  the  last  two 
queries  in  the  negative. 

TELEaRAPHISTS. 

Mr. LAWSON(St. Pancras, W.):  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  what  is  the 
actual  charge  in  respect  to  the  first-class 
telegraphists  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  for  the  expiring  financial  year; 
whether  the  estimate  was  calculated  to 
include  provision  from  April  last  for  384 
first-class  telegraphists,  and  what  is  the 
difference ;  what  was  the  number  of  the 
class  on  3 1  st  January,  how  many  vacan- 
cies there  are,  and  how  long  they  have 
remained  open ;  whether  he  received  a 
petition  in  December  from  the  second 
class  telegraphists  for  their  promotion  ; 
and  whether  there  is  anything  to  pre- 
vent him  complying  with  the  request 
contained  in  the  memorial  ? 
*Mr.  EAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the  actual 
charge  iuTespect  of  first-class  telegraph- 
ists at  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  for 
the  current  financial  vear  cannot  yet  be 
precisely  stated,  but  it  will  be  less  than 
the  estimate.  It  is  difficult,  in  the  form 
of  an  answer  to  a  question,  to  g^ve  the 
hon.  Member  full  information  on  all  the 
points  to  which  he  refers.  Since  the 
Estimates  of  the  expiring  financial  year 
were  framed  an  addition  has  been  made 
to  the  establishment  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office,  and  the  authorized  num- 
ber of  the  first  class  at  the  present  time 
is  365.  In  this  class  of  365  persons 
there  were  on  the  31st  of  January  last 
58  vacancies.  To  34  of  these  I  have 
made'  promotions  within   the  last  few 


days  :  and  thix,  practically,  ia  an  answer 
to  the  petition  of  December. 

POSTAGE  TO  NEW  ZEALAND. 
Mb.  HENNIE^E  HE  ATOX  asked  the 
Postmaeter  Qeneral  whether  it  ia  a  fact 
that  tho  rate  of  poatago  for  letters  to 
New  Zealand  by  sea,  per  Orient  Oom- 
pany.  is  4d.  per  half  ounce ;  and  also  by 
sea,  but  per  tho  New  Zealand  Oompany's 
steamerB,  ia  f^d.  per  ounoa  ;  whether  it 
is  a  fuct  that  the  letters  aro  put  on  board 
each  linu  of  steamers  at  the  same  port 
(Plymouth),  and  that  the  letters  bearing 
tho  4d.  rate  often  arrive  in  quicker  time 
than  those  letteta  bearing  the  6d.  post- 
age rate ;  and  whether  ho  will  talce  steps 
to  remedy  this  state  of  things  7 
•Mr.  HA1KE8:  The  fourpanny  rate 
recently  adopted  for  letters  sent  to 
Australia  and  Now  Zealand  by  the  long 
sea  route  applies  only  to  such  letterH  as 
are  forwarded  by  the  steamers  of  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company  and  of  the  Orient  Com- 
pany. Without  the  concurrence  of 
the  New  Zoaland  government,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  be  in  a 
position  to  extend  the  fourpenny  rate 
to  letters  forwarded  by  the  New  Zea- 
landCompany'sstoamera  from  Ply  mout  h , 
and  I  havo  been  officially  informed  that 
the  Colonial  Govemment  is  unable  to 
agree  to  the  reduction  of  postage  without 
the  authority  of  the  Colonial  Parlia- 
ment. Mails  by  both  the  Orient  and 
New  Zealand  Company's  steamers  are 
embarked  at  Plymouth.  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  fourpanny 
letters  going  vid  Adelaide  often  reach 
New  Zealand  before  the  sizpeimy 
letters  going  direct,  but  I^  have  no 
positive  information  on  the  point. 

MR.  P.  J.  CONLAN. 

Me.  W.  A.  MAODONAIiD  (Quean's 
County,  OsBory)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  liis  attention  had  been  called  tc 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  F.  J.  Conlan, 
proprietor  of  tho  Carlow  Nationalist,  for 
publishing  the  proceedings  ot  an  un- 
suppressed  branch  of  tho  Iriah  National 
League ;  by  virtue  of  what  statuto  ha» 
the  punishment  been  inflicted;  and, 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  evideucu 
against  the  accused  ? 

Mh.  A.  J.  BALFOUll :  I  have  not 
been  able  to  obtain  the  information,  and 
Mr.  Haih* 


must  ask  the  hon.  G«ntlemui  to  pot  the 
question  down  for  to-morrow. 

THB  ZAMBESI. 
Me.  BtTOHANAN  (Edinburgh.  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  was  a  fact 
that  Senor  Castilloes  had  been  sent  by 
the  Portuguese  Qovernment  to  the 
Zambesi,  and  is  chained  by  them  to 
make  a  survey  for  a  railway  past  the 
cataracts  of  the  Sfairg;  vheUier  the 
territory  through  which  such  a  railway 
(vould  pass  was  beyond  the  Buo  Biver, 
and  is  in  the  exclusive  occupation  of 
British  settlements ;  whether  the  Bao 
had  been  previously  recognized  in  com- 
munications between  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment  and  Portugal  oa  the  extrenM 
boundary  of  Portuguese  territory  in  the 
direction  of  the  interior;  and,  whether 
the  Government  would  decline  to  recog- 
nize any  claim  to  territorial  sovereignty 
on  the  part  of  Portu{fal  in  the  district 
between  Ibe  Buo  and  Lake  Nyaaaa  F 
*TnE  UNDER  8ECHETABY  of 
STATE  Foa  FOREIGN  AFFAIES 
(Sir  J  AUKS  Fesucbsoit,  Manohester, 
N.E.):  We  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  a  survey  is  to  be  made 
for  a  line  of  railway  past  the  8hir4 
Cataracts,  but  if  this  was  so  it  wonld  be 
below  the  confluence  of  the  Buo  and 
Shire.  The  oonfluenoe  of  these  rirers 
was  fixed'as  the  boundary  of  Fortnpieu 
territory  in  the  Agreement  of  1864  be- 
tween  this  country  and  Portugal ;  bat 
that  Agreement  was  not  ratified,  and, 
therefore,  is  not  in  force.  PortnmlluB 
hitherto  exercised  no  funotiona  of  mts- 
raignty  or  protectorate  in  the  region 
mentioned. 

ROYAL  UARINB  ABTILLEBT. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Km 
liord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  i*  a 
fact  that,  notwithstanding  the  annonno^ 
ment  in  Regimental  Orders,  by  autho- 
rity of  the  Admiralty,  that  Bubaltems  of 
the  Royal  Marine  Artillery  are  eligible 
for  appointment  to  the  Indian  Staff 
Corps  and  Army  Service  Oorm,  the 
Admiralty  refuses  to  entertain  any 
application  from  Marine  Artillery  nib- 
alterns  for  employment  in  the  oorpa 
j  named ;  on  what  grounds  are  tluwe 
ofGcers  debarred  from  the  prlTlleges 
I  expreaaly  declared  to  be  open  to  them  \ 
'  and  will  the  Admiralty,  if  the  pre- 
sent   praotioe   in  to    be     adhered    b^ 
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notify  publicly,  for  the  information  of 
candidates  and  their  parents  and 
guardians,  that  subalterns  of  the  Hoyal 
Marine  Artillery  are  not  allowed  any 
opening  outside  the  limits  of  their  own 
<jorps? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  There  is  a 
regulation  which  states  that  **a  certain 
proportion  of  officers  of  the  Royal 
Marines  are  permitted  to  take  service  in 
the  Indian  Staff  Corps  and  in  the  Com- 
missariat and  Transport  Staff,"  and  this 
has  been  allowed.  But  it  was  decided 
two  years  ago  that,  on  account  of  the 
paucity  of  numbers  and  also  of  their 
costly  education,  it  was  desirable  in  the 
public  interest  that  officers  of  the  Hoyal 
Marine  Artillery  should  be  reserved  for 
the  special  duties  for  which  they  had 
l)een  trained.  This  decision  is  perfectly 
well  known  by  the  corps,  and  it  is  not 
proposed  to  take  any  further  steps  as  to 
its  publication. 

RAILWAY  MAXIMUM  CHAKGES. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if,  having  regard 
to  the  great  difficulty  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  Agriculture,  and  other 
public  bodies,  have  in  ascertaining  the 
statutory  maximum  cl^arges  of  railway 
companies  under  a  variety  of  Acts  ob- 
tained over  a  long  series  of  years,  he 
can  either  cause  a  table  of  such  charges 
to  be  prepared,  or  prevail  upon  the 
railway  companies  to  issue  one,  in  a 
form  facilitating  comparison  by  those 
interested  with  the  proposed  maximum 
rates  under  the  Kailway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act. 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  companies  have  transmitted  state- 
ments made  out  in  a  tabular  form  as  far 
as  possible,  showing  the  existing  statu- 
tory maximum  rates.  These  statements 
were  not  in  the  first  instance  supplied  to 
the  public,  but  I  caused  representations 
to  be  made  to  the  companies,  and  they 
have  undertaken  to  supply  them. 

THE  QUEEN'S  COLLEGE,  BELFAST. 
Mr.  SUMMEBSCHuddersfield)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  filling 
the  vacancy  in  the  Presidency  of  Queen's 
College,  Belfast,  he  will  have  regard  to 
the  scholastic  and  literary  attainments 
of  the  candidates  rather  than  to  their 
religious  or  theological  opinions  ? 

VOL.  COOXXXIV.  [third  sxribs.] 


Mfe.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will,  in 
making  the  submission  of  a  name,  give 
due  weight  to  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  trust 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  take  into 
consideration  the  claims  of  distinguished 
men  who  have  been  educated  in  the 
University. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  can  add 
nothing  to  the  answer  I  have  already 
g^ven. 

HORSE  ARTILLERY. 

General  FRA8ER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
in  view  of  his  statement  on  the  reduction 
of  the  Horse  Artillery  in  18h7,  that  no 
batteries  of  the  Second  Army  Corps 
would  be  drawn  upon  for  the  First  Army 
Corps,  whether  the  attenuated  service 
batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  at  Home, 
including  the  First  Army  Corps  batteries, 
had  lately  been  called  upon  to  furnish 
men  for  the  Indian  Horse  Artillery 
drafts  despatched  in  February ;  if  so,  in 
what  numbers;  and,  if  so,  in  what 
manner  and  from  what  source  the 
vacancies  thus  caused  in  the  First  Army 
Corps  batteries  had  been  filled  up  ? 

♦Mr.  STANHOPE :  Yes,  Sir.  It  has 
been  found  necessary  to  draw  upon  the 
service  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery  at 
home  to  furnish  drafts  for  India  in  con- 
sequence of  abnormal  demands  for  men 
to  conm^lete  batteries  in  India.  By  an 
unfortunate  coincidence  of  time  we  are 
losing  at  once  men  engaged  for  periods 
of  eight  and  of  seven  years.  The  vacan- 
cies thus  caused  are  in  course  of  being 
filled  up  by  recruits,  by  gunners  from 
the  Gi^rrison  Artillery  denots,  and  by 
drivers  from  the  Field  Artillery  depots. 
The  batteries  will  be  completed  very 
shortly. 

LOANS  TO  CROFTERS. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  was  aware 
that  several  crofters  in  Caithness  applied 
for  loans  to  the  Fishery  Board,  and 
received  in  reply  a  letter,  stating  ''  that 
certain  difficultieB  have  arisen  in  connec- 
tion with  granting  of  a  number  of  loans 
applied  for  which  require  great  considera- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Board,  but  as 
soon  as  their  decision  has  been  given  it 
will  be  communicated  to  you  in  due 
course."    Gould  he  state  what  was  the 
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difficulty  which  preTsnts  the  loans  being 
granted  ;  and,  whether  that  difficulty 
would  be  removed  iu  time  to  get  boats 
before  the  fishing  season  begins? 
*Me.  J.  P.  B.  E0BERT80N;  The 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  Fishery 
Board  prooeedingtodispoee  of  the  appli- 
cations was  the  question  about  the  pro- 
portion of  value  to  be  advanced  on 
certain  boats,  and  that  question  hae  now 
been  disposed  of  ae  esplainod  on  Monday 
the  18th  in  my  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Members  for  Boss  and  Suther- 
land. 

Dk.  CLARK:  Only  last  year  th« 
Treasury  agreed,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  represents  the  Treasury  stated 
that  the  QoTemment  wore  going  to 
advance  the  money,  and  I  want  to  know 
why  a  delay  has  arisen. 
*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  EOBEKTSON:  The 
maximum  terms  agreed  upon  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  were  nine-tenths, 
but  certain  modificatious  of  the  rules 
were  suggested  by  the  Fishery  Board 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  going  to 
modify  them. 

De.  CLARK :  When  the  Fisherj;  Vote 
oomes  on,  I  will  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Fishery  Board. 

lEELAND-KEGISTRATION  OF  TITLES 
BILL. 

Ma.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shirs,  E.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether  he  proposos 
to  introduce  his  Bill  for  the  Begistration 
of  Titles  in  Ireland  before  the  Easter 
SecesB? 

Mh.  MADDEN:  No,  Sir;  but  I 
should  be  glad  to  confer  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  if  be  has  any  suggestion  to 
make. 

MARLBOHODGH  HOUSE. 
Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  what  was  the  actual  date  of  the 
alleged  agreement  between  the  Treasury 
and  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales  with  reference  to  the  mainte- 
nance andrepairof  MarlboroughHouse; 
was  the  agreement  in  writing ;  had  it 
ever  been  submitted  to  the  House  of 
Commons  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  occasion  ; 
and,  would  he  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  agreement? 
Dr.  Clark 
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•Mb.  PLUNKBT:  Thewt  wu  no 
"(^reement"  between  the  Treasoir 
and  his  Royal  Highneos  the  Prince  (^ 
Walesasto  themamtenanoe  and  repaii» 
of  Marlborough  House,  nor  has  any 
one,  so  far  as  I  know,  alleged  the  exist- 
ence of  any  such  agreement.  I  stated 
the  other  night  that  in  1878  Her 
Majesty's  Government  decided  that  ia 
consideration  of  the  large  expenditure 
already  incurred  by  His  Royal  High- 
ness in  improving  the  house,  it  ahould 
thenceforward  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  Clarence  House,  and  that 
accordingly  the  cost  of  ordinary  mainte- 
nance and  repairs,  external  and  interDal, 
should  be  annually  provided  in  the 
Estimates,  the  oost  of  fittings  and  f  ami- 
ture  being  borne  by  His  Boyal  High- 
ness. That  deduon  of  the  Treaanty 
VM  embodied  In  a  Hinnte  dated  toe 
30Ch  August,  1878,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  likes  to  move  for  it,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  lay  it  on  the  Table. 
The  result  of  that  Minute  was  submitted 
to  Parliament  in  the  form  of  a  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  of  the  year  1879-80,  and 
attention  having  been  called  to  the  item, 
it  appeared  to  receive  the  nnanimons 
approval  of  the  Committes  of  Supply. 
Tne  question  was  again  raised  in  1884, 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Hr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  having  given 
exactly  the  same  ex^nation  m  aU  the 
circumstances  as  I  gave  the  other  night, 

the  Tote  was  agreed  to  and  has  ever 

since  been  annually  voted. 

THE  "FROG'S  MAECH." 
Mr.  PICKEESGILL,  who  had  a 
question  on  the  paper  in  reference  to  the 
death  of  Samuel  Mahoney,  who  is 
alleged  to  have  died  while  being  sab- 
jected  to  the  "frog's  march,"  said,  he 
had  to  thank  the  Home  Secretary  for 
having  ordered  a  further  medical  exami- 
nation. He  also  wished  to  know  what 
steps  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  take  in  reference  to  the  personal 
testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Roscommon  (Mr.  O'Ke'ly)? 

Mr,  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  occurrence  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man alludes  is  wholly  exceptional.  I 
stated  to  the  House  briefly  yesterday 
the  extraordinary  violence  which  had 
been  displayed  by  this  unfortunate  man, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any 
ordinary  rules  which  would  meet  suoh  a 
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THE  CARMARTHENSHIRE  POLICE. 

Mr.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan,  Gower) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Mr.  W. 
Picton  Phillips,  Superintendent  of 
Police  in  Carmarthenshire,  prior  to  his 
appointment  to  that  office,  was  in  receipt 
of  salary  as  clerk  to  his  father,  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Carmarthenshire;  and,  if 
BO,  what  was  his  age  when  he  first 
received  it ;  and  whether  another  son  of 
the  Chief  Constable  of  Carmarthenshire, 
who  has  not  yet  attained  his  majority, 
was  in  receipt  of  pay  of  a  first-class 
constable;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  had 
been  duly  sworn  in,  and  discharged  the 
full  and  ordinary  duties  of  such  con- 
stable ;  and.  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Constable  that  Mr.  Super- 
intendent Phillips  was  sworn  in,  and 
appointed  to  the  rank  of  Inspector,  ren- 
dered vacant  by  the  death  of  his  clerk 
in  April,  1883,  his  age  being  then  a 
little  over  1 7  years,  and  he  received  pay 
as  such  until  bis  promotion  to  Superin- 
tendent. On  the  26th  March  last  the 
Chief  Constable  appointed  another  of  his 
sons  as  clerk  in  his  office,  and  allowed 
him  the  pay  of  a  first-class  constable. 
He  was  not  sworn  in,  and  discharges 
the  duty  of  clerk  only.  I  have  written 
to  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  and 
invited  his  attention  to  the  questions 
that  have  been  addressed  to  mo  with 
regard  to  these  appointments. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND,  IRELAND. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  would  consent  to  the 
Motion  for  a  Return  relating  to  purchase 
of  land  in  Ireland,  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day  ? 

Mr  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  was  a 
Return  presented  on  the  19th  of  March 
which  gives  all  the  particulars  up  to  the 
end  of  December,  1888.  I  therefore 
hope  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press 
for  the  Return  on  the  paper. 

FISHERY  RIGHTS  IN  ALASKA. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
any  information  as  to  the  sale  at  Port 


Townshend  of  the  three  sealing 
schooners  Oraee,  Dolphin,  and  Annie 
Beck,  arrested  in  1887  in  Behring's  Sea, 
and  condemned  in  the  Alaskan  Courts 
for  violation  of  the  alleged  fishery  rights 
of  the  territory  of  Alaska  ;  and,  if  these 
sales  had  taken  place,  whether  any 
appeal  was  still  possible  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGU8S0N  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  informed  that  the  sale 
of  the  three  schooners  referred  to  was 
ordered  in  the  interest  of  all  concerned 
and  with  the  concurrence  of  the  owners* 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  re- 
ceived any  information  as  to  whether 
the  sale  has  actually  taken  place.  The 
owners  have  taken  no  steps  for  exer- 
cising the  right  of  appeal,  and  have 
allowed  the  period  limited  by  law  for 
that  purpose  to  elapse  ;  but  the  question 
of  international  right  involved  in  the 
seizure  of  the  schooners  remains  for 
discussion  through  the  diplomatic 
channel. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  MUSEUM  IN 
IRELAND. 

Dr.  tanner  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  any  final  determina- 
tion had  been  come  to,  and  under  what 
circumstances  the  visitors  of  the  Science 
and  Art  Museum  in  Ireland  were  to  be 
permitted  or  called  upon  to  fulfil  their 
functions ;  and,  whether  any  steps  had 
been  or  were  being  taken  to  obviate  and 
annul  the  recent  misunderstanding  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU. 
CATION  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford):  The  visitors  of  the  Science 
and  Art  Museum  in  Dublin  are,  and 
always  have  been,  permitted,  and  called 
upon,  and  given  every  facility  to  perform 
aU  the  functions  imposed  upon  them  by 
the  Science  and  Art  Museum  Act  of 
1877,  and  the  agreement  of  1881,  made 
in  accordance  therewith.  The  Lord 
President  will,  I  may  add,  endeavour  to 
recognize  the  position  of  the  visitors  to 
the  fullest  extent  compatible  with  the 
limits  I  have  mentioned. 

COURTS  MARTIAL  IN  IRELAND. 

Dr.  TANNER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  it  was  a  fact  that,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  recent  Court  martial, 
held  in  Cork,  on  soldiers  of  the  4tli 
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Hussars  and  Welsh  HegimeDts,  the 
Press  were  refused  admission  to  the 
Court ;  and,  whether,  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances, it  had  heen  the  rule  to  ex- 
clude the  Press  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  General 
Officer  commanding  states,  in  a  tele- 
gram, that  the  Press  was  not  refused. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Does  that  reply  in- 
elude  the  Cork  Daily  H&rdld  and  the 
Cork  Examiner,  or  only  the  Conservative 
newspapers  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  imagine  that 
the  Cork  Herald  is  a  newspaper,  and 
therefore  represents  the  Press. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  As  there  is  a 
direct  contradiction,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  further  inquiry  to  be 
made  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  is  the  rule  as 
to  the  admission  or  exclusion  of  the 
Press  ? 
♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  believe  there 
is  no  general  rule.  The  Press  are 
usually  admitted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  officer  in 
command  determine  the  matter  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  imagine  that 
the  Court  Martial  itself  would  settle  the 
matter ;  but  I  should  like  to  have  notice 
of  the  question. 

WESTERN    AUSTRALIA-CHIEF 
JUSTICE    ONSLOW. 

Mr.  lane  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  what 
firrangements  had  been  made  for  filling 
Chief  Justice  Onslow's  position  during 
his  absence  from  the  Colony  of  Western 
Australia;  had  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  considered  several 
declarations  as  to  the  dissatisfaction 
felt  in  the  Colony  at  the  manner  in 
vhich  Mr.  Leake  acted  upon  former 
occasions ;  and  had  he  taken  any  steps 
to  prevent  any  appointment  being  made 
which  would  give  occasion  for  similar 
dissatisfaction? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Etwt  Toxteth) : 
Nothing  definite  is  known  at  the  Colo- 
nial Office  as  to  Chief  Justice  Onslow 
coming  away  from  Western  Australia. 
The  declarations  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  are,  I  presume,  the  ex  parte 
statements  sent  by  him  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  who  read  them  and  referred 
them  to  the  Governor  for  his  considera- 
tion.    The  responsibility  of  selecting 
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the  person  in  all  respects  best  qualified 
to  act  as  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
iD  the  temporary  absence  of  one  of  the 
Judges  must  rest  with  the  Qoyemor ; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  cannot  un- 
dertake to  decide  what  arrangement 
may  at  the  time  best  conduce  to  the 
proper  and  efficient  administration  of 
justice. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENITNR 
REPUBLIC. 

Mr.  lane  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he 
would  try  and  get  some  guarantee  from 
the  representative  of  the  Argentine  Be- 
public  in  London  that  proper  measures 
will  be  taken  to  provide  for  the  recep- 
tion of  the  large  number  of  Irish  emi- 
grants who  are  about  to  sail  for  Buenos 
Avres  next  week  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FEROUSSON  :  The  Argentine 
Minister  in  this  country  can  give  no 
special  guarantee  of  the  nature  indi- 
cated. The  Argentine  Government  have 
published  regulations  which,  if  fulfilled, 
appear  to  furnish  satisfactory  safeguards. 
As  I  stated  on  Tuesday,  the  discomfort  of 
the  immigrants  on  a  recent  occasion  was 
owing  to  unforeseen  circumstances,  and 
was  only  temporary.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  providing  for  the  observa- 
tion of  British  immigrants  by  a  special 
office  under  Her  Majesty's  Minister. 

Mr.  LANE :  Emigrants  have  been 
induced  to  leave  Ireland  by  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Argentine  Repub- 
lic in  Ireland,  and  I  would  ask, 
therefore,  whether  the  Republic  is  not 
responsible  for  due  provision  being 
made  for  them  on  their  arrival  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGU8S0N  :  No  doubt  thai 
would  be  so,  but  the  Government  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  ezpeota- 
tions  that  have  been  held  out  have  not 
been  fulfilled.  A  number  of  emigrants 
disembarked  when  the  barracks  were 
already  full,  and  temporary  accommoda- 
tion was  provided  for  them.  News  have 
been  received  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Argentine  Republic  that  all  these  per* 
sons  were  in  a  few  days  forwarded  to 
their  destination.  Full  Reports  have 
been  received  from  our  Charges  d' Af- 
faires, and  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
them  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Have  not  oom- 
plaints  been  received  from  emigrants 
who  went  from  England  in  July  8tatin|^ 
that  they  have  been  grossly  deoeiyedi 
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that  they  have  been  paid  with  paper 
money,  that  they  have  suffered  from  ex- 
treme want,  and  have  been  unable  to 
get  away  from  the  port  ? 

♦Sib  J.  FERQUSSON  :  No  Reports  to 
that  effect  have  been  received  from  our 
Minister,  but  a  returned  emigrant  has 
called  at  the  Foreign  Office  and  stated 
that  he  had  been  unable  to  get  employ- 
ment in  his  particular  trade,  which  was 
that  of  a  manufacturer  of  coloured  glass ; 
but  he  called  in  consequence  of  the  pub- 
lished complaints  to  state  that  nothing 
could  exceed  the  kindness  with  which 
he  was  treated  by  the  authorities  and 
by  British  residents. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  How  is  it,  if 
there  is  nothing  to  be  complained  of, 
that  the  French  G-ovemmeat  have  in- 
terfered to  prevent  French  emigprants 
going  to  the  Republic  ? 

Mr  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  some  months  ago  Belgian 
emigrants  to  the  Republic  were  warned 
by  an  official  notice  in  Brussels  of  the 
evils  that  are  now  complained  of  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  am  aware 
that  a  notice  was  issued  by  the  Belgian 
Gt>vemment  that  they  had  appointed 
agents  in  Belgium  to  g^ve  information 
to  intending  emigrants  to  the  Argentine 
Republic.  I  will  make  inquiry  in  re- 
gard to  the  other  matters  which  have 
been  mentioned. 

THE  NAVAL  PROGRAMME. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  items  of  expenditure  referred  to  in 
the  side-heading  No.  4,  pages  4  and  5,  of 
the  Parliamentary  Return,  *' Naval 
Expenditure,"  No.  444,  1888,  viz., 
"  Armaments,  including  fittings,"  differ 
in  any  respects  from  the  items  of  expen- 
diture referred  to  in  the  new  Naval 
Programme,  under  the  designation 
''Armaments,"  the  aggregate'  cost  of 
which  for  the  ships  of  the  Programme  is 
to  be  £5,350,000;  and,  if  so,  what 
items  were  excluded  in  one  case  and 
included  in  the  other  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  question,  ICetum 
No.  444  gave,  as  is  stated  in  the  note, 
only  the  expenditure  on  ships  which  was 
provided  out  of  Naval  votes.  The 
armamentr  were  provided  for  in  the 
Army  Estimates  up  to  last  year.  Under 
the    heading    ''  Armaments "     in    the 


now  Naval  Programme,  all  the  Ordnance 
stores  are  now  included,  as  they  are 
provided  for  under  Vote  9,  Navy  Esti- 
mates 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
battle  ships  of  the  first  class  proposed 
under  the  New  Programme  wore,  in  so 
far  as  their  thick  side-armour  was  con- 
cerned, to  be  protected  to  the  height  of 
the  upper  deck  in  wake  of  the  engines 
and  boilers,  like  the  Ntle  and  Trafalgar^ 
and  other  ships  of  the  Dreadnought  type, 
or  whether  their  thick  armour  at  that 
part  was  to  be  limited  to  a  water  line 
belt,  rising  no  higher  than  the  main 
deck,  as  was  the  case  in  the  vessels  of 
the  Admiraliy^Q'y  and,  if  so,  what  were 
the  respective  heights  above  water  to 
which  the  thick  armour  would  be  carried 
in  the  Ntle  and  Trafalgar,  and  in  the 
proposed  ships  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  facts  as 
to  the  disposition  of  the  armour  in  the 
new  designs  for  first-class  battle  ships 
have  been  g^ven  in  Parliamentary  Paper 
G.  5,648,  pag^s  4  and  5,  also  in  ParHa- 
mentary  Paper  G.  5,635,  paragraphs 
8-1 1,  page  5,  and  in  clause  3,  page  10. 
By  these  Papers  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  question 
is  in  the  negative;  to  the  second  part 
that  the  height  of  the  thick-belt  armour 
is  to  be  3ft.  above  water,  with  an  addi- 
tional height  of  5-inch  armour,  making 
a  total  of  9^f t.  above  water.  The  answer 
to  the  third  part  of  the  question  is  :  for 
the  Nile  and  the  Trafalgar  about  lOft. 
as  completed,  for  the  new  ships  about 
3ft. 

THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 
Ma.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  notice  issued  by  the  official 
liquidator  of  the  Cardiff  Savings  Bank, 
requiring  the  irregular  depositors  *'  to 
come  in  and  prove  the  debt  claimed,  by 
filing  an  affidavit,"  and  to  attend  bj 
solicitor  at  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in 
London  on  10th  April ;  whether  he  was 
aware  that  the  deposit  books,  which 
were  in  themselves  bond  fide  evidence  of 
the  claims  of  depositors,  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  official  liquidator,  or  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  bank;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  these  de- 
positors were  poor  persons,  some  other 
mode  of  proof  of  claim  could  be  arranged, 
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80  that  these  poor  people  should  not 
be  deprived  of  their  lawful  dues? 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  was  aware  of  the 
expense  and  trouble  the  depositors  in  the 
late  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank  were 
being  put  to  in  order  to  prove  their 
claims ;  and  whether  the  Commissioners 
for  the  Keduction  of  the  National  Debt 
were  taking  any  steps  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley, 
the  Commissioner  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  affairs  of  the  Cardiff  Trustee 
Savings  Bank,  as  given  on  page  63  of 
his  Report ;  whether  he  could  state  the 
amount  by  which,  according  to  the 
Commissioner,  the  Commissioners  for 
the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt 

'*  have  been  defrauded  by  the  trustees, 
both  by  the  loss  of  forfeitures  resulting 
from  the  omission  to  enforce  signed  de- 
clarations, and  by  the  large  sums  invested 
and  drawing  interest  in  excess  of  'the  sums  the 
trustees  were  entitled  to  invest,  and  to  whom 
yearly  false  statements  have  been  returned  by 
the  trustees  and  managers ; " 

and  whether,  seeing  that  these  yearly 
false  statements  were  returned  through 
carelessness,  and  placing  too  much  con- 
fidence in  their  actuary,  and  not  wil- 
fully, he  was  prepared  to  advise  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  to  forego 
their  claim,  provided  that  the  trustees 
and  managers  pay  all  claims  of  deposi- 
tors in  full  ? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  notice  in  question, 
but  I  must  once  more  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  no  right  and  no 
power  to  interfere  with  the  course  of  the 
liquidation  or  the  mode  of  proof  which 
the  Court  considers  necessary.  The  pro- 
cedure laid  down  by  the  Act  must  be 
followed,  and  the  directions  of  the  Court 
in  carrying  out  that  Act  must  be  obeyed. 
The  liquidator  has  addressed  a  letter  to 
the  irregular  depositors  pointing  out 
the  method  by  which  their  claim  might 
be  presented  to  the  Court  at  small  cost 
to  each  individual.  The  liquidator  is 
ready  to  give  an.v  information  in  his 
power  to  the  depositors,  and  it  would  be 
more  advantageous  to  the  depositors 
and  their  friends  to  apply  for  informa- 
tion to  him  than  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  fact  that  some  of 
the  deposit  books  (there  are  others  which 
cannot  be  traced)  are  in  the  liquidator's 
hands    will    not     invalidate    the     evi- 
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dence  which  those  books  afford 
of  the  amount  of  the  depoeitB. 
The  recommendation  of  Mr.  Ljolph 
Stanley  was  that  a  Petition  should  De 
presented  to  the  National  Debt  Oom- 
missioners  for  the  winding-up  of  the 
Bank  under  the  Companies  Act.  This 
has  long  since  been  done.  I  cannot 
state  the  exact  amount  of  the  claims 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
against  the  Bank,  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  if  the  trustees  and  managers 
were  now,  without  further  delay,  to 
make  good  to  all  the  depositors  the  un- 
paid  balance  of  their  deposits,  these 
claims  might  reasonably  be  waived. 

Mr.  HOWELL :  I  have  no  oomplaint 
to  make  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  way 
in  which  they  have  taken  up  the  case  on 
behalf  of  the  poor  depositors;  but  as 
the  depositors'  books  are  in  the  hands 
of  the  accountant,  I  think  that  fact 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  bond  fide  evi- 
dence of  their  claims. 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Neither  the  hon. 
Member  nor  myself,  I  am  afraid,  has 
sufficient  knowledge  of  the  law  to  enable 
us  to  say  whether  that  is  so  or  not.  I 
am  informed  it  is  necessary  that  further 
proof  should  be  given,  but  it  is  for  the 
Court  to  decide.  If  we  can  exert  any 
influence  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
bond  fide  depositors  we  shall  be  glad  to 
do  so. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT     OF    FEMALES 

PRISONERS. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ira- 
land  if  he  could  state  why  the  two  un- 
tried female  prisoners  from  Gweedore — 
Margaret  Cull  and  Annie  Doherty — who 
were  on  Friday  week — notwithstanding 
the  remonstrance  of  the  Eev.  J.  Doherty, 
the  Prison  Chaplain — deprived  by  the 
Governor  of  Derry  Gaol  of  warm  cloth- 
ing provided  for  them  for  the  journey 
between  Derry  and  Letterkenny,  were 
again  deprived  last  Saturday  of  dresses 
and  hats  provided  for  them  by  friends ; 
whether,  in  spite  of  the  promise  of  the 
Solicitor  General,  the  Governor,  while 
allowing  them  shawls,  refused  to  permit 
them  to  wear  the  hats  and  warm  dresses 
so  provided  for  them  ;  and  whether  they 
were  obliged  to  go  from  Derry  to  Letter- 
kenny bareheaded  and  badly  clothed  in 
inclement  weather,  though  sufficient 
clothing  was  sent  into  the  prison  for 
their  use  ? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  two  prisoners  men- 
tioned were,  on  the  occasion  in  question, 
amply  provided  with  warm  clothing  and 
warm  shawls  over  their  heads — the 
usual  head  dress  of  the  peasant  women 
in  Gweedore.  The  Gt>vemor  withheld 
the  clothing  referred  to,  as,  while  not 
required  for  warmth,  it  was,  in  his 
opinion »  calculated  to  interfere  with  the 
prisoners'  identification.  As  I  have  al- 
ready explained,  the  prisoners  travelled 
neither  bare-headed  nor  badly  clothed, 
and  it  appears  they  were  conveyed  in  a 
covered  vehicle  to  the  railway  station  at 
Derry,  and  then  by  train  to  Letter- 
kenny,  returning  in  the  same  way.  It 
is  possible  that  the  Governor  may  have 
made  an  error  of  judgment,  but  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  every  consideration 
of  humanity  was  attended  to,  and  ample 
provision  was  made  for  the  comfort  of 
the  prisoners. 

Mr.  mag  NEILL  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  Governor  did  refuse  to  allow  these 
poor  women  to  wear  the  warm  clothing 
with  which  their  friends  supplied  them 
with  ?  I  should  also  like  to  know  under 
what  circumstances  the  Governor  has 
power  to  interfere  with  untried  prisoners 
in  any  way  whatever  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have 
•already  answered  the  first  part  of  the 
question.  As  to  the  legal  part  of  the 
question,  I  cannot  answer  it  without 
notice. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  wearing  of  shawls  over  their 
beads  is  the  usual  head-dress  of  the 
peasant  women  of  Gweedore. 

FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr  JEFFREYS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Vice  Chamberlain  whe- 
ther 140  sheep  infected  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  have  been  landed  at 
West  Hartlepool  from  Germany ;  whe- 
ther sheep  or  cattle  infected  with  this 
disease  have  been  landed  at  any  other 
ports  of  the  United  Kingdom;  what 
precautions  towards  preventing  the 
spread  of  this  disease  in  the  United 
iCingdom  have  been  taken ;  and  whether 
the  ships  which  conveyed  these  diseased 
animals  have  been  thoroughly  disin- 
fected ? 

♦The  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
<coimt  Lewisham,  Lewisham) :  It  is  true 
that  147  sheep  were  landed  at  the 
Foreign  Animals  Wharf  at  Hartlepool 


on  the  2 1st  inst.,  from  Hamburg,  among 
which  the  Inspector  of  the  Privy  Councu 
at  that  port  detected  20  cases  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease.  The  same  disease 
has  been  discovered  among  sheep  from 
Germany  landed  at  the  foreign  animals 
wharves  in  Grimsby,  Hull,  and  London. 
As  soon  as  the  disease  was  detected  the 
whole  of  the  cargoes  were  ordered  to  be 
slaughtered  forthwith,  and  the  rules  set 
forth  in  the  sixth  schedule  to  the  Ani- 
mals Order  of  1886,  which  apply  when 
foot  -  and  -  mouth  disease  is  detected 
among  animals  in  a  foreign  animals 
wharf,  have  been  strictly  enforced.  The 
vessels  which  brought  these  diseased 
sheep  to  Hartlepool  and  Grimsby  have 
been  thoroughly  cleansed  and  disinfected 
under  the  supervision  of  Id  specters  of 
the  Privy  Council.  It  is  not  known  to 
what  extent  the  vessels  which  brought 
the  diseased  sheep  to  London  have  been 
cleansed  and  disinfected,  but  it  may  be 
observed  that  Germany  having  been 
added  to  the  list  of  prohibited  countries 
by  the  Order  of  Council  passed  on  the 
23rd  inst.,  vessels  which  have  been  en- 
gaged in  carrying  animals  from  that 
country  cannot  be  again  used  for  carry- 
ing animals  from  any  country  to  Great 
Britain  for  a  period  of  28  days. 

Ms.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  wish  to  ask  ano!^her  question 
which  arises  out  of  the  one  just  put  to 
the  noble  Lord.  I  will  ask  him  under 
what  circumstances  four  cargoes  of 
sheep  suffering  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease  have  been  allowed  to  land  at 
Hartlepool,  Hull,  Grimsby,  and  Dept- 
ford,  from  Germany;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  disease 
must  be  prevalent  in  Germany,  and  the 
risk  of  its  extending  to  the  Kingdom  of 
the  Netherlands,  the  Government  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  cancelling  the 
Order  of  March  1st,  1889? 
♦Viscount  LEWISHAM:  The  cargoes 
of  sheep  referred  to  were  landed  at  the 
foreign  animals  wharves  in  the  ports 
mentioned  under  the  conditions  sot  forth 
in  the  Animals  Order  of  1886.  Until 
these  animals  arrived  the  Privy  Council 
was  not  aware  that  foot  -  and  -  mouth 
disease  prevailed  in  Germany,  and  the 
Netherlands  Government  have  satisfied 
the  Rivy  Council  that  their  country  is 
free  from  disease,  and  that  every  reason- 
able precaution  has  been  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  introduction  of  disease  into 
their  country  by  the  absolute  prohibi* 


I  fjV^      ITni  Afrie*-'  O^J^ 


tion  of  the  irs-ponarfoii  iiii.>  or 
throo^'n  rae  N^therLuiis  of  all  ^y-'^^mj* 
iron,  ererr  oj^atry  on  ^-s  Ciaiiaic.:  of 
Europe.  Under  :he«e  cireTi:n<tAz:ees 
the  Priry  CounciL  hSrjcT  full  cocsidera- 
tion.  c&sie  ^3  the  Ci>i:cla*ioii  th*.  thej 
had  no  option.  Tmier  the  term*  of  the 
foarth  part  of  the  dfsa  sched^e  to  the 
Act  of  IS7?.  but  t>j  adnu:  the  claim  of 
the  Netherlands  GoTemment  to  hare 
their  ariirr.als  exempted  from,  slaoghter 
at  the  p>jint  of  lan-iuij;. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
give  the  Hoose  any  gaarante«  that  the 
information  of  the  Goremment  in  regard 
to  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  Nether- 
lands in  that  matter  is  likelr  to  be  more 
accurate  than  their  information  in  re- 
gard to  Germany? 

Mr.  J.  LOWtHER :  WiU  the  noble 
Lord  say  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  propose  to  take  to  assore 
themselyes  that  the  disease  does  not 
preyail  in  the  Netherlands  ? 

♦ViscouOT  LEWISHAM:  We  hare 
the  fullest  information  from  the  Nether- 
lands, and  we  are  assured  that  they 
haye  eliminated  the  disease  at  a  con- 
siderable cost,  and  there  is  little  doubt 
that  thi^  has  been  the  case  for  a  long 
time. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  May  I  ask  on  what 
information  the  Goyernment  haye  based 
their  action  ? 

*Vi8cou:<T  LEWISHAM :  Since  1877 
German  sheep  haye  been  admitted  for 
slaughter,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  better  giye  notice  of  any  further 
question  he  .wishes  to  put.  llie  Priyy 
Council  haye  no  desire  whatever  to 
conceal  anything. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  will  put  a  further 
question  on  the  subject  on  Monday  to 
the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex,  N.W.): 
May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he 
knows  that  the  Goyernment  of  the 
Netherlands  haye  prevented  German 
cattle  from  going  into  the  Nether- 
lands ? 

♦Viscount  LKWISHAM  :  Yes;  I 
thought  I  had  already  answered  that 
point. 

CONTINENTAL   TELEGliAPH    CABLES. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  ho  can  now  inform  the  House 
what  arc  the  terms  on  which  the  tele- 
grapli  cables  to  tliu  Continent  are  taken 

J'incoufU  Lewigham 
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orar:  as.1  whether  the  Talottiaii  is  baaed 
on  the  aetoal  present  Tains  of  the  plant  f 
«Ma.  JACKSON:  I  mm  desii«d  by 
the  Fxtmaster  General  to  say  that  the 
ac73al  price  to  be  paid  ior  sabmarine 
teXegraph  cables  is  sdll  nnder  discussion, 
and.  conseqaendy,  I  am  not  able  to 
furnish  the  information  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Baronet. 

RAn.^AT  BATES. 

Ma.  CAIXE  (Barrow-in-Foniess) :  I 
desire  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade< 
whether  it  is  intended  nnder  the  BaiB^ 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  that  all 
or  any  existing  maximnm  railway  mile* 
age  rates,  which  hare  been  authoriaedl 
by  Parliament,  may  be  abroffated,  and 
higher  rates  substituted  for  uem ;  and 
whether  special  terminal  charges  may  be 
created  in  cases  where  no  snoh  charges 
have  been  de6nitely  authorized  by  Par* 
liament  nor  hare  been  levied  as  termi- 
nals by  railway  companies  ? 

♦Sm  MICHAEL  HIGK8  BEACH  r 
The  rates  and  charges  settled  nnder 
Section  24  of  the  Act  of  last  year  will,, 
when  confirmed  by  Parliament,  be  the 
rates  and  charges  which  the  railway 
company  in  each  case  will  be  entitled 
to  make.  The  section  provides  that  the- 
schedules  to  be  submitted  shall  stato 
the  nature  and  amounts  of  all  terminal 
charges  proposed  to  be  authorised.  It- 
is  clearly  the  intention  that  terminal 
charges  shall  be  authorized,  but  what 
these  are  to  be,  and  what  the  maximnuL 
rates  are  to  be,  is  a  matter  for  discussion 
and  for  the  decision  of  Parliament. 

WEST   AFRICA- OPOBO   AND   AGENNI 

CREEK. 

Mb.  ho  worth  (Salford) :  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  Under  ^Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  A.ffairs  whether  the  report  is 
well  founded  that  trade  has  been  stopped 
at  the  port  of  Opobo  in  West  Africa,  the 
country  blockaded  and  fined  800  pun- 
cheons of  oil  and  £1,000,  together  with* 
canoes  and  guns ;  and  whether  tho 
Agenni  Creok  has  been  shut  against  the 
natives  for  three  months,  and  British 
intercourse  with  them  prevented ;  if  so,, 
whether  these  proceedings  have  been. 
carried  out  with  the  sanction  and  appro- 
val of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERQU8S0N :  Owing  to  the 
representations  of  Her  Majesty's  ConsuL 
that  impediments  to  navigation  had  beeni 
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placed  in  the  river  leading  to  Opobo, 
which  it  was  impossible  to  get  remoTed 
by  peaceful  means,  and  that  certain 
chiefs  were  interfering  with  the  freedom 
of  trade,  instructions  were  sent  to  Her 
Majesty's  Commissioner  to  the  West 
Ooast  of  Africa  and  the  Admiral  Com- 
manding in  Chief  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  affairs.  They  reported  In  favour 
of  forcing  the  chief?  of  Opobo  to  remove 
the  obstruction,  to  pay  penalties,  hand 
over  their  war  canoes,  and  security  for 
good  behaviour  to  the  amount  of  £1,000, 
to  be  enforced  by  blockade  if  necessary. 
The  suggestion  was  approved,  and  the 
result  of  the  blockade  has  been  so  far 
successful  that  the  Consul  telegraphed 
on  the  2 1st  inst.  that  there  were  hopes 
of  raising  it  on  the  2drd  inst.  We  are 
waiting  further  details.  We  have  not 
heard  specially  of  the  closing  of  Agenni 
(or  Ogoni)  Creek. 

THE  ARREST  OP  FATHER  FARRELLY. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (East 
Wicklow)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenamt  of  Ireland  if 
it  is  true  that  the  Constabulary  broke 
into  the  house  of  the  Rev.  Father  Far- 
relly  at  Arklow,  early  on  the  morning 
of  the  26th  instant,  to  effect  his  arrest ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  reverend 
ffentleman  has  been  performing  his 
duties  openly  day  by  day  since  the 
warrant  was  issued  several  weeks  ago; 
and,  what  was  the  object  in  postponing 
the  execution  of  the  warrant  for  such  a 
length  of  time  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  re- 
ceived some  information  on  the  subject, 
but  not  enough  to  enable  me  to  answer 
the  whole  of  this  question.  I  should  be 
glad,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  postpone  it  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received  in- 
formation with  reference  to  the  question 
that  was  asked  on  this  subject  yester- 
day, when  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  promised  to  inquire  as  to 
whether  the  reverend  gentleman  wrote 
to  the  County  Inspector  to  inform  bim 
that  he  was  ready  to  be  arrested,  and, 
if  so,  how  it  happened  that  the  warrant 
remained  unexecuted  for  five  weeks  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  his  question 
on  the  paper,  it  will  be  answered  along 
with  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Wicklow. 


THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  the  Department 
are  about  to  issue  new  instructions  to 
Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
new  Code ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
lay  them  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
with  the  least  possible  delay  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  My  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that,  as  two  months  have 
been  accorded  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Code,  and  as  its  principles  and 
details  will  have  to  be  discussed  and 
decided  upon  by  Parliament,  it  would  be 
premature  to  frame  instructions  to  in- 
spectors at  this  date. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Darwen) : 
May  I  ask  whether  it  is  suggested  that 
the  House  should  discuss  the  Code  with- 
out having  in  its  hands  the  instruotiona 
by  which  it  is  to  be  carried  out  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that,  when 
former  Codes  were  discussed,  the  in- 
structions to  the  inspectors  were  laid  on 
the  Table  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  am  in- 
formed that  in  no  case  have  the  iDstruc* 
tions  been  laid  on  the  Table  till 
subsequently  to  the  passing  of  the  Code. 
If  a  question  is  put  at  a  later  stage  as  to 
any  particular  point  in  the  Code  I  will 
g^ve  an  answer. 

INDIA— THE  CANTONMENT  ACT. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Hoxton, 
Shoreditch) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  whether 
the  new  Cantonment  Act  has  become 
law  in  India ;  and,  if  ^so,  Whether  regu- 
lations have  yet  been  drawn  up  under 
Clause  29  of  that  Act,  or,  if  not,  what 
are  the  regulations,  if  any,  at  present 
in  force  in  cantonments  with  respect  to 
prostitution  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST  (Chatham) :  The  BiU 
has  not  yet  passed  into  law,  and  no 
regulations  are  at  present  in  force. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (East 
Finsbury) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware, 
as  stated  in  the  Star  of  the  26th  instant, 
that  the  firm  of  Alexander  Ross  and  Co., 
of    Ghrange    Mills,     Bermondsey,    who 
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emigration  and  immigration 
(foreigners.) 

Ordered »  That  the  Committee  on  Emigration 
and  Immigration  (Foreigners)  do  consist  of 
Nineteen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John 
Colomb,  Mr.  Cremer,  Baron  de  Rothschild,  Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson,  Dr.  Fox,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  Mr.  Kenrick,  Mr.  Samuel  Hoare, 
Mr.  Uoworth,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Long, 
Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir  William  Marriott, 
Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  John 
Talbot,  and  Dr.  Tanner. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — (3/r. 
Akers- Douglas.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY. 


CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  2)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
third  time, 

Sik  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  do  not  profess  to  interpret  the 
Bule  with  regard  to  the  Third  Beading 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  will  defer,  Sir,  to  your 
judgment  on  the  matter,  but  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  subject  of  trade 
trusts  and  syndicates,  and,  whether  the 
Bules  of  the  House  permit  mo  to  bring 
forward  this  question  or  not,  there  is  a 
popular  belief  that  on  any  measure 
which  is  practically  an  Appropriation 
Bill  hon.  Members  have  a  right  to  bring 
forward  popular  grievances. 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  I  am  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member, 
but  he  is  not  in  order  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  this  subject  on  the  Third  Reading 
of  this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY— REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £1,785,516,  Post  Office  Tele- 
graphs. 

SiK  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
hope  the  Postmaster  General  will  be 
able  to  give  the  Committee  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  the  expense 
that  will  be  incurred  in  taking  over  the 
Submarine  Electric  Telegraph  Com- 
pany's system.     The  charge  of  £60,000 


to  be  made  for  taking  over  this  system 
seems  to  me  to  be  very  large,  and  I 
understand  that  between   £30,000  and 
£40,000  is  to  be  paid  in  salaries.    I 
have  no  objection  to  the  taking  over  of 
this  system;  on  the  contrary,  i  think  it 
should  be  taken  over  by  the   Govern- 
ment, but  at  the  same  time  I  trast  theie^ 
will  be  a  considerable  saving  throagh 
the  proposed  amalgamation,  and  that  we 
are  not  taking  over  with  the  liability 
to    pensioning     them,    the     old     and 
middle-aged   servants  of  the  company* 
There  is  a  large  addition  to  the  salaiy 
of  the  office  of  General  Secretary  under 
the  Postmaster  General.     Will  he  tell 
us  whether  the  whole  establishment  of 
the  Telegraph  Company  has  been  taken 
over ;  and  whether  it  will  be  subjeot  ta 
future  reductions  ? 

Mr.   PICKEBSGILL:    I  am  rather 
surprised  that  the  Vote  should    be  al- 
lowed to  pass  with  so  little  discussion^ 
for,  although  this  is  called  a  revenue- 
earning  Department,  it  is  a  complete 
misnomer.      It    may   not,  perhaps,  be^ 
known  to  every  Member  of  this  Commit- 
tee that  the  Telegraph  Service  is  carried' 
on  at  an  annual  loss  of  at  least  £350,000. 
Now    that    loss    is,    no     doubt,    very 
largely  due  to  the  improvident  arrange- 
ment which  was  originally  made  be- 
tween  the  State  and  the  Company.   The- 
Post  Office  has  acquired  a  gpreat  reputa* 
tion  for  business  capacity — a  reputation 
which  I    think,    upon    the    whole,    it 
thoroughly  deserves.     But  it  is  all  the- 
more  important  on  that  account  that  I 
should  call  attention  to  one  or  two  ex- 
ceptional cases.     Now,  I  want  to  invite' 
the  attention  of  the  Postmaster  General 
to    one  particular    part    of    the    bar- 
gain    by     which     we    imdertake    to 
convey,     free    of    charge,    aU  service 
messages     over    the    lines  which  we 
originally  took  over.     It  appears  that 
since  these  lines  were  taken   over  the 
first    complete    year    was   1871.      The 
number  of  messages  since  then  has  in- 
creased to  ten  times  what  it  was.    And| 
if  hon.  Members  refer  to  the  Report  of 
the  Revenue  Estimates  Committee  last 
year,  they  will  find  that  the  Post  Office 
officials   complain   very  seriously  that 
the  railway  companies  are  making  an 
unfair  use  of  this  statutory  right — thati^ 
in  fact,  they  are  using  the  telegraph  for 
purposes  in  which  communication  \xf 
writing  should  be  the  only    medium. 
I  The  annual  loss  upon  this  part  of  the 
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"bargain  is  about  £50,000.     I  suggest  to 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should 

-take  very  serious  steps  to  come  to  some 

arrangement    with    the    railway    com- 

'  panies  by  which  this  privilege  maybe 

•commuted  for  a  lump  sum,  or  by   an 

annual    payment    if    it    is     preferred. 

Then,  Sir,  I  notice  another  remarkable 

-statement  t'^  which  I  venture  to  call  the 

.attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 

namely,  that  there  is  an  annual  loss  of 

£200,000  on   the   conveyance  of  Press 

messages.     Sir,  I  am  anxious  that  this 

«nbject  should  be  discussed.     I  do  not 

pretend  to  say  whether  this  annual  loss 

18  justifiable  or  not,  but  I  certainly  think 

that  the  principle  ought  to  be  raised, 

and  ought  to  receive  some  consideration 

And  some  discussion  in  this  House.     Are 

we  justified  iu  putting  upon  the  public 

Annually  a  burden  of  £200,000  for  the 

•conveyance  of  Press    messages?      No 

doubt  the  dissemination 

*Mr.  HENNIKBR  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point  of  order. 
H  wish  to  ask  if  this  arises  upon  the 
Vote  now  under  discussion  ? 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order !  I 
think  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  in  order. 

Mk.  PICEERSGILL  :  I  was  raising 
the  point,  when  I  was  interrupted,  as 
to  whether  we  were  justified  in  laying 
this  burden  of  £200,000  on  the  people  ? 
No  doubt  it  is  extremely  desirable  that 
Press  messages  should  be  disseminated 
throughout  the  country ;  but  I  think,  if 
this  Committee  were  to  refuse  to  grant 
the  money  necessary  to  defray  the  loss 
which  is  now  incurred,  it  would  g^ve  an 
opportunity  of  raising  a  discussion  on 
the  principle.  The  question  is  whether 
we  are  not  now  putting  this  £200,000 
into  the  pockets  of  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors of  the  country.  Now,  no  doubt, 
newspaper  proprietors  are  a  very  de- 
serving portion  of  the  community ;  they 
discharge  an  important  function  in  this 
country  ;  but,  after  all,  they  are  only 
one  class  of  capitalists,  and  it  is  a  ques- 
tion well  worthy  consideration  whether 
we  are  justified  in  carrying  on  a  service 
at  a  public  loss  for  the  benefit  of  one 
class  of  capitalists,  when  you  are  not 
willing  to  do  the  same  for  every  other 
class.  No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  tell  us  that  the  rates  for 
Press  messages  are  fixed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. But  an  Act  of  Parliament  ia 
not  irrevocable,  and  should  this  Hoose 


consider  the  present  arrangement  to  be 
inequitable,  it  is  open  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  revise 
these  rates.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  one 
other  point  which  I  should  like  to  men- 
tion. I  have  here  a  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General 

♦Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON :  I  must 
again  rise  to  order,  Sir.  Last  year, 
your  predecessor  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  was  out  of  order  in 
raising  a  similar  discussion.  We  are 
now  asked  to  vote  the  salaries,  wages, 
and  allowances  for  the  Post  Office.  That 
is  a  separate  item  from  the  Telegraphs, 
and  I  am  anxious,  before  the  Telegraphs 
are  reached,  to  discuss  another  point 
which  I  think  much  more  important. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order !  I 
cannot  rule  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  PICKER8GILL:  The  point  I 
wish  to  refer  to  is,  that  in  the  periodical 
stock-taking  nothing  is  done  to  verify 
the  stores.  We  know  that  in  connection 
with  the  Naval  Service  very  serious 
loss  was  sustained  owing  to  the 
regulations  in  this  connection  not 
having  been  observed,  and  I  do  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  steps  to  see  that  the  regulations 
regarding  it  in  his  Department  are 
enforced 

Ma.  boCHRANE-BAILLIE  (St, 
Pancras,  N.) :  I  heartily  concur  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
regard  to  the  loss  of  £200,000  a-year  on 
Press  messages.  I  think  the  contract 
can  be  broken  by  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral, because  the  Statute  provides  that 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Postmaster 
General  to  make  contracts  from  time  to 
time  with  newspaper  publishers  and 
proprietors;  and,  therefore,  it  is  per- 
fectly in  the  province  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  issue  a  fresh  scale  of  charges. 
I  believe  newspaper  proprietors,  who 
enjoy  large  incomes  from  their  papers, 
are  able  to  pay  a  far  larger  sum  than 
they  now  do  for  telegraphing. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushclifife) :  I  think  the  Committee  is 
much  indebted  to  the  two  Metropolitan 
Members  who  have  initiated  the  discus- 
sion. Among  the  very  gpreat  variety  of 
subjects  which  come  before  the  House,  I 
am  not  sure  whether  the  extreme  im- 
portance of  this  particular  question  has 
not  escaped  attention.  As  is  stated  in 
the  Beport  of  the   Select  Committee 
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of  the  public  in  this  matter  ought,  no 
doubt,  to  be  removed  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, and  it  should  be  done  upon  terms 
satisfactory  to  all  parties.  I  congratu- 
late the  Committee  upon  having  taken 
a  step  which  has  been  looked  forward 
to  for  many  years  by  all  who  have  been 
anxious  to  extend  our  telegraphic  sys- 
tem— the  step  of  sanctioning  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  system  of  the  Submarine 
Telegraph  Company,  from  which  I  an- 
ticipate the  most  beneficial  results 
alike  for  the  public  and  for  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE:  When  will 
the  acquisition  take  place  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  think  I  had  better 
not  enter  into  particulars  at  present. 

Mr.  PICKERSOILL:  There  is  one 
matter  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  overlooked.  I  refer  to  the  para- 
graph in  the  Report  of  the  Controller 
and  Auditor  General  in  which  he  says 
that  no  attempt  has  been  made  at  any 
detailed  stocktaking  for  many  years, 
and  that  the  regulations  laid  down  for 
the  purpose  have  not  been  observed.  I 
hope  that  matter  will  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  RAIKES :  When  an  oppor- 
tunity is  afforded  to  us  for  stocktaking, 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  effect  a  thorough 
overhauling  of  every  department. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
average  number  of  words  in  a  tele- 
graphic message  are  eight,  does  that 
indude  the  addresses?  If  I  recollect 
rightly,  the  addresses  used  to  average 
12  words;  the  average  number  of  words 
in  a  message  was  about  25. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  ought  to  have  said 
that  the  average  charge  for  each  mes- 
sage was  8d.,  and  not  that  each  message 
averaged  eight  words. 

♦Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  :  I  may  remind  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  seemed  somewhat  to  com- 
plain of  the  use  the  railway  companies 
made  of  the  wires,  that  if  his  business 
has  increased,  that  of  the  railway  com- 
panies has  increased  also  as  regards 
the  forwarding  of  goods  by  methods 
which  differ  from  those  formerly  adopted, 
and  that  in  this  respect  the  require- 
ments of  the  traders  are  much  greater 
than  formerly.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  convey  that  there  is  any  friction 
between  his  department  and  the  rail- 

Mr.  Bailies 


way  companies  of  the  Kingdom.  It 
has  been  my  duty  to  sit  on  a  Railway 
Committee  which  has  to  deal  with  the 
Post  Office,  and  I  may  say  that  in  order 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  public 
and  the  Post  Office,  many  trains  are  now 
run  at  earlier  hours  than  they  would 
otherwise  be  run,  and  that  the  profit  of 
the  railway  companies  is  made  subser- 
vient to  the  interests  of  the  public  as 
far  as  the  Post  Office  is  concerned.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  recollect,  in  a 
long  series  of  years,  any  dispute  with 
the  Post  Office  as  to  what  should  be 

gaid  for  these  earlier  trains,  or  at  what 
ours  they  should  be  run.  The  rail- 
way companies  feel  that  it  is  a  public 
services  which  they  are  bound  to  per- 
form in  connection  with  the  monopoly 
they  enjoy,  and  there  is  very  little  or  no 
friction  whatever  in  carrying  out  the 
wishes  of  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  COCHRANEBAILLIE :  There 
is  one  small  point  which  I  desire 
to  mention.  A  messenger  who  de- 
livers a  telegram  should  be  authorized 
to  wait  for  five  or  ten  minutes  in 
order  to  see  if  there  is  a  return  mes- 
sage. This  would  be  an  indulgence 
to  persons  living  in  the  rural  distriots 
who  at  present  find  the  tariff  for  porter- 
age almost  a  prohibitory  tariff.  At 
present  whether  the  messenger  waits 
for  a  reply  message  depends  upon  his 
amiability,  which  in  its  turn  depends 
upon  a  pecuniary  douceur, 

♦Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  I 
must  congratulate  my  right  hon.  Friend 
on  the  satisfactory  results  which  have 
attended  the  establishment  of  sixpenny 
telegrams,  and  which  are  due  largely  to 
the  efficient  administration  of  me  de- 
partment over  which  he  presides.  When 
the  question  of  sixpenny  telegrams  was 
before  the  House  a  great  point  in  the 
discussion  was  then  propriety  of  allowing 
free  addresses.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  was  then  Postmaster  General 
and  others  did  not  see  their  way  at  that 
time  to  give  free  addresses,  but  there 
was  a  kind  of  understanding  that  that 
would  follow  when  the  cost  and  the  ex- 
penditure were  something  like  equal. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  No. 

♦Sir  J.  PULESTON :  That  was  cer- 
tainly  the  general  understanding. 
'  Every  Member  of  the  House  recognized 
the  importance  of  free  addresses,  and  it 
was  understood  that  they  would  be 
given  when  the  cost  and  the  expense 
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sufficient  proBts  to  pay  interest  on  the 
capital  account,  and  if  there  should  be 
any  surplus  it  will  be  much  better  than 
I  expected.  My  strong  impression  was 
at  the  time  that  the  scheme  which  was 
then  adopted  was  the  most  moderate 
from  a  financial  point  of  view,  and  it 
was  the  most  beneficial  in  the  public 
interest,  but  I  always  held  that 
the  results  were  not  likely  to  be 
such  as  to  give  a  surplus  to  repre- 
sent the  interest  on  capital.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  raised 
two  important  points ;  one  with  regard 
to  railway  messages,  and  the  other  as  to 
Press  messages.  Now,  in  regard  to  the 
former,  I  cannot  but  think  that  there 
has  been  a  great  abuse.  It  appears 
that  these  railway  messages  have  in- 
creased ten-fold  since  1871,  and  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  doubt  that  a  large  propor- 
tion of  these  messages  are  not  really 
essential  for  the  railway  service,  but  that 
the  wires  are  used  for  other  matters.  I 
think  the  wisest  course  would  be  to  buy 
up  this  interest  of  the  railway  companies, 
and  in  future  charge  them  for  all  the 
work  performed  ;  and  if  the  matter  could 
be  referred  to  arbitration,  then  it  would 
be  for  the  arbitrator  to  look  into  the 
messages  and  see  whether  they  come 
within  the  purview  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  whether  it  was  origin- 
ally intended  that  such  messages 
should  be  sent  free  of  charge.  I 
believe  it  would  be  found  that  the 
messages  now  sent  involve  a  vast 
amount  of  work  which  was  never  in- 
tended to  be  provided  for.  No  doubt  it 
would  involve  an  immediate  outlay 
to  buy  up  the  interests  of  the 
companies,  but  I  think  it  would  be 
the  cheaper  in  the  long  run.  And 
now  as  to  the  Press  messages.  I 
know  I  have  been  in  considerable  doubt 
as  to  whether  the  conclusions  of  the 
Oommittee  on  that  point  are  right,  and 
as  to  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  these 
messages  cost  the  country  £200,000  a 
year.  I  know  it  has  been  stated  to  be 
so  more  than  once ;  but  I  recollect  that 
when  I  was  at  the  Post  Office  I  looked 
carefully  into  the  matter,  and  I  came  to 
the  opinion  that  it  was  very  doubtful 
whether  this  could  be  proved.  It  is 
quite  true  that  if  the  Press  messages 
were  sent  at  the  ordinary  rate  for  day 
messages,  a  large  additional  revenue 
would  accrue  to  the  Post  Office ;  but 
these  messages  are,  for  the  most  part. 


sent  at  night,  when  the  wires  are  not 
occupied,  and  I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to 
compare  the  receipts  from  them  with 
the  charges  which  would  be  made  had 
they  been  sent  at  the  ordinary  rate  for- 
day  messages.  I  am  not  sure  that  it 
would  be  wise  on  the  part  of  the  Post- 
master Q-eneral  to  attempt  to  alter  the- 
E resent  arrangement.  Undoubtedly, 
e  would  meet  with  very  serious  opposi- 
tion from  the  Press  generally.  In  con- 
clusion, I  can  only  say  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  five  us  some 
financial  explanation  of  the  present 
position  of  the  Telegraph  Service,  and 
what  are  the  immediate  prospects  of 
the  receipts  exceeding  the  expendi- 
ture. 

Baron  EOTHSOHILD  (Bucks,  Ayles- 
bury) :  There  is  one  small  point  to 
which  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Postmaster  General.  Two  months 
ago  I  questioned  him  in  regard  to  it, 
and  I  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  public 
were  very  much  in  doubt  as  to  whether 
telegrams,  which  were  sent  to  places  in 
the  country  so  distant  from  post  offices 
that  mileage  had  to  be  paid,  should  have 
the  mileage  paid  upon  them  by  tho 
senders,  or  by  the  receivers.  The  Post- 
master General,  on  that  occasion,  said^ 
that  the  matter  had  been  settled ;  but  I 
venture  to  tell  him  that  at  this  moment 
telegrams  are  often  sent  on  which  this 
mileage  is  often  paid,  not  only  by  the 
senders  in  London,  but  by  the  recipients 
in  the  country.  Personally,  I  think  the 
better  arrangement  would  be  to  charge 
the  senders  with  the  mileage,  as  we 
know  perfectly  useless  telegrams  are 
sometimes  sent  promiscuously  into  the 
country  for  the  mere  object  of  getting 
them  opened,  and  they  entail  unnecessary 
and  unpleasant  expense  on  the  receiver. 
I  should  like  it  to  be  understood  in  the 
future  that  the  mileage  in  these  cases  is 
not  to  be  twice  paid,  but  that  it  must  be 
paid  by  the  sender,  and  not  at  the 
place  of  destination. 
♦Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  only  intend  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Oommittee  for  a  few 
minutes  in  regard  to  the  complaints 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Ghreen,  and  I  propose  especially 
to  deal  with  the  ^ress  messages. 
When  a  Select  Committee  sat  on 
this  subject  I  examined  Mr.  Patey 
as  to  the  grounds  on  which  he  based  his 
calculation  that  the  Press  message  cosv 
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and  I  trust  that  now  that  the  Submarine 
Telegraph  Company  is  being  taken  over, 
the  profits  will  be  largely  increased.  I 
will  give  the  Committee  the  figures  of 
the  last  ten  years.  In  the  first  five  of 
these  a  vfry  considerable  profit  was 
earned  by  the  Postal  Telegraph  Service, 
though  it  never  amounted  to  such  a  sum 
as  would  quite  wipe  off  the  amount  put 
down  for  interest.  In  1879  the  profits 
on  working  amounted  to  £280,000;  in 

1880  they  amounted  to  £296,000;    in 

1881  to  £325,000,  (so  that  the  service 
was  then  within  £1,000  of  clearing  the 
interest    on    the    debt);     in     1882   to 
£213,000;    and   in   1883  to  £184,000. 
In    1884    there    was    a    deficiency    of 
£19, 000;  in  1 885  a  deficiency  of  £32,000; 
in  1886,  a  deficit  of  £45,000;  in  1887,  a 
deficit  of  £145,000;  and  last  year,  1888, 
a  deficit  of  £6,000,  which  is  the  smallest 
deficit  since  we  have  got  on  the  wrong 
side  of  the  account.  I  venture  to  believe 
that  next  year  will  see  a  substantial  sum 
on  the  other  side  of  the  account.     The 
deficit,  which  began  in  1884,  is  coinci- 
dent with  the  extension    of    the  tele- 
gpraph     service     and    the    increase    of 
telegraph   salaries.     Although  the  six- 
penny telegrams  have  been  a  very  great 
obstacle   for  some   time,    I   trust   that 
obstacle  is  now  surmounted,  and  that  we 
are  now  on  our  way  to  earning  a  profit 
The  deficit  of  £l  45,000  in  1887,  although 
due  in   some   degree  to   the  sixpenny 
telegrams  is  in  a  large  degree  due  to 
extraordinary  expenditure  in  that  year, 
which  will  not  occur  in  following  years. 
With  regard  to  the  loss  on  railway  mes- 
sages, I  agree  that  there  has  been   a 
great  departure  from  what  must  have 
been  the  original  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment.    I  do  not  think  that  Parliament 
could  have  contemplated  that  within  20 
years  the  number  of    those  messages 
would  be  multiplied  tenfold.     I  should 
always  be  glad  to  exact  a  quid  pro  quo 
from  the  railway  companies  by  enforc- 
ing upon  them  the  necessity  of  giving 
greater  facilities  to  the  public,  and  I  am 
quite  aware  that  the  private  Bills  coming 
before  Parliament  always  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  a  question  of  that  kind. 
As  to  how  far  the   railway  companies 
ought  to  be  made  to  pay  for  the  facili- 
ties given   to   them  by  Parliament,  I 
would  not  like  to  say.     With  regard  to 
Press    messages,    they  are    very    well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  De- 
partment and  of  the  public.     I  must 

Mr,  Raihes. 


demur  to  the  exact  phrase  of  "  loss  of 
£200,000  on  Press  measagea."  I  think 
that  is  not  the  most  oorroot  way  of  re- 
ferring to  that  part  of  the  question. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  if  Press  messages 
were  sent  at  the  ordinary  rates  charged 
to  the  public  the  Department  would 
receive  £200,000  a  year  more;  but  if 
the  same  rates  were  charged  to  the 
Press  as  to  the  public  many  of  those 
messages  might  never  be  sent  at  all, 
and  the  Department  might  not  receiYe 
anything  like  £200,000  more  than  at 
present.  That,  no  doubt,  operated 
largely  on  the  mind  of  Parliament  and 
of  the  Ministers  who  were  responsible 
for  that  part  of  the  matter,  as  well  as 
the  question  of  the  public  convenience 
fiSiA  benefit,  quite  apart  from  the  per- 
sonal profits  of  owners  of  news- 
papers which  might  result  from  cheap 
telegraphic  rates  to  newspapers.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Nottinghamshire 
(Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis)  made  reference 
to  both  those  questions,  and  I  am  ex- 
tremely grateful  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
calling  attention  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  that  there  should  be  a 
more  strict  adherence  to  commercial 
principles .  I  should  be  extremely  obliged 
to  hon.  Members  if  they  will  assist  me 
in  carrying  out  that  recommendation 
and  aid  me  in  resisting  applications  from 
those  Members  who  apply  for  every  form 
of  uncommercial  arrangement  for  the 
benefit  of  the  particular  localities  they 
represent.  I  think  it  may  be  sometimes 
desirable,  not  so  much  in  the  in- 
terests of  particular  localities  as  in 
the  interests  of  the  general  public,  to 
carry  out  telegraphic  works  in  connec- 
tion with  very  distant  parts  of  the  Eling- 
dom  which  are  not  strictly  remuneratiYe . 
For  instance,  in  some  places  in  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland  telegrams  are 
very  few,  and  the  offices  not  likely  to  be 
self-supporting,  but  it  is  absolutely  es- 
sential to  the  living  of  the  people  that 
they  should  have  ready  means  of  tele- 
graphing for  salt  to  salt  their  fish, 
upon  which  the  existence  of  some  of  the 
natives  may  be  said  to  depend.  I  think 
there  are  a  few  cases  also  where  the  same 
thing  has  been  done  in  the  North  and 
West  of  Ireland.  I  am  quite  sure  the 
Committee  will  not  object  to  such  ex- 
penditure, which  is  the  exception  from 
what  I  think  is  an  excellent  general  rule. 
There  was  a  point  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member    for  Buckinghamshire  (Baron 
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F.  de  Hothschild)  with  regard  to  porter- 
age. Undoubtedly  the  rule  is  that  the 
Bender  is  responsible  for  those  charges. 
If  the  sender  is  not  aware  of  the  exact 
porterage  to  be  paid,  and  the  office  is  not 
aware  of  it  either,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
latter  to  require  a  deposit,  and  that  rule 
ought  to  be  strictly  enforced.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  a  sufficient  deposit  may  not 
have  been  obtained,  and  in  that  case  ap- 
plication may  be  made  to  the  receiver ; 
but  I  think  the  whole  expense  ought  to 
be  upon  the  sender;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  of  any  cases  of  hard- 
sliip  and  will  submit  them  to  me  I  will 
consider  them.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Lichfield  Division  (Sir 
J.  Swinburne)  has  urged  the  in- 
crease of  the  number  of  tele- 
graph offices  at  railway  stations, 
ifind  that  there  is  some  friction  on  the 
part  of  the  railway  companies,  and  that 
they  object  to  their  servants  acting  as 
servants  of  the  Post  Office.  It  is  not 
desirable  to  force  upon  them  duties 
which  would  interfere  with  their  first 
duty.  It  would  not,  therefore,  be  easy 
to  increase  the  number  of  telegpraph 
stations  in  this  direction.  I  am  at  the 
same  time  quite  willing  to  consider  any 
case  for  the  establishment  of  a  telegraph 
office  at  a  railway  station  where  public 
convenience  would  be  served,  and  I 
should  be  glad  to  consent  to  any  such 
proposal  where  it  could  be  done  without 
unnecessarily  inf  ring^g  on  the  revenue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr. 
Sinclair)  has  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  half-rates  for  night  messages. 
I  only  wish  that  I  could  meet  his  views. 
At  present  a  good  deal  of  additional 
attendance  is  involved,  and  the  rate  at 
which  messages  are  transmitted  is  barely 
remunerative.  It  is  therefore  more  than 
doubtful  whether  the  revenue  would 
stand  the  strain  of  sending  messages  at 
night  at  half-rates,  and  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  that  such  a  scheme 
will  be  adopted.  There  exists,  however, 
a  plan  in  London  by  which  telegprams 
may  be  sent  at  night  after  the  offices  are 
closed.  If  an  hon.  Member  goes  from 
this  House  at  2  dr  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing and  wishes  to  send  a  telegpram  he 
can  do  so  by  putting  the  message  on  a 
post  card  in  tne  pillar  box.  It  will  then 
oe  delivered  by  9  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
Probably  that  will  meet  my  hon. 
Friend's  objection.  I  would  remind  my 
hon.  Friend  when  he  speaks  of  the  cheap 


telegprams  in  America  that  the  American 
initial  rates  are  very  much  higher  than 
ours.  Where  the  rate  is  2d.  or  2id.  a 
word  it  is  possible  to  send  at  half-rate, 
but  I  cannot  hold  out  any  hope  that 
such  a  suggestion  would  be  accepted  in 
this  country,  where  the  charge  is  only 
a  halfpenny  a  word.  As  it  is  we  barely 
pay  our  way.  The  tendency  of  messages 
is  to  get  shorter  and  not  longer.  The 
average  amount  per  message  is  now 
distinctly  below  8a.  It  is  7*9 ;  and  as 
the  tendency  is  in  that  direction  it  is 
likely  to  be  still  further  developed  as 
time  goes  on.  Before  the  6d.  telegprams 
were  introduced  the  average  was  Is.  Id. 
per  message.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  state  of  the  revenue  of  the 
Department  would  justify  me  in 
holding  out  any  hope  with  regard 
to  a  cheaper  rate  of  telegraphic 
transmission.  As  to  the  telephonic 
system,  which  has  been  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  the  Courts  have  declared 
it  to  be  a  part  of  the  Government 
monopoly  in  telegraphs,  and  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Post 
Office  is  keeping  a  watchful  eye  over 
the  telephones,  more  with  a  view  to  the 
improvement  of  the  system  than  with 
any  intention  of  acquiring  them.  My 
predecessor,  Mr.  Fawcett,  unfortunately 
stated  in  public  that  steps  would  not  be 
taken  by  the  Government  to  enforce  the 
rights  which  the  Judgment  gave  them  ; 
and  a  state  of  things  has  thereby  been 
created  which  requires  very  careful 
handling,  so  far  as  the  department  is 
concerned.  The  patents,  however,  are 
likely  to  lapse  very  soon,  and  when  they 
have  run  out  that  will  be  the  time  to 
make,  arrangements,  which,  I  trust,  will 
differ  in  almost  every  respect  from 
existing  arrangements.  With  regard  to 
telephones  being  put  into  post-offices, 
that  is  subsidiary  to  the  larger  ques- 
tion. In  some  parts  of  England  the 
telephonic  system  is  under  the  control 
of  the  Government  absolutely,  and 
there  it  is,  of  course,  comparatively 
easy  to  make  arrangements  such  as 
hare  been  indicated.  So  long  as  the 
telephone  companies  continue  to  ply 
t!heir  trade,  it  is  not  desirable,  I  think, 
that  the  Government  should  commit 
itself  to  arrangements  which  might 
seem  in  any  way  to  recognize  or  estab- 
lish a  T^ted  interest,  which  I,  for  one, 
cannot  admH  to  exist.    The  grievance 
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a  different  thing  to  a  loss.  We  should 
like  to  learn  from  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral what  is  the  actual  cost  of  the  messages 
and  the  income — to  know  whether 
there  is  a  profit  or  loss  ? 

*Mr.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire):  With 
regard  to  the  Post  Office  Department 
acquiring  the  telephones,  I  should  like 
to  ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
oppose  any  application  which  may  be 
made  by  the  Telephone  Company  for 
extension  of  their  patent  ? 

"^Mr.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  think  there  is  great  force  in  the 
remarks  which  were  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
(Mr.  Cochrane- Baillie).  We  are  sup- 
posed, now,  to  be  in  the  enjoyment  of 
sixpenny  telegrams.  As  far  as  the  towns 
are  concerned,  that  is  really  so,  but  in 
the  rural  districts  the  sixpenny  telegram 
does  not  exist.  You  cannot  get  a  tele- 
gram for  less  than  a  shilling  if  you  live 
a  mile  away  from  the  office,  and  any- 
thing over  two  miles  cost  Is.  6d.  Now, 
our  letters  are  conveyed  all  over  the 
country,  whether  100  yards  from  the  post 
office  or  10  miles,  at  the  same  charge 
of  a  penny.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
Department  cannot  be  called  upon  to 
deliver  telegrams  at  the  public  expense 
at  a  cheaper  rate  than  now,  but  I  would 
suggest  that  something  might  be  done 
for  the  rural  districts  by  a  re- arrange- 
ment of  terms.  For  instance,  where 
6d.  is  charged  for  porterage,  the 
messenger  should  be  required  to  wait 
for  at  least  a  quarter  of  an  hour  to 
enable  the  receiver  of  the  telegpram  to 
write  a  reply.  By  far  the  greater  num- 
ber of  town  telegrams  relate  to  gambling 
or  speculating  in  some  form  or  another, 
while  those  to  and  from  rural  districts 
relate  chiefly  to  agriculture,  which  at  the 
present  moment  is  a  much-suffering 
industry.  Manufacturers  can  send  back 
their  replies  without  having  to  employ 
porters,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the 
Post  Office  will  soon  be  able  to  devise 
a  scheme  by  which  town  and  country 
may  be  placed  more  on  an  equality  with 
regard  to  telegraphic  facilities.  The 
telegraphs  are  now  much  used  by  the 
farmers,  and  the  complaint  is  that  more 
attention  is  paid  to  the  horse  racing  and 
gambling  interest  than  to  those  of  agri- 
culture. The  men  on  the  Stock  Exchange 
get  their  telegrams  for  sixpence,  while 
tiie  farmers  have  to  pay  double.  I 
trust  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  may  be 

A/r,  HalUy  Stewart. 


able  to  give  the  Committee  an  aasaraiice 
that  this  matter  will  receive  due  oon- 
sideration. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the 
statement  which  has  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  J. 
Puleston).  The  hon.  Member  has  said 
that  when  the  subject  of  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  was  before  the  House  a 
demand  was  made  for  the  indnsion  of 
the  addresses.  That  demand  was  not 
conceded,  but  it  was  understood  that  as 
soon  as  it  was  shown  that  sixpenny  tele- 
grams were  a  financial  success  the  iaola- 
sion  of  addresses  should  be  considered. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton says  there  was  no  such  under- 
standing.   

*Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Not  on  the 
part  of  the  late  Government. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  It  was  distinctly 
understood  that  as  soon  as  the  sixpenny 
telegrams  proved  a  financial  success,  as 
they  have  now  proved  to  be,  the  ad- 
dresses should  be  sent  free.  I  recollect 
that  both  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port  and  myself  spoke  upon  the  subiect, 
and  the  statement  of  the  then  Irost- 
master  General  was  that  it  would  be 
better  to  see  what  the  result  of  sixpenny 
telegrams  would  be  financially  before 
we  went  further.  We  had  a  long  fight 
about  these  sixpenny  telegrams,  and  the 
prophecy  then  made  has  now  been  ful- 
filled. Therefore  I  think  the  time  has 
now  arrived  when  the  inclusion  of  free 
addresses  should  at  any  rate  be  con- 
sidered. The  fact  that  the  right  hon* 
Member  for  Bradford  once  received  a 
telegram  in  which  the  address  comprised 
1 7  words  is  of  no  importance  at  all ;  it  is 
very  improbable  that  a  person  sending 
a  message  to  the  Postmaster  Genertu 
would  say  *  ^  The  Eight  Hon.  John  Joseph 
Jones,  Her  Majesty  *s  Postmaster 
General,"  and  so  on.  The  cheaper 
telegrams  are  made,  the  more  will  the 
telegraphs  be  used,  and  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  commercial  prosperity  of 
the  country.  I  believe  that,  on  the 
average,  five  words  cover  addresses;  and 
therefore,  notwithstanding  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  lor 
Wolverhampton,  I  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  concede  the  boon  now 
asked  for. 

*SiR  KOPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Member   for  Wolverhampton  has 
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taken  exception  to  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport 
on  the  ground  that  free  addressee  would 
encourage  an  unnecessary  and  extrava- 
gant di^iseness  of  language ;  but  surely 
any  concession  in  this  direction  would 
naturally  take  the  form  of  allowing  a 
certain  number  of  words — say  four  or 
fiye — to  pass  free,  provided  these  words 
formed  the  address.  •  I  can  conceive  no 
reasonable  objection  to  such  a  concession, 
and  it  really  amounts,  in  one  point  of 
view,  to  a  reduction  in  the  general  price 
of  telegrams.  It  is  not  a  very  large 
concession  for  the  Post  Office  to  make, 
and  would  not  entail  a  heavy  charge 
upon  the  revenue  of  the  Department. 
It  would  simply  increase  the  number  of 
words  sent  for  6d.  from  12  to  16  or  17, 
because,  as  a  rule,  four  or  five  words  of 
«ach  telegpram  consists  of  addresses.  I 
hope  that  my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  not 
now,  will  at  some  early  period  see  his 
way  to  make  this  concession. 

BiB.  HANDEL  GOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  While  we  have  no  right  to  expect 
that  the  Department  should  be  carried 
on  at  a  loss,  I  think  we  might  well 
insist  that  as  soon  as  sixpenny  messages 
realize  a  profit  free  addresses  should 
be  wholly  or  partially  included.  I  be- 
lieve that  that  was  the  understanding 
when  the  system  of  sixpenny  telegprams 
was  established. 
*Mb.  CAUSTON  (South wark,  W.) : 
Before  the  telegraphs  passed  into  the 
hands  of  the  Government  longer  mes- 
sages than  at  present  could  be  sent  for 
sixpence  within  the  Metropolis.  When 
the  Government  took  over  the  telegraphs 
the  rate  was  at  once  doubled.  I  hope 
that  at  no  distant  time  the  experiment 
will  be  tried  of  including  addresses 
in  the  charge.  We  were  told,  when  six- 
penny telegrams  were  first  proposed,  that 
the  system  would  involve  a  terrible  loss 
to  the  Bevenue,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
'deman,  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  said  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  it  out  with  success.  They  have 
now  been  in  operation  for  some  years, 
and  the  experiment  has  proved  to  be 
successful,  and  I  think  the  time  has 
now  arrived  when  it  would  be  wise  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  concede 
free  addresses.  It  would  not  entail  any 
considerable  additional  cost  upon  the 
Post  Office,  and  would,  undoubtedly, 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  public 
generally. 


*SiB  J.  PULESTON  :  I  should  be 
willing  to  acquiesce  in  the  restriction  to 
five  words  for  the  address,  if  we  can 
induce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
accept  that  as  an  instalment,  and  I 
believe  there  was  an  understanding, 
though  not,  perhaps,  a  bargain,  wim 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
that  tne  inclusion  of  addresses  should 
be  considered  as  soon  as  a  financial 
equilibrium  was  established.  I  do  not 
think  we  should  regard  the  Post  Office 
revenue  as  a  source  of  profit  only,  where 
the  general  interests  of  the  country  are 
concerned. 

*Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  feel  bound 
to  confirm  the  statement  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, that,  at  the  time  sixpenny 
telegrams  were  adopted,  there  was  no 
understanding  whatever  come  to  at  the 
time  that  there  was  to  be  a  return  to  free 
addresses ;  and  the  difficulty  chiefly  put 
forward  was  not  the  financial  one, 
but  it  was  the  large  number  of  words 
used  unnecessarily  in  addresses  when 
addresses  were  free.  It  was  found  that 
the  average  number  of  words  for  the 
names  and  addresses  of  sender  and 
sendee  was  13. 

♦Sir  J.  PULESTON  :  I  think  the 
average  number  was  nine. 

*Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  No;  13,  and 
the  surplusage  involved  a  large  loss  in 
transmission,  which  was  saved  by 
abolishing  free  addresses.  I  believe 
that  now  the  average  number  of  words 
required  for  names  and  addresses  has 
been  reduced  to  something  like  four. 
This  shows  a  saving,  both  to  the  public 
and  to  the  Department,  in  the  cost  of 
transmitting  four  words,  as  against  13. 
I  believe  the  Postmaster  General  would 
do  a  very  unwise  thing  if  he  were  to 
revert  to  the  old  system  of  free  addresses. 
It  cannot  be  done  without  greatly  in- 
creasing the  cost,  and  if  any  additional 
advantage  is  to  be  given  to  the  public, 
it  should  be  given  in  another  direction. 
Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  think 
the  country  is  to  be  congratulated 
on  having  acquired  the  Channel 
cables,  and  on  making  the  service 
a  public  one  for  the  country,  instead 
of  being  in  the  hands  of  a  company. 
I  hope  there  will  be  an  early  reduction 
in  the  rates  now  charged  for  tele- 
grams by  the  monopolist  companies. 
Although  I  believe  that  the  Postmaster 
General  is  inclined  to  do  his  best  for  the 
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a  strong  view  of  these  matters,  and  may 
inspect  that  the  part  of  this  money  goes 
into  the  pocket  of  somebody  or  other. 
I  see  we  have  a  bailiff  of  the  Boyal 
Parks  who  has  to  look  after  all  the  Royal 
Parks  for  £700  a-year;  we  have  a 
Banger,  a  Superintendent  at  a  salary  of 
£346,  and  an  Assistant  Superintendent 
at  £150  per  annum.  There  is,  besides 
this,  a  large  sum  paid  to  gamekeepers 
— though  I  do  not  find  them  in  the 
Estimates.  I  protested  against  the  pay- 
ment for  gamekeepers  over  and  over 
again,  and  at  last  the  item  disappeared, 
but  the  individuals  did  not — ^they  re- 
mained. They  do  very  much  the  same 
thing,  but  they  are  not  called  **  game- 
keepers." This  shows  how  necessary  it 
is  to  look  into  these  matters.  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  many  persons  ''  make  a 
^ood  thing  "  out  of  Kichmond  Park  ? 
There  are  a  considerable  number  of 
houses  there  granted  by  Her  Majesty, 
and  there  are  gardens  round  those 
houses.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
gardeners  who  attend  to  these  gardens 
are  paid  out  of  this  Vote  ? 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  was  understood  to 
deny  the  justice  of  the  personal  impu- 
tations suggested  in  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  to  say  that  it  would  take  two  or 
three  days  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
the  information  he  asked  for. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  must  take  exception  to  the 
air  of  innocence  assumed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  it  would 
take  three  days  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  the  information  he 
asks  for.  Well,  I  contend  that,  even  if 
it  took  three  weeks  to  give  it,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  duty  is  to  offer  that 
information.  I  desire  to  know — and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
find  time  to  answer  this — who  are  the 
Hangers  and  Deputy  Bangers  we  see 
put  down  in  this  Vote  ?  Is  the  Hanger 
a  Royal  personage — is  he  a  pluralist — 
and  what  work  does  he  do  for  his  pay  ? 
I  am  told  that  the  Ranger  of  Green 
Park  is  a  Royal  personage,  but  I  have 
never  seen  him  looking  after  the  gate- 
keepers and  turncocks  there.  If  I  do 
not  get  any  information  on  this  point  I 
shall  move  to  report  Progpress. 

*Mii.  PLUNKET:  The  Hanger— as 
the  hon.  Member  himself  must  know — 
is  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge. 

Mr,  Lahouchere 


Mb.  CONTfiE AEE  :  I  did  not  know 
anything  of  the  sort. 
*Mb.  PLIJNEET  :  The  Hanger  has 
a  considerable  authority  over  the  parks, 
and  I  have  often  derived  advantage  from 
his  advice  and  co-operation. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  useful 
piece  of  information  he  has  given.  I 
may  remark  that  I  am  not  in  the  habit 
of  putting  questions  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee — I  put  questions  to 
elicit  information,  as  I  have  a  right  to 
do.  How  on  earth  am  I  to  know  the 
various  offices  of  these  Royal  Dukes  and 
hangers-on  ?  With  regard  to  the  Hanger 
of  these  parks,  I  must  say  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Commander-in-Chief  of  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  ought  to  have  enough 
to  do  in  connection  with  his  military 
duties  without  having  to  occupy  his  time 
with  these  pettifogging  duties  in  con- 
nection with  the  parks. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  75; 
Noes  144.— (Div.  List,  No.  48.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith):  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  question  of 
Constitution  Hill — a  subject  which  was 
discussed  the  other  day  in  connection 
with  another  matter.  I  take  this  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  again  raising  the 
subject.  I  observe  that  a  number  of 
Members  base  their  opposition  to  Con- 
stitution Hill  being  closed  except  to 
privileged  persons  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  not  included  in  the  list,  bat  I 
am  disposed  to  think  that  if  the  Members 
of  this  House  were  admitted  to  the 
privilege,  the  chances  of  the  public 
claim  to  use  the  road  being  fairly  con* 
sidered  would  be  in  no  degpree  augmen- 
ted. I  think  this  drive  should  be  open 
on  the  ground  of  public  convenience 
Constitution  Hill  forms  a  direct  line 
between  important  districts  of  the 
Metropolis —for  example,  from  this 
House  to  Hyde  Park  Corner.  In  the 
same  way  as  the  drive  across  the 
Horse  Guards  Parade,  now  opened 
to  the  public,  is  a  great  public 
convenience,  so  would  the  benefit 
of  opening  Constitution  Hill  be  felt. 
Now  we  have  to  take  a  detour  by  St. 
James's  and  Piccadilly,  or  go  round  by 
that  huge  enclosure,  Buckingham 
Palace  Gardens.  One  point  raised  in 
this  discussion  is  the  privacy  of  Bucking- 
ham Palace  Gardens.  I  do  not  know  that 
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there  is  anyone  in  Buckingham  Palace 
for  whom  privacy  is  required.  Of 
course,  any  time  Her  Majesty  is  at  the 
Palace  it  would  be  perfectly  simple  to 
haye  the  road  closed.  But  even  now 
the  whole  front  of  the  Palace  is  used  for 
vehicular  traffic,  and  I  think  that  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would 
Admit  that  the  privacy  of  the  Palace  is 
already  secured  as  far  as  it  may  be  by 
the  enclosure  of  Buckingham  Palace 
Gardens.  I  think  another  reason  for 
supporting  the  opening  of  the  Hill  is 
that    the  list    is    an    absurd  relic    of 

frivilege  which  ought  to  be  abolished, 
beg  to  moye  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  £100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<That  £78,295,  be  granted  for  the  said 
service." — {Mr,  Munro Fergmon.') 

*Mr.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
fiaffiron  Walden) :  I  rise  with  the  utmost 
pleasure  to  support  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  It  seems  to  me  so 
reasonable  and  moderate  that  it  ought 
to  command  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket).  But  if 
for  some  official  reason  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  unable  to  give  it  his  inde- 
pendent consideration,  I  think  it  might 
well  claim  the  support  of  Members 
opposite.  Members  of  Parliament  had 
formerly  the  exclusive  privilege  of 
driving  in  cabs  to  the  House  of  Commons 
through  Storey's  Gate.  That  privilege 
is  now  taken  away  from  them,  and 
shared  by  the  general  public.  And  in 
reg^ard  to  Richmond  Park,  it  was  stated 
in  a  previous  debate  that  formerly 
the  Ranger  would  only  allow  carriages 
to  pass  round  the  Park.  No  one 
on  this  side  holds,  and  I  do  not 
believe  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
hold,  that  only  carriages  should  be  per- 
mitted in  these  places.  But  on  Constitu- 
tion Hill  not  only  are  carriages  the  only 
vehicles  allowed,  but  absolutely  not 
everybody's  carriage-— only  the  carriages 
of  a  small  minority  of  ladies  and  gentle- 
men who  have  that  especial  privilege, 
which  is  called  the  entrie.  What 
we  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  do  is  to  open  the  roadway,  and 
to  relieve  the  congested  districts  on 
either  side  of  the  Park.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  it  has  often 
been  suggested  that  a  road  should  be 
made  from  the  North  of  Liondon  down 
to  the  Thames  in  order  to  relieve  the 


crowded  traffic  of  Bond  Street  and  St. 
James's  Street  All  who  live  in  that 
part  of  London  know  how  inconvenient 
it  is  at  times.  All  we  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gkentieman  to  do  is  to  open 
a  roadway  which  is  paid  for  and 
maintained  by  the  taxpayer,  and  not 
reserve  it  to  tne  use  of  a  small  minority 
of  ladies  and  gentiemen  who,  I 
believe,  pay  their  taxes,  although  I  am 
not  certain  whether  they  do  so 
in  all  cases.  I  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>vemment  to  consider  this  subject  on 
the  grounds  that  the  roadway  is  main- 
tained by  the  taxpayer,  that  to  open  it 
would  be  to  relieve  a  congested  district, 
and  that  it  would  abolish  an  absurd 
system  of  privilege  which  is  now  com- 
pletely out  of  date. 

♦Mb.     SHAW     LEFEVRE:      This 
subject    has    already    been    discussed 
once  this   Session,   and  I  think   there 
will  be  no  desire  to  discuss  it  at  any 
length.      I    will    make    a    suggestion 
which  might  remedy  the  inconvenience 
complained  of.    It  would  be,  no  doubt, 
an  enormous  convenience  to  the  public 
to  have  a  short  cut  from   Hyde  Park 
Comer     to     Buckingham    Gate.      It 
would  be  a  gpreat  relief  to  the  traffic. 
But  I  have  always  felt    in  regard   to 
Constitution  Hill    that  it  is  a  narrow 
roadway  with  trees  on  either  side.     If 
the  road  were  opened  to  the  public,   it 
would  be  necessary  to    cut    down  the 
trees  on  one  side,  and  for  my  part  I  would 
have  very  great  hcHitation  in  doing  that. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  walks 
in  London,   and   it   would   be   a   very 
serious   detriment    to  the  Park  if  we 
were  to  cut  down  the  trees.      I   have 
often  thought  that  a  new  road  might 
be  made  from  the  bottom  of  Hamilton 
Place  to  Buckingham  Gate.     There  is 
already  a  broad  walk  there  which  lies 
for  the  first  half  of    the  distance   in 
a  kind  of  dell,  and  is  well  adapted  for 
a  b  road  road.      If  that  were  done,  it 
would  avoid  the  necessity  of  cutting 
doWn  the  trees  on  Constitution   HilL 
The  difficulty  would  be  solved,  and  a 
new  road  would  be  opened  for  traffic, 
while    Constitution  Uill  could  be  re- 
served solely  to  the  use  of  Her  Majesty, 
and  the  existing  privilege  extended  to 
a  certain  number  of  people  would  thus 
be  abolished.     I  throw  out  the  sugges- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     It  is 
one  which  has  often  occurred  to  me,  and 
one  which,  had  I  been  longer  in  the 
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and  still  more  would  I  deny  the  right  of 
those  criminal  classes  who  do — it  must 
be  admitted  very  commonly — follow  in 
the  wake  of  such  demonstrations. 

An    hon.    Member:     And    of   Lord 
Mayors'  Shows. 

♦Sir  EOPER  LETHBRIDGE  :  Yes, 
but  there  is  no  proposition  to  open  the 
Horse  Guards*  Parade  to  the  Civic  Pro- 
cession. The  hon.  Member  for  Hagger- 
ston  told  us  it  was  a  quiet  spot,  and  so 
it  is,  and  so  it  should  be,  for  not  only  is 
it  situated  in  close  proximity  to  the 
Boyal  Palaces  and  close  to  Government 
offices,  it  is  very  near  where  the 
Imperial  Parliament  holds  its  Sittings ; 
and,  theref^e,  I  think  there  is  every 
reason  to  retain  it  in  its  quietude  and  not 
run  the  risk  of  disorder  and  disturbance 
so  near  the  House. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  did  not  quite  understand  whether  you 
put  the  reduction  generally  on  the  Vote. 
Am  I  at  liberty  to  raise  the  question 
of  enclosures  in  the  parks  ? 

The    CHAIRMAN:     No,  the    hon. 
Member  is  premature. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) :  I  think  it  will  be  felt, 
especially  after  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Thanet  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Kensington,  that  a  reply  from  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  would 
tend  to  shorten  discussion.  It  struck 
me  the  hon.  Member  moved  the  Amend- 
ment in  a  clear  and  temperate  manner, 
and  unless  it  can  be  shown  that  his 
proposition  is  unreasonable  I  shall  sup- 
port him. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  quite  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  to  say  it 
was  his  intention  to  take  a  Division  as 
marking  his  protest.  He  admitted,  I 
think,  that  this  matter  was  fully  debated 
when  the  whole  subject  of  open  air 
public  meetings  in  the  Metropolis  was 
thoroughly  discussed  earlier  in  the  Ses- 
sion. 

*Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
under  some  slight  misapprehension. 
I  did  not  say  the  question  I  had 
raised  was  fairly  discussed  when 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  was  before 
the  House.  I  said  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Royal  Parks  had  been  fairly 
discussed  this  evening.  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kensington,    that  if  he 

Sir  Roper  Lethbr%dg$ 


had  to  tramp  from  Limehouse  to  Hyde 
Park,  as  many  people  have  in  order  to 
take  part  in  popular  demonstrations,  he 
would  appreciate  the  distance  of  the 
Parade  from  Hyde  Park.  The  two 
places  are  20  minutes  walk  apart,  and 
the  walk  there  and  back,  40  minutes, 
make  a  sensible  difference  to  a  man  who 
has  walked  from  the  far  East  of 
London.  I  think  we  ouffht  to  have 
the  support  of  those  who  boast  them- 
selves Constitutionalists,  if  they  are 
anxious  to  maintain  the  right  of  free 
speech  in  open  spaces.  Surely  it  is 
better  to  allow  the  people  to  come  to- 
gether, to  blow  off  superfluous  steam, 
and  ventilate  their  grievances,  than  to 
sit  on  the  safety  valve  until  an  explosion 
takes  place. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  We  have 
heard  no  reason  why  meetings  should 
not  take  place  on  the  Parade.  One  ad- 
vantage would  be,  there  is  no  dama^  to 
be  done.  All  demonstrations  in  Hyde 
Park  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  harmful  to 
the  Park.  The  grass  is  trampled  down 
and  in  danger  of  being  destroyed — an 
open  space  without  turf  is  drier  and  not 
open  to  the  same  objection.  This  place 
is  the  more  necessary  for  public  meet- 
ings, seeing  that  you  have  taken  away 
the  right  the  people  enjoyed  for  40  years 
to  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square.  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  would  apply  equally  to 
meetings  in  Hyde  Park,  or  anywhere 
else.  But  poor  people  cannot  afford  to 
organize  a  big  meeting  in  a  public  hall 
— 50  guineas  for  a  night  in  St.  James's 
Hall  is  something  considerable  to 
them.  Indeed,  in  the  MetropoUs  it 
is  very  difficult  to  get  a  hall  for 
a  popular  meeting.  Exeter  Hall  is 
taken  away  for  other  purposes ;  in  faot» 
we  are  boycotted  all  round.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  get  a  large  hall  for  a  popu- 
lar Radical  meeting.  Proprietors  are 
usually  Conservative,  and  do  not  like 
their  premises  used  by  people  who  may 
raise  inconvenient  questions  that  might 
lose  a  Member — such  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kensington,  for  instance — ^his 
seat  at  the  next  election.  We  require 
public  meetings  to  discuss  public 
matters,  no  matter  whether  the  Govern- 
ment is  Liberal  or  Conservative;  in- 
deed, I  think  I  have  assisted  in  the 
organization  of  more  demonstrations 
against  Liberal  Governments  than  Con- 
servative   Governments.      We    require 
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^ometimeB  to  keep  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment straight,  and  we  have  to  protest 
sometimes  against  some  Oonseryative 
Jingo  policy  against  the  national  in- 
terest. But  if  you  are  going  to  deny  us 
the  use  of  all  open  grounds,  where  would 
you  have  us  hold  our  meetings  ?  We  do 
not  wish  to  have  disorder ;  we  wish  to  have 
matters  settled  quietly.  Let  the  County 
Council,  or  some  other  authority,  exer- 
cise control  over  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions under  which  meetings  shall  be 
held.  Your  present  policy  of  objection 
and  doing  nothing  causes  deep  irrita- 
tion. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee):  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  makes  no  reply  ;  let  me  put 
the  question  to  him  in  a  direct  form.  On 
what  ground  do  the  Government  claim 
the  right,  or  assert  the  wisdom,  of 
excluding  the  people  of  London  from 
the  Horse  Guards  Parade  ?  The  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
my  former  opponent  (Sir  H.  Lethoridge) 
about  riot  and  agitators  and  the 
criminal  classes  are  in  the  usual  line, 
and  will  not,  I  think,  be  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

♦Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks  by 
what  authority  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment prevent  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
from  holding  meeting  on    the    Horse 

Guards  Parade 

Mb.  FIRTH:  No;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mistakes  me  entirely.  I  did 
not  say  by  what  authority.  I  know  they 
have  authority.  I  ask,  why  ?  What  is 
the  reason  for  the  exclusion  ? 

*Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  At  any 
rate,  I  may  say,  having  taken  part  years 
ago  in  passing  the  Parks  Regulation  Act 
tfajTough  the  House,  that  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  that  time  t^at  the  assemblage  of  a 
large  numbef  of  people  in  the  public 
parks,  and  especially  near  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  was  much  to  be  depre- 
cated. The  hon.  Member  is  no  doubt 
aware  that  there  is  an  old  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book  which  prevents  the  assem- 
bling of  any  meeting  within  a  certain 
limit  of  where  Parliament  is  holding  its 
sitting. 

An  hon.  BisMBEB  :  That  is  not  on  the 
Statute  Book. 
♦Mb.  JAMES   LOWTHER :  If  the 


hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  Statutes 

at  Large  he  will  find  that  he  has  no  I  think  he  is  mistaken  as  to  the  Statute^ 


warrant  for  his  interruption.  Whether 
it  is  orderly  or  not,  I  leave  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide. 

Mb.  FIKTH:  I  made  no  interrup- 
tion. 

♦Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER:  I  re- 
ferred  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam* 
borne. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken.  I  did 
not  say  there  was  no  such  Statute  in 
existence 

♦Mb.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  It  shows 
the  inconvenience  of  the  interpolation 
of  remarks  while  another  Member  is  ad- 
dressing the  Committee.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  the  Parks  Regulation  Act  was  spe- 
cially framed  with  a  view  to  allowing  the 
Government  of  the  day,  by  the  issuing 
of  a  Proclamation  or  the  affixing  of 
notices,  to   prevent   a  meeting   in  the 
Royal  Parks.     The  passage  through  the 
streets  of  a  large  number    of   people 
having  in  view  the  object  of  attending  a 
meeting  is,  I  venture  to  say,  a  cause  of 
great'  public    inconvenience.     For   my 
part,  I  reg^t  that   Hyde  Park  should 
have  been  set  apart  for  such  purposes. 
St.  James's  Park  has  never  been  so  used, 
and  the  Ghreen  Park  has  always  been 
kept  free  from  such  proceedings.     I  hope 
the  Gt>vernment    will    not,  under  any 
conditions,  think    of  inflicting    such   a 
nuisance  as  this  upon  the  Metropolis. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  asks 
why  those  who  come  from  the  East  End 
of  London    should    be  called  upon  to 
trudge  a  long  distance  past  the  Mall  and 
Trafalgar  Square  to  go  to  Hyde  Park. 
Well,  I  say,  as  I  said   20  years  ago, 
it  would  be  much  better  for  the  people 
of  that  district  to  hold  their  meetings  at 
the  East  End;  or,  as  was  pointed  out 
at  the  timc^  refer  to,  that  Primrose  Hill 
is  a  much    more    convenient  site  for 
such  meetings,  and  more  accessible  from 
the  residences  of  the  majority  of  persons 
who  attend  them.     But  I  think  it  k 
extremely  wrong  to  induce  those  who 
live  in  the  East  End  to  proceed  through 
crowded  thoroughfares  to  hold  a  meet- 
ing in  the  West  End  which  had  muck 
better  be  held  in  their  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  may  venture 
to  challenge  the  law  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  presume  it  is  material  to 
the  discussion  before  the  Committee,  or 
you.  Sir,  would  not  have  allowed  it.    I 
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which  does  not  forbid  any  meeting  but 
only  meetings  for  certain  purposes. 

*Mr.  JAMES  LO WTHER :  Will  the 
hon.  Member  allow  me  to  say  I  am  per- 
fectly well  aware  of  the  terms  of  the 
Statute  ?  The  Statute  forbids  the  hold- 
ing of  any  meeting  for  the  purpose  of 
addressing  anypetition,  notice,  or  remon- 
strance to  Parliament  within  the  City 
and  Liberties  of  Westminster  while 
Parliament  is  sitting,  but  it  does  not 
preclude  a  meeting  being  held  under 
the  very  nose  of  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  of  passing  a  resolution. 

*Mk.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  any 
meeting  whatever,  and  I  have  many 
reasons  for  knowing  that  is  incorrect. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) : 
The  objection  urged  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  apply  to  Hyde  Park  as 
well  as  anywhere  else.  Where,  I  would 
ask,  are  the  poor  people  to  go  ?  Prim- 
rose Hill  is  suggested,  but  I  remember 
one  occasion  when  people  were  told 
Trafalgar  Square  was  the  place  instead 
of  Hyde  Park.  Surely  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade  is  a  most  convenient 
place  for  meetings.  The  people  of 
London  are  being  driven  from  pillar  to 
post  in  search  of  a  place  in  which  to 
iiold  meetings  without  danger  of  in- 
terruption. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  I  did  not  intend  to  vote 
on  this  question,  but  after  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
it  seems  to  me  the  duty  of  every  Liberal 
to  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  deny  the  people  of  London  the  right 
to  meet  in  anypart  of  the  Metropolis 
Bave  Primrose  !mll  or  the  East  End.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade  was  a  very  good  place  to 
meet  in. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  evidently 
lias  no  knowledge  of  London  outside 
Club  land.  He  does  not  know  how  far 
Primrose  Hill  is  from  the  East  End  of 
London — probably  he  thinks  they  are 
in  the  same  neighbourhood.  Why, 
Primrose  Hill  is  half  way  to  Hamp- 
stead,  and  it  is  nothing  short  of  an 
insult  to  the  people  of  London  to  ask 
them  to  go  there  to  hold  their  open  air 
meetings. 

Mb.  OONYBEABE:  The  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  does 

Mr,  Bradlaugh 


him  credit  as  a  legislator  and  an  ex- 
Minister.  I  understood  him  to  quote 
from  the  Parks  Regulation  Act. 

*Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Government  had 
the  right  to  issue  a  Proclamation  for- 
bidding meetings  in  the  Parks  under 
the  Parks  Regulation  Act  of  1872. 

*Mr.  J.   LOWTHER :    No ;  to    pass 
rules. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  That  is  a 
very  different  thing.  Passing 
rules  is  not  issuing  a  proclama- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
represented  the  Act  in  an  utterly  erro- 
neous light.  He  has  represented  that 
meetings  are  forbidden  m  the  Green 
Park  and  St.  James's  Park,  whilst  they 
are  allowed  in  Hyde  Park  \  but  that  is 
not  the  fact.  The  Act  does  not  oontain 
any  provisions  prohibiting  public  meet- 
ings any  more  than  it  contains  provisions 
authorizing  them.  The  three  Parks  men- 
tioned are  on  entirely  the  same  footing, 
authority  being  g^ven  to  lay  down  rules, 
which  you  can  see  posted  up  in  the 
Parks. 

«MR.*CREMER(Shoreditch,  Hangers- 
ton)  :  On  behalf  of  my  Friends  sitting 
round  me,  I  wish  to  say  that  whilst  we 
are  not  disappointed  at  the  attitude  the 
Gt>vemment  have  taken  up,  we  are 
grieved  that  we  have  been  treated 
with  such  scant  courtesy.  I  stated 
when  I  moved  the  reduction  of  &e 
Vote  that  I  had  no  wish  to  obstroet 
the  proceedings,  my  wish  being  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  a  statement  of 
their  reason  for  refusing  to  the  people 
the  right  of  meeting  on  the  Sorse 
Guards'  Parade.  We  have  asked  one 
Member  of  the  Government  after  another 
for  a  reason,  but  none  has  been  given* 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  that  it  will  be  utterly  impoesiUe 
to  get  through  the  Estimates  if  so  much 
time  is  spent  on  these  small  Votes.  I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  as  a  protest  against 
the  public  being  prevented  from  hiding 
meetings  on  the  Horse  Guards'  Pacadei 
and  not  with  the  view  of  calling  upon 
me  to  give  any  further  account  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
Li  the  course  of  the  debate  upon  the 
Address,  my  right  hoti.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  explained  why  it  wonld 
be  inconvenient,  in  the  public  interesti 
that  large  public  meetings  should  be 
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held  on  the  Horse  Guards'  Parade  or  in 
St.  James's  Park,  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  public  offices  and 
the  Houses  of  Parliament. 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayes  71 » 
Noes  107.— (Div.  List,  No.  51.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Mk.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Last  year  on  the  Vote  for  Bichmond 
Park  and  Greenwich  Park  I  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  large  amount  of  spaee  from 
the  enjoyment  of  which  the  public  are 
excluded.  In  Greenwich  Park  the 
public  are  excluded  from  the  15  acres 
which  surround  the  Bangor's  Lodge, 
occupied  by  Lord  Wolseley.  The  right 
hen.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  says  that  this  land  costs  the 
public  nothing,  but  I  maintain  that  even 
if  the  poor  of  London  lose  nothing  but 
the  enjojrment  of  it,  that  is  too  much, 
and  ought  not  to  be  permitted. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  The  15  or  16  acres 
of  Greenwich  Park  that  have  been  added 
to  the  grounds  of  theBaneer'sLodgehave 
never  oeen  open  to  the  public.  In  illustra- 
tion of  my  anxiety  to  secure  to  the  public 
the  enjoyment  of  Uie  Parks,I  may  mention 
that,  in  the  case  of  Regent's  Park,  the 
expiring  lease  of  the  Toxophilite  Society 
will  not  be  renewed.  Ithinkthehon.Mem- 
ber  will  do  me  the  justice  to  admit  that 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  holdine 
my  present  office  I  have  done  all  I  could 
to  make  the  Royal  Parks  more  available 
to  the  public  and  to  increase  their  value 
to  the  people. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  Has  this  indo- 
sure  in  Ghreenwich  Park  been  recently 
added  to  the  Ranger's  Lodge?  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  know  that. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET:  It  was  added  in 
1815. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
I  wish  to  draw  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attention  to  the  trees  in  Kensing- 
ton Gardens,  near  the  Round  Pona. 
Many  trees  have  been  cut  down  during 
recent  years,  and  the  condition  under 
which  others  grow  has  been  altered  by 
levelling.  Many  of  them  now  grow  in 
a  bed  that  is  not  natural  to  them,  their 
roots  being  too  thickly  covered  with  soil. 
The  health  and  even  the  lives  of  many  of 
the  trees — particularly  the  elms — have 
been  impenlled  in  this  way.  Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  report  as  to 
the  operations  which  have  been  carried 


out,  and  does  he  intend  to  replace  the 
trees  that  have  had  to  be  removed  ? 
*Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  have  consulted 
the  best  authorities  on  the  subject,  and 
have  had  numerous  reports  sent  to  me 
from  time  to  time.  For  one  reason  or 
another  I  believe  it  is  impossible  to  save 
the  old  trees;  but  I  have  very  good 
reports  of  the  young  trees,  which  are 
bemg  planted  on  a  better  system ;  and 
the  Committee  may  rest  assured  that  I 
shall  not  fail  to  take  iiny  steps  likely  to 
prevent  the  gardens  being  denuded  of 
trees  where  it  is  desirable  to  have  them. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  For 
years  I  have  been  hammering  away  at 
this  matter,  and  have  never  been  able 
to  get  any  satisfaction.  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  old  age  that  is  killiog  the  trees. 
Old  trees,  middle-aged  trees,  and  young 
trees  are  all  dying  in  certain  parts  of 
the  Park,  showing  that  there  must  be 
something  wrong  with  the  soil. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION   BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  1st  April. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Resolutions  [26th  March]  reported. 

Class  I. 

(1.)  <<  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £29,238,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  complete  the  enm 
neceesary  to  defray  me  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  pajrment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 let  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Main- 
tenance and  Riepair  of  Royal  Psdacee." 

Question, ' '  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  the  Ck>nimittee  in  the  said  Resolu- 
tion," put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  *<  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £1,340,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  oonrse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Main- 
tenance and  Repair  of  Marlborough  House." 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
said  BMolution." 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
do  not  propose  to  renew  at  this  stage  the 
opposition  that  was  ofifered  in  Committee 
to  this  Vote,  but  I  do  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  remarkable  observation 
offeired    by  the    First    CommissionoTi 
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and  to  the  still  more  remarkable 
explanation  offered  by  him  this 
evening.  I  understood  tiie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  in  the  first  instance  that 
the  expenditure  on  Marlborough  House 
was  in  consequence  of  an  agreement 
entered  into  in  1878  between  the  Trea- 
sury  and  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales.  When  I  put  a  question  to 
him  he  answered  that  there  had  been  no 
such  agreement,  and  that  he  never  said 
there  had  been  such  an  agreement. 
Now,  Sir,  in  vindication  of  the  position 
which  I  and  others  have  taken  up,  I 
wish  to  say  that  in  referring  to  the 
ordinary  reports  of  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  I  find  that  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  thus  reported  in  the  Time9  news- 
paper— 

*'  lir.  Plonket  explained  that  the  charges 
now  asked  to  be  provided  for  were  undertaken 
bj  the  nation  on  agreement  entered  into  in 
1878  in  consideration  of  His  Royal  Highness 
spending  a  large  sum  on  Marlborough  House." 

I  myself  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
repeatedly  referred  to  the  understanding, 
or  whatever  it  is,  as  an  agpreement  with- 
out any  objection  being  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
went  a  good  deal  further  than  I  did, 
because  he  said  it  was  a  corrupt  and 
profligate  agreement.    I  do  not  mention 
this  by  way  of  insisting  on  the  accuracy 
of  the  epithets  he  applied  to  it,  but 
rather  to  show  that  he  understood  the 
First  Commissioner  to  defend  the  Vote 
as  the  result  of  an  agreement  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
I  do  think  that  in  justice  to  the  House 
it  is  necessary  to  call  attention  to  de- 
fences of  this  kind  which  are  perpetually 
being  set  up  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  I  do  think  that  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who   have  to  defend  Votes 
in  this  Committee  owe  it  to  themselves 
and  to  us  to  be  extremely  careful  and 
precise  and  accurate  in  the  statements 
they  make  in  this  Committee,  especially 
on  subjects  of  this  nature. 
*Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  when  I  spoke  the 
other  evening  I  intended  to  use  the  very 
words    I  used    in    my    reply    to    his 

?uestion,  and  I  believe  I  did,  because 
read  out  my  statement  from  a 
note  which  I  had  before  me — namely, 
that  it  was  a  direction  given  by  the 
Treasury    under  certain  oiroomstanoes 


which  I  explained.  I  am  extremely 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  misunderstood  me. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Do  I  understand  that  Hia 
Boyal  Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales 
does  not  spend  anything  on  the  repair 
of  Marlborough  House?  Is  the  nation 
under  the  obligation  of  maintaining  thia 
fabric  both  externally  and  internally? 
I  believe  on  a  former  occasion  some 
statement  was  made  that  the  Marl- 
borough House  property  was  not  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  other  Boyal  Palaces, 
but  belonged  to  the  nation,  and  was 
occupied  by  His  Royal  Highness  on 
some  sort  of  lease,  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  that  is  so  ? 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  Marlborough 
House  was  in  former  times  a  Royal 
Palace,  and  it  has  also  been  used  as  an 
office;  but  at  the  time  the  Prince  of 
Wales  was  coming  of  age  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed  to  enable  Her 
Majesty  to  vest  Marlborough  House 
in  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales  during  his  life.  In  1878 
His  Royal  Highness  had  spent  a  larg^e 
sum  out  of  his  private  resources  on  tne 
maintenance  of  Marlborough  House, 
and  the  Treasury  then  decided  that» 
having  regard  to  this  expenditure,  it 
would  be  fair  that  the  external  and 
internal  repairs  of  the  house  should  be 
made  in  the  same  way  as  in  the  case  of 
certain  other  Royal  Palaces. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BHiL. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  7  agreed  to. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  move  the  following  clause  to  add  to 
Section   3   of  the  Army  Act,    1881 : — 

"  Provided  also  that  no  ofl^r  or  other  person 
in  command  of  men  of  Her  Majestv'B  Forces, 
in  a  ohuroh  or  other  place  of  worship  of  any 
religious  communion,  shall  be  entitlea  to  give 
any  order  or  to  do  any  act  in  contravention  of 
the  civil  law  ap;ainst  causing  disturbances  in  a 
place  of  worship." 

The  object  of  this  proposal  is  to  render 
the  military  rule  and  usaee  conformable 
to  the  civil  and  ordinary  law  in  respect 
of  a  congregation  conduotinff  their  reli- 
gious services  without  disturbanoe. 
Under  an  Act  of  the  23rd  and  24th  of 
the  Queen,  violence  or  riotous  behaviour 
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in  a  ohuToli  or  disturbance  of  the  duly 
appointed  ministers  in  religious  worship 
is  constituted  an  offence  punishable  by 
fine  or  imprisonment;  but  although  a 
military  officer  would  be  subject  to  the 
law,  yet  if  the  military  officer,  by  giving 
an  order  to  his  troops  to  withdraw  from 
church,  thereby  caused  a  disturbance 
durinff  service,  he  would  not  subject 
himself  to  any  punishment  at  the 
hands  of  the  civil  authorities.  I  submit 
that  officers  should  not  be  tempted,  by 
the  immunity  afforded  to  them  by  the 
military  regulations,  to  place  themselves 
in  conflict  with  the  civil  authorities. 
The  necessity  for  the  Amendment  is 
proved  by  what  occurred  in  the  Oatholic 
church  at2  Clonmel  on  Simday  the  3rd 
of  March. 
♦Thb  8E0RETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
WAE  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  :  I  rise  to 
order.  The  partictilar  case  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  alludes  is  iuh  judiee, 
and  I  ask  whether  it  is  in  order  that 
any  reference  should  be  made  to  it? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  On  the  point  of  order, 
I  may  say  I  am  only  arguing  in  favour 
of  makinff  the  military  rule  conformable 
to  the  ordinary  law. 

Thb  OKAIEMAN:  It  is  extremely 
inconvenient,  and  the  inconvenience 
may  become  of  a  most  serious  character, 
to  oiscuss  questions  that  are  iuh  judtesy 
but  I  know  of  no  Rule  of  the  House  that 
prevents  the  hon.  Member  discussing 
this  matter. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  can  assure  you, 
Sir,  that,  so  far  from  touching,  I  shall 
not  even  approach  the  question  that  is 
^  judiee — I  shall  merelv  relate  the  cir- 
cumstances as  recorded  by  the  Press 
without  any  attempt  to  preiudice  the 
question.  The  Catnolic  soldiers  were 
in  church  in  charge  of  a  young  gentle- 
man named  Oeoghegan,  a  lieutenant. 
The  officiating  clergyman  was  read- 
ing a  Pastoral  Letter  from  the  Bishop 
of  the  Diocese,  and  suddenly  lieutenant 
Oeoghegan,  who  was  seated  in  the  organ 
{gallery,  rose  and  shouted  to  his  men  who 
were  in  the  body  of  the  church,  **  Troops 
outside."  The  Lieutenant  immediately 
tramped  out  of  church,  followed  by  two 
sergeants ;  the  rest  of  the  soldiers  re- 
mained until  the  end  of  the  service.  The 
incident  led  to  a  breach  of  the  peace 
outside  the  church  after  the  service, 
and  I  think  we  may  very  well  con- 

fratulate  ourselves  that,  instead  of  one 
reach  of  the  peace,  there  was  not  a 


riot.  Proceedings  were  taken  against 
the  lieutenant,  who  was  sentenced  by 
the  magistrates  to  a  fine,  or  a  month's 
imprisonment,  but  the  case  is  still  tub 
judUs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  was  questioned  on 
the  subject  in  this  House ;  and  if  he  had 
then  conveyed  any  censure,  or  expressed 
in  the  mildest  manner  any  disapproval 
of  the  conduct  of  the  lieutenant,  I 
should  not  have  pressed  the  subject  on 
^e  attention  of  the  House.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  referring  to  some 
dictum  laid  down  by  one  of  his  prede- 
cessors in  1881,  areued  that  some  dis- 
cretion must  be  allowed  to  officers  in 
command  of  troops  in  places  of  religious 
worship  in  reference  to  the  language 
used  there.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  would  not  condemn  this  exercise 
of  discretion  by  Lieutenant  Geoehegan. 
It  seems  that  something  was  said  in  the 
Pastoral  Letter  that  did  not  meet  the  ap- 
proval of  the  lieutenant.  X  understand 
that  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
read  the  letter. 

*BfB.  E.  STANHOPE :   I  have  read 
the  letter  now. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  then,  have  any  objection  to 
quote  the  passages  which,  in  his 
opinion,  justified  the  lieutenant  in 
ordering  his  soldiers  to  withdraw  from 
the  church  ? 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  I  do  not  see  how 
that  is  relevant  to  the  pronosed  clause. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  what 
was  said  justified  a  breach  of  a  par- 
ticular order. 

Mb.  sexton  :  My  argument  is  that 
if  Lieutenant  Geoghegan  had  discretion, 
the  discretion  was  wrongly  exercised. 
May  I  not  submit,  Sir,  that  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion  was  such  that  it  ought 
to  have  subjected  him  to  the  censure  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  That  is  not  at 
all  relevant  to  the  clause  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  nroposes  to  move. 
Mb.  sexton  :  Well,  Sir,  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  intends 
to  do  in  similar  cases  in  future  ?  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  opinion  entertained 
by  the  Bishop  of  Clonmel  is  the 
opinion  entertained  by  every  other 
prelate  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  by  nearly 
all  the  clergy,  and,  I  ask,  is  he  going 
to  submit  the  40,000  Oatholic  soldiers  in 
the  British  Army  to  the  alternative  of 
disregarding  the  orders  of  their  military 
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BuperiorSi  or  being  disrespectful  to  the 
officers  of  their  Church?  Either  the 
Government  can  provide  religious  ser- 
vices for  the  soldiers  in  the  barracks, 
where  they  can  conduct  them  at 
their  own  discretion,  or  else,  if  they 
send  the  soldiers  to  the  churches  pro- 
vided by  the  people  themselves,  they 
must  submit  to  the  ordinary  regulations. 
Is  it  to  be  said  that  any  stripling,  like 
Lieutenant  Geoghegan,  20  years  of  age, 
is  to  be  allowed  to  sit  in  judgment  upon 
Bishop,  whose  Pastoral  he  hears,  and  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  decision  he 
comes  to?  The  discretion  allowed  to 
officers  in  matters  of  this  kind  is  offen- 
sive to  public  feeling,  and  is  unwise  and 
futile;  because  X  submit  that  the 
soldiers  gave  to  the  Pastoral  a  closer 
and  more  sympathetic  attention  than 
what  they  might  otherwise  have 
given  to  it  if  this  incident  had  not  oc- 
curred. It  is  impossible  to  attempt  to 
insulate  the  minds  of  your  soldiers. 
You  can  prevent  them  from  hearing 
Pastorals,  but  you  cannot  prevent  them 
from  reading  the  newspapers ;  and  you 
will,  in  any  newspaper,  in  any  day,  find 
much  severer  comment  on  the  action  of 
the  Government  than  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Pastoral  Letter.  In  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  occurrences  of  this  kind 
are  particularly  dangerous.  I  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  such  Pas- 
torals are  likely  to  be  read  and  heard 
in  churches  in  Ireland  for  some  time  to 
oome;  and  I  warn  him  that  grave 
difficulties  will  be  caused  unless  he 
takes  care  that  such  an  incident  shall 
not  occur  again. 

(Amendment  of  Section  3  of  Army  Act,  1881.) 

At  the  end  of  Section  3  of  "  The  Army  Acti 
1881/*  the  following  proviso  shall  be  added* 
P»>Yided  also,  '*  That  no  officer  or  other  per- 
son in  command  of  men  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
in  a  church  or  other  place  of  worship  of  any 
religious  communion  shall  be  entitled  to  give 
any  order  or  to  do  any  act  in  contravention  of 
the  civil  law  against  causing  disturbance  in  a 
place  of  worship."— (^r.  Sexton,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause 
be  read  a  second  time.'' 

SiE  W.  MARRIOTT  (Brighton): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposes 
this  Amendment  says  he  does  not  wish 
to  discuss  a  question  theitiB  suh  j'udies ; 
but  the  whole  of  this  question  is  st^ 
judic0  at  the  present  moment. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.    The  declaration 

Mr.  Sexton 


of  the  Secretary  for  War  makes  it  clear 
that,  whatever  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  still  refuse  to  censure  the 
lieutenant. 

Sib  W.  MARRIOTT :  The  case  is  tub 
judice  at  this  moment,  and  the  mouth  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is  therefore 
closed;  and  with  all  due  deference  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton) 
I  really  do  not  think  the  Clause  has  any 
meaning  whatever.  I  do  not  know 
what  distinction  the  hon.  Gentleman 
draws  between  civil  law  and  military ; 
they  are  all  laws  of  this  House, 
and  no  officer  can  commit  any 
offence  against  a  law  of  this  House 
without  being  brought  before  a  civil 
tribunal.  The  Clause  is,  therefore,  in 
my  opinion,  absolutely  useless.  It  will 
not  add  one  tittle  to  the  responsibility 
of  any  officer  in  the  duty  he  has  to  per* 
form,  either  in  church  or  out  of  churchy 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  proposal. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  been  severe  upon  me  in  a 
very  polite  manner.  He  is  usually  keen 
in  his  arguments,  but  I  must  say  that 
his  bluntness  on  this  occasion  is  con- 
spicuous by  its  absence.  He  misappre- 
hends entirely  the  position  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War ;  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanhope)  has  opened 
his  mouth  already,  and  opened  it  so 
widely  that  he  has  actually  anticipated 
the  decision  of  the  Civil  Courts,  becauso 
he  declared  at  the  Table  of  this  House 
that  he  could  not,  and  would  not,  con- 
demn the  action  of  the  Lieutenant. 
Now,  I  say,  that  according  to  that 
declaration,  no  matter  what  may  be  tho 
decision  of  the  Civil  Court,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  bound  not  to  condemn 
the  action  of  the  Lieutenant.  If  my 
Amendment  be  accepted,  and  a  man 
were  condemned  by  the  Civil  Courts,  I 
suppose  the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
bound  to  take  notice  of  his  conduct, 
which,  in  itself,  would  be  a  very  useful 
reform. 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Some  short 
time  ago  I  answered  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  this  pffloer^ 
and  since  I  gave  that  answer,  much  (o 
my  surprise,  civil  proceedings  have  been 
taken.  I  had  at  that  time  no  knowledge- 
that  civil  proceedings  were  about  to  be 
taken,  and!  must  say  that  I  was veiymuok 
surprised  that  they  were  taken.    Thai 
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being  bo,  until  the  result  of  those 
proceedings  is  known,  my  mouth  must 
remain  closed,  although  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  has  tried  to  prejudge 
the  case. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Marriott)  does 
not  seem  to  know  that  there  is  any  differ- 
ence between  the  conduct  of  an  officer  and 
that  of  a  private  person,  but  there  is  a  con- 
siderable difference.  An  officer's  action 
under  the  circumstances  stated  involves 
what  is  done  by  the  troops  under  his 
command.  Are  we  to  allow  an  officer, 
acting  upon  the  prejudice  of  the  moment, 
he  being,  perhaps,  a  strong  Liberal,  or 
probably  a  strong  Conservative,  or  a 
man  holding  eccentric  views — a  young 
man  of  only  nineteen,  and  without  suf- 
ficient experience,  to  exercise  such  a 
power  as  was  exorcised  on  the  occasion 
m  question?  I  do  not  think  such  a 
power  ought  to  be  allowed.  There  is  a 
difference  between  the  cases  of  troops 
going  to  a  public  Church  and  those  who 
go  to  garrison  service.  It  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Commander  of  a  station  to 
prevent  the  troops  going  to  a  Church 
where  he  thinks  they  may  hear  what 
they  ought  not  to  hear,  and  send  them 
elsewhere.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  shakes  his  head, 
and  no  doubt  he  is  right  to  this  extent, 
that  the  Commandant  cannot  send  Pro- 
testants to  a  Catholic  Church  nor  Catho- 
lics to  a  Protestant  one ;  but  he  can 
refuse  to  let  them  go  to  a  particular 
Church  and  arrange  for  them  to  have  a 
service  of  their  own.  I  have  had  some 
experience  in  military  matters,  and  think 
it  difficult  to  lay  down  a  hard  and  fast 
rule  as  to  the  discretion  of  officers,  but 
at  the  same  time  you  may  be  involved  in 
another  difficulty  if  you  give  unlimited 
power  to  an  officer  who,  under  circum- 
stances of  excitement,  political  or  other- 
wise, may  give  orders  that  will  occasion 
much  offence  and  inconvenience.  I 
should  have  been  glad  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  an  opinion  as 
to  the  policy  of  this  Amendment.  I  do 
not  say  it  is  in  the  exact  form  in  which 
it  might  be  finally  accepted ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  announce  some  policy  in  regard 
to  this  question.  As  he  has  not  done  so, 
I  shall  certainly  support  my  hon. 
Friend's  proposal. 

*Mb.   F.    MACLEAN  (WoodstockV: 
This  Amendment  appears  to  me  to  be 


based  upon  an  entire  misapprehen* 
sion.  It  assumes  that,  as  the  law  stands 
at  present,  an  officer  is  entitled  so  to  act 
as  to  create  a  disturbance  in  a  place  of 
worship.  But  is  he  so  entitled  ?  I 
have  heard  no  argument  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  to  suggest  that  he  is.  In  point 
of  law  he  is  not ;  and  if  he  be  not,  if  it 
be  the  law  that  an  officer  cannot  so  act, 
what  reason  is  there  for  laying  down  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  that  which  is  now 
the  law  ?  It  is  quite  clear  that  such  is 
now  the  law,  for  in  the  very  case  cited 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  case 
which  has  given  rise  to  this  debate,  the 
officer  in  question  has  been  fined  by  a 
Civil  Court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
That  case  is  now  sub  judice,  on  appeal, 
so  I  will  say  no  more  about  it.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  The  answer  to 
this  question  is  embodied  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  prevents  any  officer 
or  anyone  else  from  brawling  in  church. 
Even  if  the  civil  law  did  not  prevent 
this  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  no  officer  shall  perpetrate  the 
indeceny  of  brawling  in  church.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  ought  to  give  an  assurance  that  he 
will  not  allow  the  bad  example  in  this 
case  to  be  followed  by  other  officers,  and 
that  he  will  take  official  notice  of  any 
such  misconduct.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  he  was  surprised  at  the 
civil  action  taken  against  the  officer. 
Why  is  he  surprised  ?  Because  the  Go- 
vernment think  that  everybody  except 
the  military  and  police  ought  to  submit 
to  any  sort  of  treatment  on  the  part  of 
their  agents  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is 
not  for  any  ordinary  citizen  to  take 
action  agaiost  the  merest  stripling  in 
the  Army,  because  he  holds  a  commis- 
sion and  chooses  to  disgrace  it  by  mis- 
conduct. I  do  not  suppose  the  magis- 
trates would  have  fined  him  were  it  not 
so.  Public  opinion  will  not  be  found  to 
be  with  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
and  I  am  glad  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin has  brought  it  forward,  and  hope  he 
will  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  it  was  a 
very  improper  thing  for  any  priest  or 
cleigyman  to  indulge  in  tirades  against 
the  law,  and  I  hope  that  some  con- 
sideration will  be  shown  to  the  young 
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officer,  and  that  all  the  sympathy  of 
those  who  want  to  see  justice  done  will 
not  be  given  to  the  priest. 
*Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :  1  quite  un- 
deistand  a  technical  difficulty  in  insert- 
ing this  Amendment.  But  the  Amend- 
ment raises  the  general  question  whether 
a  subaltern  is  to  be  the  final  Court  of 
Appeal  as  to  the  doctrines,  propriety, 
and  good  taste  of  a  sermon.  Soldiers, 
like  other  men,  have  their  own  political 
and  religious  opinions ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  our  obiect  to  keep  military  questions 
distinct  from  political  or  religious 
matters.  Practically  it  comes  to  this : 
You  cannot  exclude  soldiers  from  a 
knowledge  of  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world — you  cannot  interfere  with  their 
political  sympathies.  Tour  object  should 
be  not  to  provoke  the  soldiers  into 
political  action.  If  there  be  a  flagrant 
case — I  do  not  say  that  such  a  case  may  not 
arise — in  which  so-called  religious  teach- 
ing is  clearly  inconsistent  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army,  well,  then,  I 
think  the  commanding  officer  of 
the  district,  not  a  subaltern  sitting 
in  the  church,  would  be  justified 
in  giving  directions  that  the  soldiers 
were  not  again  to  be  taken  to 
that  place  of  worship.  I  would 
suggest  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Mayor  that  he  would  do  wisely 
to  postpone  any  further  discus- 
sion of  this  question  until  the  legal 
guestion  has  been  decided.  We  shall 
ave  an  opportunity  of  discussing  on 
the  Army  Estimates — and  I  think  that 
would  be  the  proper  time — the  question 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  and  whether  it  has 
been  exercised  properly.  I  think  this 
dause  would  be  inappropriate.  It 
is  a  contradiction  in  itself,  so  to 
speak,  because  it  is  quite  clear  that 
nothing  can  be  done  which  the  Civil  Law 
disallows.  But  that  is  not  the  reason  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  He  wants  to 
ohallenge — and  I  join  him  in  it — the 
discretion  of  the  military  authorities  in 
what  I  think  was  a  lamentable  interfer- 
ence with  the  worship  of  the  soldiers. 

Mr.  sexton  (West  Belfast) :  I  wish 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
Irish  Constabulary  attend  church  and 
hear  every  sermon  or  pastoral  that  is 
delivered.  The  Hoyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  very  closely  concerned  in  public 
matters,  yet  I  never  heard  of  any  officer 
withdrawing    them    from  any  churoh. 

Mr.  Johnston 


That  exhibits  in  a  moment,  and  in  a 
dear  light,  the  folly  of  the  order  eiyen 
by  this  young  lieutenant.  But  I  hope 
to  make  the  matter  dear  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  The 
Secretary  for  War  declared  from  the 
Table  that  this  yoimg  officer  had  acted 
rightly;  and  at  the  very  time  the 
Court  of  First  Instance  condemned  this 
young  officer,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gets  up  at  that  Table  and  expresses  sor- 
prise  that  these  proceedings  should  have 
been  taken.  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  to  that?  He  gets  up  at  the 
Table  and  uses  aphrase  which,  if  language 
has  any  meaning  at  all,  implies  that 
the  proceedings  ought  not  to  have  been 
taken,  and  perhaps  might  be  reversed 
on  appeal.  Does  not  the  House  per- 
ceive that  there  is  a  clear  discordance 
between  the  practice  of  the  civil  and 
military  authorities,  because  the  Court 
holds  one  view  and  the  War  Office 
another.  We  have  no  assurance  what- 
ever, if  the  Court  of  First  Instance 
is  confirmed  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  any  action.  Look 
at  the  position  of  the  Secretary  for  War : 
he  upholds  the  order  given  by  the 
officer,  and  which  has  been  declared  by 
the  Court  to  be  illegal.  Then,  when  we 
come  to  look  at  the  matter  from  tiie 
point  of  view  of  discipline,  we  find  an 
order  given,  and  disobeyed  by  the 
soldiers.  You  have  been  dragged  into 
a  dilemma  by  your  absurd  re^ilation. 
If  you  punish  the  soldiers  you  insult 
the  Church,  because  you  punish  them 
for  not  having  left  the  building.  If  you 
uphold  the  order,  then  you  must  punish 
the  soldiers  for  disobedience.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  will 
punish  the  soldiers?  And  if  he  does 
not  punish  the  soldiers  how  does  he 
maintain  the  order  ?  Under  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  there  are  40,000  Boman  Catholic 
soldiers,  who  have  a  right  to  be  protected 
against  the  possible  repetition  of  an 
order  which  may  be  condemned  by  a 
Court  of  Law,  and  which,  at  the  same 
time,  may  be  condemned  by  the  War 
Secretanr,  and  the  question  of  punish- 
ment for  disobedience  apparently 
remains  in  suspense.  Is  that  a  reason- 
able or  sensible  condition  of  military 
disdpline  ?  Let  the  soldiers  know  what 
orders  to  obey  and  what  not  to 
obey,  and  let  the  officers  know 
what  orders  to  give  and  what  not  to  give. 
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I  alwajB  listen  to  any  snggestion  which 
falls  m>m  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Uentleman  the  Member  for  Wolyer- 
hampton,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
trouble  the  House  if  the  n^t  hon. 
Ctentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  will 
say  anything  reasonable,  if  he  will  say 
that  he  will  consider  the  order,  or  will 
cause  a  conmiunication  to  be  addressed 
to  Lieutenant  Geoghegan,  or  a  general 
communication  to  the  officers  hmiting 
their  discretion  in  such  a  matter,  with  a 
▼iew  to  preventing  a  repetition  of  these 
scenes.  I  am  sure  that  such  an  order 
defeats  its  own  purpose.  laskti^eright 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  ready 
to  consider  the  subject,  and,  if  he 
is  ready  to  give  fair  and  reasonable 
consideration  to  it,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
give  the  House  any  further  trouble. 
^  SiB.  W.  T.  MAEEIOTT:  This 
is  not  a  question  concerning  the  order 
or  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  and 
if  these  words  of  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  are  added  it  woidd  be  rather  try- 
ixijB^  to  deal  with  the  subject  by  a  side- 
wind. I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  will  have  the 
STOipathy  of  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  in  refraining  from  expressing 
an  opinion  on  a  case  which  is  iubjiidiee, 
U  this  young  man  has  broken  the  law 
lie  will  be  punished,  but  we  cannot 
make  an  ex  post  faeto  law.  It  is  our 
wish  that  the  soldiers  should  have  per- 
fect freedom  to  attend  church  or  chapel 
as  they  choose ;  and  I  know  from  my 
own  personal  experience  that  they  have 
in  the  Army  every  liberty  of  conscience, 
for  it  is  our  desire  that  they  should  have 
that  freedom.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  sees  the 
objection  to  this  Amendment.  It  is 
absolutely  useless.  If  this  young  man 
has  broken  the  law  he  will  be  punished, 
but  we  cannot  make  an  $x  post  facto 
law. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  his 
usually  subtle  and  judicial  intellect  has 
failed  him  on  this  occasion.  Bv  the  23 
and  24  Vic,  to  create  a  disturbance  in 
any  jplace  of  worship  is  an  offence.  But 
the  Secretary  for  War  says  that  when  an 
officer  creates  a  disturbance  by  ordering 
the  troops  to  withdraw  it  is  not  an 
offence. 
*Mn.  STANHOPE  :  I  have  not  said 


so. 


Mb.  sexton  :  Therighthon.Genfle- 


man  said  the    officer  was  justified  in 
exercising  his  discretion. 

*Mb.  STANHOPE:  The  question  at 
issue  now  before  the  Courts  is  whether 
the  lieutenant  was  guilty  of  the  offence 
of  disorderly  conduct,  and  ut>on  that  I 
expressed  no  opinion.  Whemer  he  has 
conmiitted  an  offence  against  the  CSvil 
Law,  the  Oivil  Court  must  decide. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  want  on  this  subject 
to  make  the  military  the  civil  point  of 
view.  I  wish  to  know  whether  tne  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  acknowledge  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Civil  Court,  should 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  be  con- 
firmed, by  punishing  or  reprimanding 
the  lieutenant  ?  That  is  a  plfun  question 
for  him  to  answer. 

*Mb.  D.  CRA.WFOED  (Lanark) :  I 
think  it  would  be  an  inconvenient 
course  to  press  this  Amendment  to  a 
division,  stUl  I  l^nk  the  Secretaiy  for 
War  has  entirely  himself  to  blame,  for  it 
is,  in  itself,  a  prejudgment  of  the  casejto 
express  surprise  that  the  proceedings 
should  have  been  taken.  But  in  doing 
that  be  only  followed  the  precedent  set 
by  his  Colleagues  in  these  Irish 
affairs  —  namely,  that  of  throwing 
contempt  upon  uie  constituted  tribunals 
of  the  country  whenever  they  are 
likely  to  go  against  the  Administra- 
tion. While  I  am  ready  to  vote  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  speaking 
as  a  lawyer,  that  the  Amendment  is  in- 
convenient, and  that  it  would  be  wiser 
not  to  press  it. 

*Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War  has  said  that  he 
will  reserve  his  judgment  upon  this 
case  until  he  has  heard  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 

«Mb.  STANHOPE :  I  said  I  objected 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Civil  Court 

«Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  Assume  it  is 
decided  that  the  lieutenant  acted  ille- 
gally, I  defy  the  Secretary  for  War  or  any 
military  authority  to  set  aside  that 
decision ;  but,  if  it  is  decided  that  he 
acted  legally,  then  it  becomes  a  ques- 
tion of  military  discretion,  and  this  is 
neither  the  time  nor  the  occasion  to 
raise  that  question  of  military  discretion. 
That  is  a  subject  which  we  could  dis- 
cuss on  the  Secretary  for  War's  salary 
or  on  any  other  item  of  the  Army 
Estimates.  Whatever  decision  you  take 
upon  this  Amendment  now,  to  my  mind| 
it  woidd  mislead  and  have  no  pronounced 
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what  lh<?y  r;-iifht  otfj^rwi**!  hay^; 
J5^ir*?n  t//  it  if  thi«»  \u<:Ahul  bad  not  oc- 
rTj  Tft'A .  1 1  i  (i  J  rn  f /^/mj  ol  ^  to  att^^mpt  to 
\uHn\H.*A',  tfj'j  rfiirid«i  of  jour  t^Adi'sn.  , 
VoJi  can  j/f<;v<;rjt  th';r/j  from  heanng 
I'sxHUfTtilHf  h»jt  you  oarjfjot  pr^jvent  them 
frof/i  T«itLt\ifi^  iittf  ri<;w>,pap<;r«i ;  and  you 
wjJJ,  in  any  nfjw<tpap<;r,  in  any  day,  find 
much  Mjv<Tr<;r  comment  on  the  action  of 
the  Oovernment  than  in  to  be  found  in 
the  J'ant'/raJ  Letter.  In  the  present 
atat<9  of  JreJan'i  '>rx;urrenf;eii  of  thiH  kind 
are  particularly  dangerous.  I  warn  the 
right  hon.  OentJeman  tliat  such  Pas- 
toraJH  ar«}  likely  t'i  he  read  and  heard 
in  nhurchen  in  Ireland  for  s^ime  time  to 
o'/me;  and  1  warn  him  that  grave 
difficiilticH  will  he  cauued  unlesb  he 
takeH  care  that  ftuch  an  incident  shall 
not  occur  again. 

(Arfiori'lmuril  of  HhoXUm  'i  of  Anny  Act,  1881.) 

At  ihi:  tw\  of  rtootion  .'J  of  **Tho  Army  Act» 
IHHlf"  thfi  followiriff  provifCi  Hhall  bo  added' 
Provid<!i|  itlNr»,  "That  no  ofliror  or  other  per- 
Nori  in  coriimiind  of  iiifin  of  II or  MajoHty*H  Forces 
In  a  church  or  other  iilaco  of  worHhip  of  any 
rfj]if(JoijN  c<;m  III  union  Hnali  be  entitlcKl  to  give 
any  ord#ir  or  to  do  any  act  in  contravention  of 
thii  (;jvjl  Uw  af(aiiiNt  caiiNi n^r  diHturbance  in  a 
placo  of  worMhJp."  -(Afr.  Saxtoti,) 

QuoHtioii  propoHod,  •<  That  the  Clause 
bo  road  a  Hocond  timo.'' 

HiK  W.  MARRIOTT  (Brighton): 
Tho  right  hon.  Gontluinau  who  proposes 
this  Aniundmeut  says  ho  does  not  wish 
to  disouHs  a  quostiou  theXi^  auh  judiee ; 
but  tho  whole  of  this  question  is  sub 
judic$  at  tho  presont  moment. 

Mil.  8KXT0N:  I  beg  tho  right  hon. 
Goutlonian's  pardon.     The  declaration 

i/r.  S$jct9H 
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law  of  this  Hooae 
without  being  bro^igli:  befovv  a  cnil 
trlb-;LaL  The  Clause  is,  thef«f<»e,  in 
pinio!^.  absoiatelj  aaelesK.     It  will 
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not  a/id  one  tittle  to  the  reeponsibOiti' 
of  any  o^oer  in  the  duty  he  hAS  to  per- 
form, either  in  church  or  out  of  chmdu 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  proposal. 

Ma.  SEXTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  been  serere  apon  me  in  a 
very  polite  manner.  He  is  osoally  keen 
in  his  arguments,  but  I  most  say  thnft 
his  bluntness  on  this  oocarion  is  con- 
spicuous by  its  absence.  He  misappre- 
hends entirely  the  position  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War ;  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanhope)  has  opened 
his  mouth  already,  and  opened  it  ao 
widely  that  he  has  actually  anticipated 
the  decision  of  the  Civil  Courts,  becaoae 
he  declared  at  the  Table  of  this  Hooae 
that  he  could  not,  and  would  not,  con- 
demn the  action  of  the  Lieutenant* 
Now,  I  say,  that  according  to  that 
declaration,  no  matter  what  may  be  the 
decision  of  the  Civil  Court,  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  is  bound  not  to  condemn 
the  action  of  the  Lieutenant.  If  my 
Amendment  be  accepted,  and  a  man 
were  condemned  by  the  Civil  Courts^  I 
suppose  the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
bound  to  take  notice  of  his  conduct, 
which,  in  itself,  would  be  a  very  uaeful 
reform. 

♦Mb.  E.    stanhope  :    Some  short 
time  ago  I  answered  a  question  with 
regard  to  the    conduct  of  this  p£Scer| 
and  since  I  gave  that  answer,  much  to- 
my  surprise,  civil  proceedings  have  bsy^ 
taken.     I  had  at  that  time  no  knowlH^ 
that  civil  proceedings  were  about  * 
taken,  and  1  must  s     that  I  was  very « 
surprised  that  re  taken. 
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being  so,  until  the  result  of  those 
proceedings  is  known,  my  mouth  must 
remain  closed,  although  the  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman  opposite  has  tried  to  prejudge 
the  case 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  W.  Marriott)  does 
not  seem  to  know  that  there  is  any  differ- 
ence between  the  conduct  of  an  officer  and 
that  of  a  private  person,  but  there  is  a  con- 
siderable difference.  An  officer's  action 
under  the  circumstances  stated  involves 
what  is  done  by  the  troops  under  his 
command.  Are  we  to  allow  an  officer, 
acting  upon  the  prejudice  of  the  moment, 
he  being,  perhaps,  a  strong  Liberal,  or 
probably  a  strong  Conservative,  or  a 
man  holding  eccentric  views — a  young 
man  of  only  nineteen,  and  without  suf- 
ficient experience,  to  exercise  such  a 
power  as  was  exorciAed  on  the  occasion 
in  question  ?  I  do  not  think  such  a 
power  ought  to  be  allowed.  There  is  a 
difference  between  the  cases  of  troops 
going  to  a  public  Church  and  those  who 
go  to  garrison  service.  It  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Commander  of  a  station  to 
prevent  the  troops  going  to  a  Church 
where  he  thinks  they  may  hear  what 
they  ought  not  to  hear,  and  send  them 
elsewhere.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  shakes  his  head, 
and  no  doubt  he  is  right  to  this  extent, 
that  the  Commandant  cannot  send  Pro- 
testants to  a  Catholic  Church  nor  Catho- 
lics to  a  Protestant  one ;  but  he  can 
refuse  to  let  tliem  go  to  a  particular 
Church  and  arrange  for  them  to  have  a 
service  of  their  own.  I  have  had  some 
experience  in  military  matters,  and  think 
it  oifficult  to  lay  down  a  hard  and  fast 
rule  as  to  the  discretion  of  officers,  but 
at  the  same  time  you  may  be  involved  in 
another  difficulty  if  you  give  unlimited 
power  to  an  officer  who,  under  circum- 
stances of  excitement,  political  or  other- 
wise, may  g^ve  orders  that  will  occasion 
much  offence  and  inconvenience.  I 
should  have  been  glad  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  an  opinion  as 
to  the  policy  of  this  Amendment.  I  do 
not  say  it  is  in  the  exact  form  in  which 
it  might  be  finally  accepted ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  announce  some  policy  in  regard 
to  this  question.  As  he  has  not  done  so, 
I  shall  certainly  support  my  hon. 
k    Friend'fjiopo^al. 

^^^n^r"^    ^iEAN  (WoodstockV: 
^Mff  'tpears  to  me  to  be 


based  upon  an  entire  misapprehen' 
sion.  It  assumes  that,  as  the  law  stands 
at  present,  an  officer  is  entitled  so  to  act 
as  to  create  a  disturbance  in  a  place  of 
worship.  But  is  he  so  entitled  ?  I 
have  heard  no  argument  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  to  suggest  that  he  is.  In  point 
of  law  he  is  not ;  and  if  he  be  not,  if  it 
be  the  law  that  an  officer  cannot  so  act, 
what  reason  is  there  for  laying  down  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  that  which  is  now 
the  law  ?  It  is  quite  clear  that  such  is 
now  the  law,  for  in  the  very  case  cited 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  case 
which  has  g^ven  rise  to  this  debate,  the 
officer  in  question  has  been  fined  by  a 
Civil  Court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
That  case  is  now  sub  judiee,  on  appeal, 
so  I  will  say  no  more  about  it.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  reject  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  The  answer  to 
this  question  is  embodied  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  prevents  any  officer 
or  anyone  else  from  brawling  in  church. 
E^en  if  the  civil  law  did  not  prevent 
this  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  no  officer  shall  perpetrate  the 
indeceny  of  brawling  in  church.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  ought  to  give  an  assurance  that  he 
will  not  allow  the  bad  example  in  this 
case  to  be  followed  by  other  officers,  and 
that  he  will  take  official  notice  of  any 
such  misconduct.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  he  was  surprised  at  the 
civil  action  taken  against  the  officer. 
Why  is  he  surprised  ?  Because  the  Gt)- 
vernment  think  that  everybody  except 
the  military  and  police  ought  to  submit 
to  any  sort  of  treatment  on  the  part  of 
their  agents  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  is 
not  for  any  ordinary  citizen  to  take 
action  against  the  merest  stripling  in 
the  Army,  because  he  holds  a  commis- 
sion and  chooses  to  disgrace  it  by  mis- 
conduct. I  do  not  suppose  the  magis- 
trates would  have  fined  him  were  it  not 
so.  Public  opinion  will  not  be  found  to 
be  with  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
and  I  am  glad  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin has  brought  it  forward,  and  hojpe  he 
will  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  it  was  a 
very  improper  thing  for  any  priest  or 
clergnrman  to  indulge  in  tirades  against 
the  law,  and  I  hope  that  some  oon* 
aideration  will  be  shown  to  the  young 
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a£4  jjer^A  taffC«  of  a  MTtn^ic.  3oLdi«rs. 
Hk«  othi>r  c:«TL  har^  their  ovn  poliifeal 
ftnd  THli^mh  opi:&ioc«  :  but  it  rj^h\  to 
b«  oar  object  to  k4«p  militArT  questzonj 
^Utifict  frocL  political  or  religiotLf , 
matten.  Praetxcallj  it  cornea  to  this  : 
Yon  cannot  ezclade  soldiers  from  a 
knowledge  of  what  is  going  on  in  the 
world — joo  cannot  interfere  with  their  ' 
political  tjmpathiea.  Your  object  should 
be  not  to  trroToke  the  soldiers  into  | 
political  action.  If  there  be  a  flagrant  | 
case — Idonotsajthatsuchacasemajnot 
arise — in  which  so-called  religious  teach- 
ing is  clearlj  inccmsistent  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Arm  J,  well,  then,  I 
think  the  commanding  officer  of 
the  district,  not  a  subaltern  sitting  i 
in  the  church,  would  be  justified 
in  giring  directions  that  the  soldiers 
wero  not  again  to  be  taken  to 
that  place  of  worship.  I  would 
suggest  to  mj  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Major  that  he  would  do  wisely 
to  postpone  any  farther  discus- 
sion of  this  question  until  the  legal 
question  has  been  decided.  We  shall 
havo  an  opportunity  of  discussing  on 
the  Army  Ketimates — and  I  think  that 
would  be  the  proper  time — the  question 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
of  Htate  for  War,  and  whether  it  has 
bron  oxercised  properly.  I  think  this 
clause  would  oe  inappropriate.  It 
is  a  contradiction  in  itself,  so  to 
speak,  because  it  is  quite  clear  that 
nothing  can  bo  done  which  the  Civil  Law 
disallowH.  But  that  is  not  the  reason  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  He  wants  to 
ohallftnge — and  I  join  him  in  it — the 
diHcrrtion  of  the  military  authorities  in 
what  I  think  was  a  lamentable  interfer- 
ence with  the  worship  of  the  soldiers. 

M R.  BEXTON  ( West  Belfast) :  I  wish 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
Irish  Constabulary  attend  church  and 
hoar  every  sermon  or  pastoral  that  is 
delivered.  The  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary are  very  closely  concerned  in  public 
mattors,  yet  I  never  heard  of  any  officer 
witlidrawing    them    from  any   church. 

J/r.  JohmtoH 


%  !nak3  tiie  masaer  e&ear  60 
OwdanaiL  Hr.  H.  H.  Foi 
SKr>ia»T  for  Wax  d«daicd  Irmi  die 
Table  ;iui2  difs  jooii^  oAeer  had  acted 
rightly:  and  as  cfae  veij  time  die 
Cooit  of  First  Lucaace  eoadeoned  tins 
ymng  officer,  the  right  hoa.  GeatlBBuui 
gees  Txp  at  thas  TaUe  and  fwpujMw  enr- 
prise  that  these  proceedxags  siiovldhave 
been  taken.  What  does  the  nglit  hon. 
Gentleman  saj  to  that?  He  gees  up  aft  the 
Table  and  uses  a  phrase  whidi,  iflaBg;iiage 
has  any  meaning  at  aiU  impliee  tiiat 
the  proceedings  ought  not  to  have  been 
taken,  and  pCThaps  might  be  leieiBed 
on  appeal.  Does  not  the  Honae  per- 
ceive that  there  is  a  dear  diaeoidanoe 
between  the  practice  of  the  aril  and 
military  anthoritiee.  because  the  Gonrt 
holds  one  view  and  the  War  Office 
another.  We  have  no  aasiiranoe  what- 
ever, if  the  Court  of  First  Tnirtawrft 
is  confirmed  by  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  any  action.  Look 
at  the  position  of  the  Secretaiy  for  War : 
he  upholds  the  order  given  by  the 
officer,  and  which  has  been  declared  by 
the  Court  to  be  illegal.  Then,  when  we 
come  to  look  at  the  matter  from  the 
point  of  view  of  discipline,  we  find  an 
order  given,  and  disobeyed  by  the 
soldiers.  Ton  have  been  dragged  into 
a  dilemma  by  your  absurd  regulation. 
If  you  punish  the  soldiers  you  insnlt 
the  Church,  because  you  punish  them 
for  not  having  left  the  building.  If  you 
uphold  the  order,  then  you  must  punish 
the  soldiers  for  disobedience.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  will 
punish  the  soldiers?  And  if  he  does 
not  punish  the  soldiers  how  does  he 
maintain  the  order  ?  Under  the  Gk>vem« 
ment  there  are  40,000  Homan  Catholic 
soldiers,  who  have  a  right  to  be  protected 
against  the  possible  repetition  of 
order  which  may  be  condemned  by 
Court  of  Law,  and  which,  at  the 
time,  may  be  condemned  by  the  War 
Secretary,  and  the  question  of  punidi* 
ment  for  disobedience  apparently 
remains  in  suspense.  Is  that  a  reason- 
able or  sensible  condition  of  militaiy 
discipline  ?  Let  the  soldiers  know  what 
orders  to  obey  and  what  not  to 
obey,  and  let  the  officers  know 
what  orders  to  give  and  what  not  to  give. 
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I  always  listen  to  any  suggestion  which 
falls  nom  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
trouble  the  House  if  the  nj^t  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  will 
say  anything  reasonable,  if  he  will  say 
that  he  will  consider  the  order,  or  will 
cause  a  oommunication  to  be  addressed 
to  Lieutenant  Oeoghegan,  or  a  general 
communication  to  the  of&cers  hmiting 
their  discretion  in  such  a  matter,  with  a 
yiew  to  preventing  a  repetition  of  these 
scenes.  I  am  sure  that  such  an  order 
defeats  its  own  purpose.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  ready 
to  consider  the  subject,  and,  if  he 
is  ready  to  give  fair  and  reasonable 
consideration  to  it,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
give  the  House  any  further  trouble. 

SiB.  W.  T.  MARRIOTT:  This 
is  not  a  question  concerning  the  order 
or  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  and 
if  these  words  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  added  it  would  be  rather  try- 
ing to  deal  with  the  subiect  by  a  side- 
wind. I  am  quite  sure  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  will  have  the 
fi^rmpathy  of  Members  on  both  sides  of 
tne  House  in  refraining  from  expressing 
an  opinion  on  a  case  which  is  tubjudiee. 
If  this  young  man  has  broken  the  law 
he  will  be  punished,  but  we  cannot 
make  an  sx  post  facto  law.  It  is  our 
wish  that  the  soldiers  should  have  per- 
fect freedom  to  attend  church  or  chapel 
as  they  choose ;  and  I  know  from  my 
own  personal  experience  that  they  have 
in  the  Army  every  liberty  of  conscience, 
for  it  is  our  desire  that  they  should  have 
that  freedom.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  sees  the 
objection  to  this  Amendment,  It  is 
absolutely  useless.  If  this  young  man 
has  broken  the  law  he  will  be  punished, 
but  we  cannot  make  an  ex  post  faeto 
law. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  his 
usually  subtle  and  judici^  intellect  has 
failed  him  on  this  occasion.  By  the  23 
and  24  Vic,  to  create  a  disturbance  in 
any  place  of  worship  is  an  offence.  But 
the  Secretary  for  War  says  that  when  an 
ofBcer  creates  a  disturbance  by  ordering 
the  troops  to  withdraw  it  is  not  an 
offence. 
♦Mb.  stanhope  :   I  have  not  said 


so. 


Mb. SEXTON:  Theright hon. Gentle- 


man said  the    of&cer  was  justified  in 

exercising  his  discretion. 

♦Mb.  STANHOPE:  The  question  at 
issue  now  before  the  Courts  is  whether 
the  lieutenant  was  guilty  of  the  offence 
of  disorderly  conduct,  and  unon  that  I 
expressed  no  opinion.  Whetner  he  has 
committed  an  offence  against  the  Oivil 
Law,  the  Oivil  Court  must  decide. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  want  on  this  subject 
to  make  the  military  the  civil  point  of 
view.  I  wish  to  know  whether  tne  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  acknowledge  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Oivil  Court,  should 
the  Court  of  First  Instance  be  con- 
firmed, by  punishing  or  reprimanding 
the  lieutenant  ?  That  is  a  plain  question 
for  him  to  answer. 

♦Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark) :  I 
think  it  would  be  an  inconvenient 
course  to  press  this  Amendment  to  a 
division,  stUl  I  think  the  Secretary  for 
War  has  entirely  himself  to  blame,  for  it 
is,  in  itself,  a  prejudgment  of  the  casejto 
express  surprise  that  the  proceedings 
should  have  been  taken.  But  in  doing 
that  he  only  followed  the  precedent  set 
by  his  Colleagues  in  these  Irish 
affairs  —  namely,  that  of  throwing 
contempt  upon  t^e  constituted  tribunals 
of  the  country  whenever  they  are 
likely  to  go  against  the  Administra- 
tion. While  I  am  ready  to  vote  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  speaking 
as  a  lawyer,  that  the  Amendment  is  in- 
convenient, and  that  it  would  be  wiser 
not  to  press  it.       

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  has  said  that  he 
will  reserve  his  judgment  upon  this 
case  until  he  has  heard  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 

♦Mb.  stanhope  :  I  said  I  objected 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Civil  Court. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Assume  it  is 
decided  that  the  lieutenant  acted  ille- 
gally, I  defy  the  Secretary  for  War  or  any 
military  authority  to  set  aside  that 
decision ;  but,  if  it  is  decided  that  he 
acted  legally,  then  it  becomes  a  ques- 
tion of  military  discretion,  and  tms  is 
neither  the  time  nor  the  occasion  to 
raise  that  question  of  military  discretion. 
That  is  a  subject  which  we  could  dis- 
cuss on  the  Secretuy  for  War's  salary 
or  on  any  other  item  of  the  Army 
Estimates.  Whatever  decision  you  take 
upon  this  Amendment  now,  to  my  mind| 
it  would  mislead  and  have  no  pronounced 
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refford  to  the  measure,  and  I  have  taken 
a^antage  of  tbem  and  made  Buoh 
amendmeutB  in  the  Bill  as  appeared 
neoessarj.  I  think  that  in  ita  present 
shape  the  Bill  will  be  a  Tery  useful 
amendment  of  the  law  relating  ^  to 
weights  and  measures,  without  being 
open  to  any  of  the  objectionB  raised  last 
year.  Objection  was  taken  last  year  by 
the  baking  trade  throughout  the  country 
to  the  provisions  relating  to  the  sale  of 
bread,  and  after  full  oonaideration  I  have 
thought  it  better  to  omit  the  provisions 
on  that  subject,  and  to  leave  the  law  as 
regards  the  sale  of  bread  in  ita 
present  state  until  the  time  nomes  for 
complete  amendment.  The  Bill  is  now 
divided  into  two  parts.  The  first  part 
ooniains  minor  amendments  of  the  law 
in  the  direction  of  giving  greater  power 
to  the  local  authorities  to  secure  regiilai 
and  systematic  inspection  and  to  prevent 
i^and  in  the  use  of  weights  and 
measures.  The  first  15  Clauses  relate  to 
points  of  detail  of  the  kind  which  I  think 
will  be  better  explained  in  Committee 
than  at  the  present  stage.  The  second 
part  of  the  Bill  relates  to  very  important 
matter,  and  proposes  to  introduce  gene- 
rally throughout  the  country  the  same 
restrictions  as  to  the  sale  of  coal  by 
weight  as  now  prevail  in  the  Metropolis. 
I  need  not  dwell  on  the  very  great 
frauds  that  can  be  committed,  and  fre- 
quently are  now  committed,  in  the  sale 
of  coal,  often  upon  the  poorest  of  the 
people,  under  the  lax  state  of  the  law 
which  at  present  prevails.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  receive  any  communications  with 
regard  to  the  Sill,  and  to  oonsiderthem. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qruestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— (Sir  if.  Siei*  Beath.) 

*Ms.  GBEMER  (Shoreditoh,  Haggers' 
ton):  I  do  not  propose  to  delay  the 
progress  of  this  measure,  which  I  regard 
aa  an  exceedingly  useful  one.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
the  practice  which  obtains  in  London  in 
legfu^l  to  the  sale  of  coal.  I  believe  he 
wishes  to  make  an  earnest  eObrt  to 
prevent  the  barefaced  and  shameful 
frauds  which  are  perpetrated  upon  the 
poor  by  the  so  collea  coal  dealers  of 
London ;  and  all  I  desire  from  him  is  an 
assurance  that  he  will  seriously  oonsider 
Sir  MiehMl  MkIU  BiaA 


any  Amendments  mode  inOommittee  in 
that  direotion. 

Mb.  PIETH  CDundw)  •  ^  l»op»  *•>" 
Bill  may  be  read  a  second  time,  bat  I 
am  sorry  it  does  not  go  mnoh  fnrtliear 
than  it  does  in  the  direction  raggeated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Haggonttm 
(Mr.  Oremer).  One  of  the  advantagOB  of 
the  Bill  undoubtedly  is  that  it  canaea 
Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures  in 
future  to  obtain  certificates  of  qualifiia- 
tion,  but  the  particular  point  I  wish  to 
express  regret  about  is,  that  the  Bill 
may  have  me  effect  of  perpetuating  still 
longer  the  extremely  anomalous  state  of 
things  in  the  country  with  regard  to 
Weights  and  Measures,  which  is  £fie»nt 
from  that  which  exists  in  any  othar 
ooutttiy  in  Europe. 

Me,  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) ;  This 
Bill  may  be  considered  to  be  what  ia 
ordinarily  known  as  a  Departmental  Bill* 
and  it  is  quite  pos«ble  that  the  offloen 
of  the  Department  who  frwne  them  may 
be  deficient  la  familiarity  with  the 
practical  working  of  systems  with  whioh 
they  interfere.  I  do  not  propose  to  do 
anything  in  the  way  of  opposing  til* 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  aeaire 
to  ask  that  when  we  come  to  this  Oom- 
mittee  stage,  it  may  be  considered  how 
far  Part  II.  of  the  Bill  is  applioablo 
to  the  case  of  large  dealings  in  ooal. 
Small  oonsumors  may  require  to  bo  pro- 
tected by  stringent  regulations.  1  do- 
not  deny  that,  as  to  the  retail  trada^  it 
may  be  desirable  that  coal  should  be 
sold  by  weight ;  but  I  cannot  thinlc  it  U 
Deoessary  that  people  who  deal  in  larga 
quantities  of  coal  should  be  bound  Of 
such  a  rule.  In  many  oases  it  woald 
be  extremely  inoonvenient  to  require 
sale  by  weight,  as,  for  instance,  wnore 
it  is  sold  by  the  boatload,  and  it  la  a 
comparatively  easy  matter  to  amve  at 
the  weight  by  means  of  the  displaoe- 
ment.  Why  should  an  arrangement  tA 
this  kind,  which  is  approved  by  boUi 
buyer  and  seller,  be  rendered  ille^f 
I  hope  that  in  Committee  my  n^t 
hon.  Friend  will  consent  to  ulow  of 
the  continuance  of  systems  other  than 
that  of  weighing,  when  they  are  ■«£&- 
■     *     "  "    )urpo8e  of  Aa 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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*Sni  M.  HICKS  BEAOH  :  What  has 
been  said  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion makes  me  entertain  the  view,  which 
I  was  disposed  to  before,  that  it  would 
be  very  much  better  that  this  Bill  should 
be  considered  by  a  Standing  Committee 
rather  than  by  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.  .  I  therefore  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 

the  Bill  be  referred  to    the  Standing 

Committee  on  Trade,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 
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monize  his  proposals  with  the  state  of 
the  law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday,  1st  April. 


AGRICULTURAL      HOLDINGS      (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT  (1883)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[bill  58.]      SECOND  BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs) :  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  BiU.  The  Bill  is  in- 
tended to  remedy  what  has  been  gene- 
rally recognized  by  agriculturists  as  a 
weak  point  in  the  Act  of  1883.  The 
system  of  valuation  has  led  to  very  con- 
siderable expense,  owing  to  its  being 
necessary  for  every  party  to  select  a 
valuator.  Under  the  proposals  of  this 
Billy  the  Sheriff,  failing  agreement,  will 

have  the  right  to  appoint  a  valuator, 
who  will  then  be  judicial  referee.  In 
this  way  simplicity  of  proceeding  will 
be  effected,  as  well  as  economy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — i^Mr.  Munro  Ferifus^n,) 

♦Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think 

the  Bill  ought  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  proposal,  I  believe,  will  conduce,  in 

the  main,  to  efficiency  and  economy,  and 

it  may  possibly  deprive  arbitrations  of 

one  of  the  characteristics  which,  I  am 

afraid,  often  belong  to  them  of  two  of 

the  functionaries  being  more  or  less  of 

a  partizan  character.    There  are  some 

provisions  in  the  Bill  which  are  suscep- 
tible of  amendment,  and  I  fancy  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  resent  the  proposal  of 
some  changes  which    will  better  har« 


DISPENSARY  HOUSES  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1879)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  120.] 

SBOOIO)  BBADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.): 
I  beg  to  move  the  Second  Beading  of 
this  Bill.  The  object  of  the  measure  is 
a  very  small  one ;  it  is  merely  to  remedy 
a  defect  of  a  technical  nature  in  the  Act 
now  in  operation  in  Ireland.  There  is 
very  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  suit- 
able sites  for  dispensaries,  and  the  Bill 
is  to  give  greater  facilities  in  that 
direction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Macartney,) 

Db.    tanner     (Cork,     Mid):     I 

really  think  that  we  should  have  had 

some  opportunity  of    considering    this 

Bill    before  the  Second   Reading  was 

proposed.     At  any  rate,  courtesy  might 

have  prompted  the   promoters   of  the 

Bill  to  have  put  it  before  the  members 

of  the  medical  profession.    Personally, 

I  have  not  heard  one  word  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  from  any  of  my  professional 
colleagues  in  Ireland ;  and  if  the 
measure  is  intended  to  benefit  the  sick 
poor,  who  are  better  able  to  offer  an 
opinion  upon  it  than  the  man  who  has 
to  look  after  the  poor  ?  I  certainly  take 
issue  with  the  hon.  Member  when  ho 
says  that  the  Bill  is  to  afford  greater 
facilities  for  the  provision  of  dispensary 
houses  in  Ireland.     Such  places  can  be 

Provided  without  any  Bill  of  this  kind, 
should  like  to  know  from  one  or  other 
of  its  momoters  whether  the  operation 
of  the  ^ill  is  to  be  limited  entirely  to 
Belfast  and  to  the  North  of  Ireland  ?  At 
any  rate,  in  order  to  give  hon.  Gentlemen 
an  opportunity  of  explaining  the  matter 
properly,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  '*now,"  and  at  the   end  of  the 
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large  extent  of  ground  behind  in  Vic- 
toria Street.  Any  of  these  sites  might 
be  negotiated  for,  at  any  rate  ;  but 
nothing  is  being  done.  Then,  I  must 
draw  my  noble  Friend's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  we  are  constantly  having  dona- 
tions and  bequests  coming  in,  and  we  do 
not  know  where  to  put  them.  We  are 
practically  in  a  small  lodging  house  at 
20,  Great  George  Street,  where  you  can 
hardly  get  full-lengths  up  the  staircase. 
The  consequence  is  we  have  been 
obliged,  as  a  last  resort,  to  ask  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  to  re- 
ceive those  pictures  that  are  too  large 
in  their  cellars.  We  have  been  obliged 
to  send  to  the  lower  part  of  the  National 
Gallery  that  most  interesting  picture  pre- 
sented by  the  Emperor  of  Austria  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  with  Pitt  addressing 
the  House,  and  also  another  most  in- 
terestiDg  picture,  of  the  Conference  of 
1604.  These  are  two  extremely  valu- 
able pictures,  and  they  must  remain 
there  out  of  sight  until  the  Government 
do  something.  I  wish  to  correct  an 
answer  which  my  noble  Friend  gave  the 
other  night  to  a  question  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Sandhurst).  The 
question  was  as  to  the  number  of  visitors 
to  the  Exhibition  at  Bethnal  Green,  and 
my  noble  Friend  said  it  was  five  times 
as  large  as  before  the  pictures  went 
there.  The  real  state  of  things  is  that 
for  two  years  the  number  has  rather 
diminished.  In  1880  there  were  450,000 
visitors;  in  1886  there  were 480,000;  in 
1887  itdropped to 409,000 ;  in  1888it  rose 
to  910,000,  but  this  was  the  Jubilee 
year,  aud  the  large  crowds  were  no  doubt 
principally  attracted  by  the  exhibition  of 
Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  presents!  But 
there  is  another  much  more  serious  thing 
with  regard  to  the  Bethnal  Green 
Museum,  and  that  is  the  deterioration  of 
the  pictures  there.  The  pictures  are  all 
cracking.  I  have  a  Eeport  from  Mr. 
Scharf,  who  inspected  the  Gallery  to- 
gether with  two  experts,  and  that  Eeport 
is — 

"Those  portraits  on  the  side  walls  have 
luffered  most.  '1  he  walls  are  very  thin,  and 
the  changes  of  climate  during  night-time  seem 
to  have  taken  a  greater  effect  on  them.  The 
other  portraits  show  less  marks  of  deteriora- 
tion." 

I  am  sorry  to  say  there  are  up- 
wards  of  40  portraits,  many  of 
them  extremely  good  ones,  that  are 
so    attacked.      Under     these     circum- 

Viicount  Hardinge 


stances  I  must  say  I  think  it  is  hard 
upon  the  Trustees  who  are  responsible' 
for  the  proper  keeping  of  the  pictures 
that  this  state  of  wings  should  be 
allowed  to  continue.  I  want  to  know 
from  my  noble  Friend  whether  any  move 
has  been  made — whether  any  cor- 
respondence has  taken  place  between  the 
Office  of  Works  and  the  Treasury  upon 
the  subject ;  because  if  we  are  to  go  on 
year  after  year  receiving  the  same 
answer,  and  nothing  being  done,  the 
pictures  will  all  go  to  rack  and  ruin. 

LoKD  LAMINGTON:  Before  my 
noble  Friend  replies  to  this  question,  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  answer  which  my 
noble  Friend  gave  me  the  other  evening. 
I  did  not  catch  the  observation  at  the 
time,  but  the  noble  Lord  is  reported  to- 
have  said  that  a  great  many  more  people 
visited  the  Bethnal  Green  M!useum 
since  the  pictures  have  been  there  than 
visited  the  old  gallery  at  the  West  End. 
Now,  I  want  to  point  out  that  there  is 
another  exhibition  at  Bethnal  Green,. 
and  if  account  hh  taken  of  the  ordinary 
visitors,  I  do  not  believe  it  will  be  found 
that  the  number  of  the  visitors  to  the 
pictures  simply  has  increased.  Very 
recently  I  visited  Bethnal  Green  for  the 
purpose  of  seeing  for  myself  what  is 
taking  place.  A  great  number  of  people 
were  there,  but  they  were  not  the  class 
of  people  who  care  for  historic  pictures, 
and  the  collection  is  entirely  lost  in  its 
present  position.  Now,  a  great  number 
of  these  pictures  have  been  presented  to 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  by  families,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  placed  in  a  favourable  position, 
ana  so  prove  an  advantage  to  the  nation* 
Many  of  these  families  feel  considerably 
aggrieved  that  the  pictures  should  be 
left  at  Bethnal  Green,  and,  if  nothing  is* 
to  be  done  to  house  the  pictures  pro- 
perly, I  think  it  would  only  be  just  that 
they  should  be  returned  to  their  donors. 
What  has  been  stated  to-day  by  my 
noble  Friend  as  to  the  deterioration  of 
the  pictures  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance,  because  we  must  remember 
that  portraits  cannot  be  replaced. 

The  Eabl  of  MUJLTOWN:  I 
would  like  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Henniker)  whether  the  GK)veni- 
ment  have  considered  or  will  consider 
the  possibility  of  obtaining  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  permission  to  utilize 
the  large  Banqueting  House.  Whitehall, 
for  this  purpose  ?  That  beautiful  build- 
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ing  nras  designed  by  Inigo  Jones  for 
James  I.  in  the  beginning  of  the  17th 
century.  It  as  all  that  was  ever  carried 
out  of  the  magnificent  Palace  which  he 
designed  for  that  Monarch  to  replace 
the  old  Palace  which  shortly  before  had 
been  burnt  down.  It  has  sustained  two 
subsequent  fires ;  and  it  remains  there 
the  finest  specimen  of  Italian  architec- 
ture in  this  country,  and  one  of  the  most 
beautiful  of  the  building  which  adorns  the 
Metropolis.  It  was  built  and  originally 
used, as  it  was  intended,  as  a  Banqueting 
Hall ;  but  since  the  reign  of  George  I. 
it  has  been  used  as  a  chapel,  but  it  has 
never  been  consecrated.  It  is  about  as 
as  un-ecclesiastical  looking  a  building 
as  it  is  possible  to  imagine.  It  faces 
north  and  south  instead  of  east  and 
west.  It  is  hung  with  curtains  in  a 
theatrical  manner.  Its  ceiling  is  covered 
with  a  beautiful  mosaic  by  Bubens  of 
the  apotheosis  of  James  I.,  who  was 
hardly  an  ecclesiastical  personage,  and 
certainly  not  one  whose  apotheosis  one 
would  expect  to  see  on  the  roof  of  a 
chapel.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
appears  to  me  no  more  consecrated  to 
Divine  worship  than  is  one  of  your 
Lordships  dining  rooms  where  family 
prayers  take  place  from  time  to  time. 

Lord  SANDHURST :  In  the  one  or 
two  remarks  which  I  shall  make,  I 
hope  the  noble  Viscount  will  understand 
that  I  am  in  no  way  hostile  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Portrait  Gallery, 
nor  that  I  grudge  the  removal  of  the 
Gallery  back  to  South  Kensington,  but 
I  hope  it  will  be  possible  to  replace  it  in 
Bethnal  Green  by  a  collection  of  mis- 
cellaneous pictures,  which  would  pro- 
bably interest  the  people  of  that  quarter 
more  than  a  collection  of  national  por- 
traits. There  is  another  point  which  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  take  into 
consideration,  and  that  is,  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible,  and  advisable,  to 
establish,  instead  of  these  large  picture 
collections,  two  or  three  small  ones  in 
two  or  three  of  the  more  densely  popu- 
lated districts  of  London.  The  South 
Kensington  Museum,  the  National 
Gallery,  and  the  British  Museum  are  at 
a  very  great  distance  from  the  East 
End,  Islington,  Shoreditch,  Hackney, 
and,  to  the  south  of  the  river,  Bermond- 
sey  is  extremely  badly  off  with  respect 
to  Art  Collections,  and  I  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  the 
matter  into  their  consideration. 


♦Lord  HENNIKER:  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  can  really  add  very  little  to 
what  I  have  stated  more  than  once  in 
this  House  on  this  subject.  The  whole 
question  of  finding  a  permanent  home 
for  this  valuable  collection  is  one  which 
depends  upon  the  Treasury  recommend- 
ing the  expenditure  and  Parliament 
finding  the  money.  If  they  sanction  it 
and  'find  the  money,  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  finding  a  site,  or 
in  regard  to  proper  plans.  It  appears  to 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  as  I 
think  it  will  appear  to  your  Lordships, 
that  there  is  no  use  in  providing  plans 
atad  proposing  a  site  if  the  money  is  not 
forthcoming  to  provide  the  site  and 
carry  out  the  plans.  In  fact,  it  is  useless 
to  put  a  scheme  before  the  Treasury 
which  is  not  one  which  is  immediately 
and  imperatively  required.  I  quote  the 
words  "immediately"  and  "impera- 
tively "  from  a  Circular  from  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  this  is  a  rule  strictly  laid 
down  by  the  Department.  Certainly 
this  is  one  of  the  works  which  ought 
to  be  undertaken  as  soon  as  possible ; 
but  there  are  others  which  ought  to 
take  precedence  of  a  National  Portrait 
Gallery.  One  of  the  important  works 
which  come  into  this  category  is  the 
erection  of  new  Admiralty  buildings. 
As  I  said  the  other  day,  it  is  only  pro- 
posed to  ask  for  a  very  small  Vote  to  begin 
to  carry  out  the  plan  already  adopted 
with  regard  to  the  Admiralty.  The  calls 
for  national  defence  are  very  great  upon 
the  Government  and  Parliament  at  the 
present  moment,  and  it  is  very  difficult 
to  ask  for  a  grant  for  public  works. 
If  the  pictures  were  suffering  in  Bethnal 
Green,  as  the  noble  Lord  said,  of  couise 
the  question  of  providing  a  permanent 
home  for  them  becomes  one  of  greater 
urgency  ;  but  neither  myself  nor  the 
Office  of  Works  had  any  information  cm 
that  point  until  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Hardinge)  was  kind  enough  to  mention 
the  matter  to  me  privately  the  other 
day ;  and  no  complaint  had  been  made 
at  the  Office  of  Works  on  the  subject. 
I  must  remind  your  Lordships  of  this : 
that  the  Office  of  Works  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  care  of  the  pictures  ;  it  is 
only  their  duty  to  provide  a  building  to 
contain  them.  This  applies  to  what  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Sandhurst)  said  as 
to  loans  of  pictures  in  different  parts  of 
London.  It  is  the  Trustees  who  are 
responsible   for    the    pictures,    and    I 
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suppose   it    would    be    their    duty   in 
a  case  of  this  kind  to  make  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Government  that  the 
pictures  were  not  properly  housed,  and 
no  doubt  such  a  representation  will  be 
made.     Apart  from  this  consideration, 
it  does  not  appear  that  any  serious  evil 
arises  from  these  pictures  being  at  the 
BethnalQreen  Museum.  As  has  appeared 
lately  from  the  public  Press,  the   place 
where  the  pictures  are  appears  to  please 
the  public.      The  way    m    which  the 
pictures  are   hung   give  the  student  a 
far  better  opportunity  of  seeing  them 
than  he  ever  had  at  South  Kensing- 
ton.    I  cannot    think    for    a    moment 
that     any    real     student     would    ob- 
ject to  take  a  journey  down  to  Beth- 
nal  Green  to  see  the  pictures  as  they 
are  hung  at  present.     There  are  num- 
bers of    visitors    who    never    had    an 
opportunity    of   seeing    the    collection 
before,    and    might  never    have   done 
so  if  the  pictures  were  not  where  they 
are.     I  should  like  here  to  g^ve  some 
explanation  as  to  what  I  said  the  other 
day,  particularly  as  my  noble  Friend 
who  brought  this  question  forward  has 
found  fault  with  what  I  said.  I  was  mis- 
reported.     I  had  not  the  figures  with 
me  at  the  time,  and  I  spoke  from  recol- 
lection ;   but  I  told  your  Lordships  that 
I  believed  that  the  number  of  visitors  in 
the  first  year  that  the  pictures  were  re- 
moved to  Bethnal  Green  was  three  or 
four  times  (not  four  or  five  times,  as  my 
noble  Friend  said  just  now)  as  many  as 
the  number  who  visited  the  collection  the 
last  year  it  remained  at  South  Kensing- 
ton.      I     made     one     mistake.        I 
said    I    thought    I    based    my   recol- 
lection   on    a    Betum    on     1887;     I 
ought  to  have  said  1886.     The  pictures 
were  removed    to    Bethnal    Green    in 
September,    1885.    What  I  based  my 
calculation  upon  was  this.    I  based  my 
calculation  with  regard  to  South  Ken- 
sington on  the  ten  years  from  1876  to 
1885,  in  which  year  the  pictures  were 
moved    from     South     Kensington    to 
Bethnal  Green.     During  that  ten  years 
the    largest  attendance    was  in   1883, 
when    146,187   visited  the  Gallery  at 
South  Kensington.     During   1884,  the 
last  complete    year  the  pictures  were 
at  South  Kensington,    127,716  visited 
the    Gallery ;    in    the    first    complete 
year    at    Bethnal    Green,     that     was 
in    1886,     the    number    was    446,722. 
My    calculation    was,     therefore,     not 
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far  wrong.  That  was  the  only 
information  I  had  to  go  upon,  but  I 
afterwards  asked  for  a  Return,  and  since 
I  came  into  the  House  to-day,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Scharf,  who  says — 

"  There  is  no  means  of  distinguishing  at  the 
Bethnal  Green  Museum  with  what  ptuiiicular 
ohject  yisitors  enter  the  Museum.  One  set  of 
turnstiles  lead  to  every  department.  Vagrant 
children  of  a  tender  age  count  the  same  as 
grown-up.  cultivated  persons.  A  large  number 
of  the  former  preponderate.  Since  the  addition 
of  the  portraits  to  the  Bethnal  Green  collection 
the  total  yearly  number  of  visitors  has 
diminished.  In  1884  and  1885,  before  the  por- 
traits, the  number  of  visitors-  was  447,330  and 
450,439  ;  in  1886,  with  the  portraits,  the  number 
was  446,722  ;  in  1887,  with  the  portraits, 
409,929  ;  and  in  1888,  with  the  Jubilee  presents 
on  view,  910,611." 

I  think  I  was  justified  in  making  the 
statement  I  did.  On  this  statement, 
there  can  clearly  be  no  means  of  judging 
who  visits  the  pictures,  unless  it  be  the 
Betum  of  those  who  pass  through  the 
turnstiles;  and,  again,  I  have  no  infer* 
mation  as  to  the  difference  of  numbers 
being  increased  from  any.  special  reason 
except    in    1888,     when    the    Jubilee 

Presents  to  Her  Majesty  were  on  view, 
'he  noble  Lord  has  said  something 
about  pledges  as  to  the  building  of  a 
National  Portrait  Gallery.  I  myself 
know  of  no  promises  having  been 
made  since  I  have  been  connected  with 
the  Department  over  which  my  right 
hon.  Fnend  Mr.  Plunket  presides.  At 
all  events,  I  never  made  any  promise  in 
your  Lordships'  House,  either  on  my 
own  behalf  or  on.behalf  of  Mr.  Plunket. 
He  is,  I  know,  extremely  anxious  to 
find  a  permanent  home  for  these  pio- 
tures  as  soon  as  possible,  and  he  is 
quite  ready  to  proceed  the  moment  the 
Treasury  and  Parliament  grant  the 
money  for  a  site  and  settle  the  plans  for 
the  erection  of  a  building.  I  quite  appre- 
ciate what  my  noble  Friend  says  as  to 
the  inconvenience  of  pictures  being  put 
away  in  cellars  at  the  National  Gallery, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  First  Com- 
missioner does  the  same.  With  regard 
to  the  correspondence,  any  correspon- 
dence that  I  have  is  quite  at  the  service 
of  the  noble  Viscount ;  but  it  really 
throws  no  light  upon  the  matter  be- 
cause it  simply  relates  to  the  leave 
given  by  the  Treasury  at  the  instance 
of  the  Works  Department  for  the  loan 
of  the  pictures  to  the  Bethnal  Ghreen 
Museum,   with  some  letters  from  the 
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noble  Viscount  and  the  Soienoe  and  Art 
Department  on  the  same  subject. 
That  ia  all  the  correspoodence  we 
have  since  1BB6.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wortb  while  to  print 
it;  it  is  very  short,  and  does  not  touch 
the  points  to  which  the  noble  Viscount 
has  alluded.  Aa  to  the  question  raised 
bj  my  noble  Friend  fLord  MilltownJ 
whether  Whitehall  Chapel  oould  be  used 
as  a  gallery  for  theae  pictures.  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  First  Gommia- 
iioner  to  his  propoaal,  but  it  is  the  first 
I  have  heard  of  it,  and  I  hardly  think 
that  I  can  encourage  him  in  thinking 
that  it  will  bt  successful. 

ViscotTNT  CEANBBOOK :  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  any  one  who  really 
wishes  to  see  the  pictures  can  see  them 
at  Bethnal  Green  with  great  effect  At 
the  same  time.  I  believe  very  strongly 
that  the  time  has  come  when  the  pic 
turee  which  have  there  found  a  temporary 
home  should  be  brought  back.  If,  as 
the  noble  Viscount  avers,  the  pictures 
are  being  injured  at  Bethnal  Qreen,  that 
seems  to  be  ao  answer  to  the  auggeatioa 
OS  to  taking  other  pictures  there,  until, 
at  all  events,  the  place  ia  put  in  such 
a  state  that  the  works  can  be  exhibited 
without  sustaining  injury.  Withregard 
to  the  loan  of  pictures  generally,  there 
are  certain  principles  ou  which  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  grants 
loana  of  art  subjects  to  localities,  and 
thej  are  alwaya  ready  to  conaider  favour- 
ably any  plan  which  seems  to  offer  ad- 
vantages for  the  instruction  and  eleva- 
tion of  the  people,  due  regard  being  had 
to  the  safety  of  the  collection. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  NAVAL 
AND  MILITARY  DEPARTMENTS 
The  Eabl  OF  CARNARVON,  io  rising 
to  inquire  whether  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
▼wnment  could  give  any  information 
as  to  thn  time  crhon  the  Commission 
in  ted  last  year  to  consider  the 
miuistratiou  of  the  Naval  and  Mili- 
iDepartments  would  renort;  also 
a  part  of  the  Juty  of  the 
report  whether  the  great 
'  ture  and  produc- 
9  to  defects  in  our 
e  system,  s»id  :  YourLord- 
'mberthegeneral 
ion,  and  the  oix- 
ch  it  was  appointed 
is  a  very 
Hortingtoa  ia  the 
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Chairman  ;  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  are 
among  its  Members.  It  was  a  question 
debated  much  at  the  time  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  wlie- 
ther  eome  means  should  not  bo  pro* 
Tided  for  fixing  authoritatively  the 
standard  of  military  and  naval  strength. 
I  think  myself  that  no  one  will  really  be 
aatiaSed  until  this  is  somehow  arrived 
at.  If  Buoh  a  standard  could  be  fixed, 
a  great  deal  of  present  controversy 
would  be  aaved,  and  we  ahould  no  longer, 
OS  now,  be  working  very  often  in  the 
dark.  But  that  was  not  the  deoieion 
which  was  then  arrived  at,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  recommended  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission,  which 
was  "to  consider  the  administration  of 
the  Military  and  Naval  Departments  " — 
in  fact,  to  consider  the  relations  between 
those  Departmenta,  and  between  them 
and  the  Treasury.  My  Lords,  this  is 
not  by  any  meana  the  first  Commission 
on  this  subject  that  has  been  appointed. 
Some  of  your  Lordships  may  have  read, 
and  if  you  have  you  will  have  read  with 
very  great  interest  and  admiration,  the 
Report  of  the  Commiasion  that  was 
appointed  about  two  years  ago,  ot  which 
the  learned  Judge,  Sir  Fitzjames 
Stephen,  was  Chairman,  on  the  system 
under  which  the  patterns  of  warlike 
stores  are  made  and  passed  into  Her 
Majesty's  Service.  That  Report,  to 
which  I  must  refer,  was  not  only  one 
which  is  characterized  by  great  ability, 
but  it  contains  statements  of  the 
most  serious  nature.  To  that  Commis- 
sion was  referred  the  question  of  corrup- 
tion in  certain  cases.  The  Commis- 
sioners acquitted  those  who  were  charged 
with  corruption,  but  they  certainly 
pronounced  an  extremely  heavy  censure 
upon  the  Departments  of  Administra- 
tion upon  the  ground  of  inefficiency. 
They  went  so  far  indeed  as  to  Imply,  if 
not  to  say  in  so  many  words,  that  it  is 
almost  in  present  ciroumstanaes  a  chaotic 
aystem.  Theydwelt  very  much  on  the 
importance  of  decentralization,  and  I 
think  everyone  who  has  turned  his  at- 
tention to  the  subject  will  be  prepared  to 
admit  that  in  that  they  were  emi- 
nently right  But,  if  I  understand 
nghtly,  the  present  position  of  affairs 
in  theWar  Office,  recent  changes  have 
been  rather  in  the  opposite  direction. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of   State  for  War,  in  a  speech  made 
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B  nhort  time  since,  ezpreneed  his  in- 
tention of  dac(>ntralizmg  in  certain 
cute".  Mf  right  bon.  Friend  has 
my  heartj  (food  wiehes  ic  that  ob- 
ject, though  E  could  desire  that  the  de- 
centralizing' procesH  were  carried  a  good 
deal  further  than  in  apparentl}'  con- 
templated, I  would  aek  your  Lardehipa 
to  ooaider  for  one  moment  what  the 
P'isition  of  the  Secretaryof  State  for  Wat 
rt-ally  is.  He  has  to  discharge  a  num- 
ber of  funciioHH  and  duties  which, 
phynically  and  mentally,  are  abso- 
Intftly  beyond  the  scope  of  any  living 
man.  There  ars  no  less  than  five  differ- 
ent capacities  which  he  holds.  First 
of  all,  ho  is  a  Cabinet  SHnister,  which 
involves  thn  caroful  consideration  of  the 
most  important  (questions  ;  secondly,  he 
has  to  deal  with  ijuestions  in  Parlia- 
ment of  a  military  character;  thirdly, 
the  whole  of  the  Stores  and  the  Ordnance 
puss  under  his  review,  and  for  thorn  he 
IS  responsible;  fourthly,  the  enormous 
question  of  fortili cations  comes  under 
his  charge;  and  lantly,  he  is  responsible 
for  the  Estimates  in  their  preparation 
and  passage  through  Parliament.  He 
is,  moreover,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten, 
a  civilian,  who  bus  to  learn  his  business 
when  ho  goes  to  the  War  Office  j  he  is 
constantly  ('hanging,  and,  therefore, 
cannot  posnibly  secure  anything  like 
a  ocmtinuity  of  military  policy.  Be- 
tween IHHI  and  IHa7  there  have  been 
DO  less  than  six  Senrotaries  of  8tate,  or 
an  ftvoragd  of  one  a  year.  What  is 
the  result  of  all  this?  It  is  the  entire 
nhaoniie  of  responsibility  on  the  part 
of  indiviiluats,  running  from  top  to 
bottom  of  our  systsni.  There  are  cut- 
lasses which  will  not  cut,  swords  that 
break,  bayonets  that  bend,  cartridges 
that  jam,  saddlery  that  is  defective,  and 
stores  which  are  absolutely  vicious  and 
bad ;  and  there  are  guns  designed 
and  ordered  sometimes  years  and 
years  before  they  ever  come  to  their  oom- 
pletion,  or  when  they  do,  they  are  practi- 
cally worthless.  What  the  country  com- 
plains of  is  that  the  responsibility  cannot 
be  fixed  on  any  one  person,  or  even  on 
one  part  of  the  system,  the  consequence 
beingthatno  individual  is  ever  punished. 
I  read  with  great  interest  the  other  day 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  As  to  the  coaling  stations,  my 
right  hen.  Friend  frankly  admitted 
that  what  I  and  others  have  baea 
complaining  of  for  so  long  was  oojrft 
Th*  Earl  ef  Vamamm 
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and  that  at  this  moment,  after  Mff^ 
or  nine  years  of  waiting,  Tirtoal^ 
none  of  those  stations  are  in  an  ad^ 
qnately  defensible  condition.  If  j  riglit 
hon.  Friend  also  promised  the  larg<* 
guns,  and  in  this  I  hope  the  Secretazy 
for  War  was  not  too  optimistic  in  hu 
calculations-  Those  large  gnns  an 
almost  the  first  and  most  pressing  need. 
They  have  been  promised  for  a  ray  lon^ 
time,  but  at  this  moment  none  ra  the 
large  92  in-  type  are  mounted,  at  home 
or  abroad.  I  do  not  blame  anj  indi- 
vidual; but  on  the  whole  I  thii&  tliia 
position  of  affairs  is  scandalous.  For 
years  and  years  those  guns  have  beoB 
promised,  and  year  after  year  large  anma 
of  money  have  been  spent,  and  yet  at 
the  end  of  all  this  time  we  are  still  with- 
out that  which  is  considered  to  be  eaaen- 
tial.  The  only  way  of  escape  from  tJia 
difficulty  is  to  band  over  the  oontracta  to 
private  firms.  We  are  in  terrible 
arrear.  This  country  cannot  be  placed 
in  these  matters  beside  France, Q«rmany, 
Italy,  the  United  States,  or  even  with 
some  of  our  own  Colonies,  where  the  bert 
of  guns  exist,  which  have  been  ob* 
tained  from  private  manufacturraa.  I 
believe  from  what  I  have  heard  that 
at  this  moment  the  United  Statea 
has  a  certain  number  of  the  9-3 
inch  guns  which  we  have  never  been 
able  to  procure.  How  far,  then,  is  onr 
administrative  system  and  organiration 
responsible  for  those  great  detects  F  A 
good  many  years  ago,  but  not  out  of  the 
recollection  of  many  of  your  Lordships, 
the  Ordnance  Department  was  separated 
from  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  for  War 
and  of  the  Secretary  for  theColonieaaa  he 
then  was,  the  two  offioes  being  oonjoinad 
in  one  Minister,  who  embraced  the 
double  functions  of  War  llinister  and 
Colonial  Minister.  The  Master  General 
was  at  the  head  of  the  Department. 
He  was  an  otScer  of  the  highest  rank 
and  Hatui ;  he  was,  so  to  speak,  a  per- 
manent officer,  and  in  many  instanoea 
he  sat  in  the  Cabinet  ot  the  day,  as  in 
the  case,  among  others,  of  Zxnd 
Hardinge  and  the  Duke  of  Weltington. 
t  have  heard  from  many  persons  in 
former  years  of  the  great  ailvantaga 
derived  to  the  Cabinet  m>m  the  pi 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
military  qa*""*'™'",  I  think  f 
wise  pUn. 
time  of 
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ized  ID  great  haste,  and  in  circumatanoee 
of  much  confusion,  the  Ordnance 
D^ipartment  was  made  a  separate 
department.  About  1869  the  Surveyor- 
Oeneral's  Department  was  created,  tht< 
object  being  to  have  at  the  head  of  the 
Department  to  which  was  transferred 
the  buBiness  of  the  Ordnance,  not  onlj- 
an  officer,  but  also,  if  possible,  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  Tery  soon  the  professional  element 
dropped  out,  and  a  civilian  vas 
appointed.  Since  then,  I  believe  that 
the  great  majority  of  Surveyors  General 
have  been  civilians.  And  not  only  are 
they  engaged  in  political  life  and  con- 
tinually changing,  but  they  are  under 
the  influence  of  their  so-called  subordia- 
atea  in  the  War  Office.  Here,  again,  is 
another  instance  of  the  want  of  respon- 
sibility on  which  I  lay  bo  much  stress. 
Eight  or  nine  years  ago  the  Ordnance 
Committee  was  established.  It  was  a 
body,  partly  composed  of  civilians 
and  partly  of  officers;  but  inasmuch 
as  it  changes  periodically,  it 
poasiblo  to  fix  responsibility  upon 
it.  The  chain  of  responsibility  ex- 
tends from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
through  the  Commander-in-Chief,  the 
Director  of  the  Ordnance  Committee, 
the  subordinate  officers  who  have  to  deal 
with  the  branches  of  the  business,  down 
to  the  manufacturer.  It  is  absolutely 
impossible  when  a  gun  bursts  to  fix  the 
responsibility  on  one.  of  the  different 
persons  or  departments  which  I  have 
enumerated.  This  meanaa  veryserious 
state  of  affairs,  and  yet  it  exists  in 
nearly  every  branch  of  the  Service.  I 
will  trouble  your  Lordships  with  but  a 
single  quotation,  and  that  is  very  apt. 
In  the  Egyptian  Campaign  it  was  stated 
in  the  evidence  before  the  Commission 
that— 

"  Out  of  110  ahrapn  ell  shell,  55  were  fan  ed 
-defTCtive,  some  having  do  bursting  ch&rgea,  and 
others  haTins  the  bursting  charges  wet.  Out 
«f  a  total  o?  368  ahtapnell  shells,  166  were 
found  correct — that  is,  about  39  percent;  126, 
poTtioa  ol  bursting  charge  gone — about  31  per 
«ent :  61  empty— aboat  16  per  cant ;  30  damp 
— abont  8  per  cent ;  and  26  jammed— about  7 
pwoent" 

The  atatemrat  of  Lord  Wolseley  upon 
that  is  as  follows ; — 
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to  the  only  baltery  of  Royal  Artillery  which 


our  email  wars  the  British  soldier  h 
tend  against  enemies  vastly  superior  in  number, 
and  it  is  only  bj'  superior  diaciplioe  and  the 
efficiency  of  our  arms  of  precision  that  Ao  can 
secure  victory.  I  have  already  addressed  your 
Lordahip  on  the  subject  of  the  carelessness  shown 
by  thote  respontible  at  home  for  the  qualit;  of 
the  ammunition  supplied  to  the  troops  in  the 
field,  in  issuing  star  shells  of  a  different  calibre 
from  thai  of  the  guns  of  the  battery  serving 
here.  I  trust  the  new  proof  contained  in  the 
inclosed  papers  of  the  culpable  negligence  of 
some  branch  of  department  at  home  will  lead 
to  an  inquiry  into  its  worliiDg  by  a  board  of 
selected  officers  of  the  line,  unconnected  in 
every  way  with  the  Woolwich  mannfecturing  or 
Store  department,  or  with  the  administration 
under  which  they  work.  I  write  strongly  be- 
cause I  feel  strongly  when  I  think  of  how  the 
lives  of  gallant  soldiers  may  have  been  aacri< 
ficed  in  the  present  campaign,  and  may  be 
again  so  sacriSced  in  the  future,  through  the 
ineitusable  carelessness  of  iodividuals  in  the 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  acd  through  the  unsound- 
ness of  a  system  under  which  such  ammunition 
as  that  described  in  these  inclosures  coutd  pos- 
sibly have  been  issued  for  service  in  the  deld, 
"  I  have,  Ac, 

"  WoLBELEY,  General." 

It  is  needlesa  to  comment  upon  that. 
Indeed,  I  should  only  weaken  such  a 
letter  by  doing  so.  Sir  Fitzjames  Ste- 
phen's Keport  summed  up  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioners  as  to  the  present  de- 
fects in  this  particular  weapon.  They 
aaid  that  our  system  had  no  definite 
object,  and  no  efficient  head,  and, 
lastly,  no  definite  practical  method  of 
dealing  with  all  those  technical  and 
scientific  stores  and  implements  whioh 
bad  to  be  dealt  with.  It  is  impossible 
to  conceive  a  stronger  or  amore  sweeping 
statement  than  that,  and  yet,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  have  never  heard  it  contra- 
dicted or  controverted  in  any  way.  If 
the  state  of  things  be  as  described,  of 
course  we  are  coevioted  of  very  great 
waste  and  inefSiciency.  Efficleaoy  and 
economy  generally  go  hand  in  hand, 
but  our  system  is  against  both.  No 
doubt,  under  our  Parliamentary  system 
we  cannot  have  the  vigour,  the  rapidity 
of  action,  and  the  mobility  of  foreign 
Gkivemmente.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  are  also  great  difficulties  arising 
out  of  our  management  of  that  system, 
and  the  o^anization  which  we  have 
created.  For  this  we  are  responsible, 
and  on  these  questions  I  nope  the 
Commisnon  of  which  I  am  inquir- 
ing   will    be  able  to   make   full  and 
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adequate  recommendations.    The  Oom« 
missioners  are  eo  constituted  that  they 
ought  to  do  so,  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
we  must  always  look  in  the  main  and  in 
the  end  to  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment. 
They  have,  of  course,  the  spending  of  this 
large  sum  of  £18,000,000  a  year.  They 
have  the  real  power  and  the  real  respon- 
sibility.   I  do  not  doubt  their  desire  to 
do  what  is  right,  and  I  have  not  made 
these    observations    with    the    desire 
of   casting   blame  on  any  individual. 
It   is    because    I  am  impressed   with 
the  serious  position    of  circumstances 
that    I     desire    to    call    attention     to 
some  at  least  of   the  most  important 
factors  in  this  case,  and  tD  point  out 
how  great,    in    my    opinion,     is    the 
evil,  how  great  is  the  wastoi  how  great 
is  the   danger,   and  how  great  is  the 
need  of  someone  finding  a  remedy  with 
the  least  possible  delay. 
*Thb  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  Before  the 
noble    Lord    answers   the    question,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  give  me  their 
patience  for  a  few  moments.     My  noble 
Friend  has  traversed  the  whole  field  of 
military  administration,  and  though  I 
agree  with  a  great  deal  that  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord,  I  think  that  many 
of  the  faults  in  the  system  are  not  re- 
ferable specially  to  War  Office  admini- 
stration, but  are  really  inherent  in  our 
Parliamentary  government  and  admini- 
stration.   The  noble  Lord  referred  at 
length  to  the  Keport  of  the  Commission 
over  which  Sir  James  Stephen  presided. 
Able  as  the  Eeport  was  in  many  par- 
ticulars, I  venture  to  differ  entirely  from 
the  conclusions  at  which  it  arrived  for 
the  reform  of  our  system   of  military 
administration.     The  re-introduction  of 
the  Ordnance  Committee  would,  in  my 
opinion,    increase    the    confusion.        1 
think  it  is  essential  to  have  a  Secretary 
of  State  who  should  be  responsible  to 
Parliament  for  the  Army  Estimates  and 
for  all  that  depends  upon  them.     I  do 
not  for  a  moment  say  that  the  War 
Office  itself,  or  the  manufacturing  de- 
partments are  perfect  in  organization, 
but    many    of    the    errors    and    mis- 
fortunes,   referred    to    by    the    noble 
Lord  cannot  entirely  be  put  down  to 
faults    of    the    system    in    the    War 
Office  itself.     I  think  the  noble  Lord 
was  rather     misled    as    to    the    cha- 
racter   of    the    Ordnance    Committee, 
and    his    statements    were    calculated 
to   mislead  the  House  as  to  its  funo- 

The  iCarl  of  Cartufrvan 


tions.      I     always     understood     that 
that  Committee,  composed  of  the  ablest 
Ordnance  officers  who  could  be  found, 
and  of  eminent  mechanical  engineers, 
was  a  purely    consultative    committee 
which  only  made  such  experiments  as  it 
was  requested  to  make  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  or  his  Ordnance  advisers.    Sa 
far  it  is,  no  doubt,  responsible  for  the 
Keports    which    it    sends    in    to    the 
Secretary  of   State.    The   noble   Lord 
also  spoke    of  the    Surveyor    G-eneral 
of  the    Ordnance.     Certainly,    I  have 
some    sympathy  with  the    noble  Lord 
when     I     consider    what    the    office 
originally  was,  and  what  it  eventually 
came  to  be.     When  it  was  instituted  by 
Lord  Northbrook  in  1869  it  was  intended 
to  be  a  technical  and  professional  office 
to  be  held  by  a  distinguished  Ordnance 
officer.     In  my  judgment,  it  is  a  great 
pity  that  that  principle  was  departed 
from,  and  that  it  came  to  be  a  Parlia- 
mentary office.    I  believe  that  if  we  had 
had  an  officer  of  technical  experience  as 
adviser  to  the  Secretary  of  State  a  gpreat 
deal  of  evil  would  have  been  avoided,, 
and  much  good  would  have  been  done. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question, 
relating  to  the  manufacture' and  produc- 
tion of  guns,  the  noble  Lord  has  hardly 
referred  to  it  at  all.     I  am  not  going  ta 
say  for  a  moment  that  the  delays  have 
not  been  greater  than  they  ought  to  have 
been;    but  here  again  the  House  and 
thie  country  should  draw  a  distinction 
between  delays  which   are  the  result 
of     bad     administration     and    those 
which  are  the  result  of  the  conditions 
of      manufacture.        For      the      last 
few  years  we  have  been  passing  through 
an  absolutely  experimental  stage  in  the 
manufacture   of  big  guns,  as  regards 
their     construction,     as     regards    the 
material  from  which  they   are  made^ 
and   as    regards    the    powder    which 
is  to  be  used  in  them.      As  soon  as 
one  pattern  is  supposed  to  be  perfect  in. 
all  particulars,  the  inventive  genius  of 
some  individual   would    suggest  some 
improvement.     There  is  no  stability  or 
permanence  in  the  patterns,  and  to  that 
is  owing  a  great  (^al  of  the  delay  ot 
which  the  noble  Lord  so  justly  com- 
plains.     I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord's 
remarks  about  obtaining  guns  by  oon« 
tract;  but  the  noble  Lord  should  re- 
member the  great  difficulty  that  existed 
some  years  ago  in  finding  private  firms 
that  could  manufacture  guns  of  great 
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oalibro.  There  was  not  more  than  one — ^if 
there  was  one — firm  in  the  country  which 
coold  produce  satisfactorily  the  huge 
ingots  of  steel  which  were  necessary  for 
the  construction  of  the  big  guns  then 
made.  This  has  been  to  a  great  extent 
corrected  now,  and  no  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Harris)  will  tell 
the  House  what  has  been  done  in  this 
direction.  I  hope  the  system  of  putting 
guns  out  to  contract  will  be  largely  in- 
creased. Before  I  sit  down  I  should 
like  to  know,  though  it  is  perhaps 
hardly  fair  to  ask  the  noble  "Lord  with- 
out notice,  how  far  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  over  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  preside,  have  been  carried 
into  effect  ?  I  refer  to  the  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  Manufacturing 
Departments  of  the  Army,  which  sat  at 
the  same  time  as  Sir  Fitzjames  Stephen's 
Commission.  One  great  object  of  that 
Committee  was  to  centre  responsibility 
somewhere.  One  suggestion  was  that 
there  should  be  one  head  of  the  Manu- 
facturing Departments  of  the  Army; 
another  and  most  important  suggestion 
was,  that  there  should  be  an  absolute 
divorce  of  inspection  from  manufacture. 
We  attached  great  importance  to  the 
latter  suggestion,  and  I  should  like  to 
learn  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  carry  out  the  recommendation. 
The  under  SECJRETARY  of 
STATE  for  war  (Lord  Harris)  :  My 
Lords,  the  questions  put  to  me  by  the 
noble  Earl  may  be  answered  shortly. 
The  noble  Marquess  who  presided  over 
the  Commission  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Earl  hopes  to  be  able  to  report  about 
Easter.  The  second  point  referred  to 
in  the  question  was  not,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  referred  to  the 
Commission,  though  they  might  pro- 
bably deal  with  it  mcidentally.  I  quite 
feel  that  an  answer  as  brief  as  that 
would  not  be  respectful  to  your  Lord- 
ships, and  would  not  satisfy  the  noble 
Earl,  but  I  was  not  quite  prepared  for 
the  noble  EarPs  going  back  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  two  years  ago,  the 
report  and  recommendations  of  which 
had  been  fully  dealt  with.  Before, 
however,  dealing  with  that  part  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech,  I  would  like  to  refer 
briefly.to  the  death  of  Mr.  Guy  Dawnay, 
who,  by  the  great  experience  gained  in 
his  hunting  expeditions  in  South  Africa, 
proved  a  most  valuable  officer  in  our 
South    African    campaigns.      He   was 


selected  by  the  noble  Marquess  as  Sur- 
veyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  in  1885^ 
and  I  am  sure  that  all  who  came  into  con- 
tact with  him  will  agree  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  find  a  man  more 
assiduous  in  his  public  duties,  or 
more  amiable  as  a  friend.  For  two 
years  or  more  Mr.  Dawnay  had 
been  working  with  great  success  upon 
the  completion  of  the  new  rifle,  and  if 
that  rifle  should  fulfil  the  expectations- 
formed  of  it,  the  result  will  be  largelr 
due  to  Mr.  Dawnay.  The  noble  Earl 
based  his  speech  in  great  measure  on 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  now  twa 
years  old.  That  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  system  of  passing 
stores  into  the  Service.  It  went  some- 
what further,  and  expressed  an  opinion 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  re -establish 
such  an  official  as  the  Master  General  of 
Ordnance.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  h6Ui 
pointed  out  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
Lord  Northbrook  that  the  office  of  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  should  be- 
held by  a  distinguished  military  man, 
but  that  Parliament  was  too  strong  for 
the  noble  Lord,  and  insisted  upon  having 
a  political  official.  I  quite  agree  that 
many  of  the  difficulties  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  great  spending  department 
like  the  War  Office  arise  from  our 
political  system.  The  noble  Earl  ex- 
pressed himself  strongly  in  favour  of  de* 
centralization,  and  did  the  fullest 
justice  to  Mr.  Stanhope's  efforts  in  that 
direction.  I  cannot,  however,  agree 
with  all  the  noble  Earl's  illustrations 
of  how  such  a  system  could  be  carried 
out.  At  the  same  time  I  hope  that  the^ 
system  of  decentralization  initiated  by 
Mr.  Stanhope  will  be  carried  further, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  supply  of 
stores.  What  is  wanted  of  the  War  Office, 
after  all,  is  to  make  war  well,  and  it  would 
be  an  immense  advantage  if  there  were 
at  particular  places  stations  at  which 
every  variety  of  stores  were  collected,, 
rather  than  having  them  all  centralized 
at  Woolwich.  The  noble  Earl  referred 
to  the  complaint  made  in  the  Report  of 
Sir  Fitzjames  Stephen's  Commission 
with  respect  to  the  star  shells.  My  noble- 
Friend  opposite  has  dealt  with  that 
question,  and  shown  that  it  aroso 
from  the  mistake  of  an  Ordnance- 
Store  officer  at  Alexandria  or  Cairo, 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  tho 
Ordnance  Department  at  Woolwich. 
Then,  again,  there  was  the  story  of  thev 
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sbrapnell  shells  and  the  powder  shrink- 
ing down  below  the  cap.  That  was  a 
grave  mistake,  undoubtedly,  and  one  I 
do  not  wish  to  defend ;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  those  stores,  before 
they  got  out  to  Egypt,  passed  through 
several  transhipments,  and  underwent  a 
.great  amount  of  jolting,  which  would 
account  for  the  slipping  of  the  powder 
below  the  cap.  It  was  satisfactorily 
proved,  on  examination,  that  the  shells 
had  not  been  sent  out  from  England 
without  the  bursting  charge.  Moreover, 
it  is  part  of  the  drill  of  an  Artillery 
officer,  before  he  discharges  his  weapon, 
to  see  that  the  burstingcharge  is  allright. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the 
•question  of  heavy  guns.  That  is  a  most 
-difficult  technical'question  for  a  layman 
to  take  up ;  but  there  are  one  or  two 
points  which  ought  to  be  made  known, 
because  the  public  are  under  some  little 
mistake  as  to  the  actual  facts.  This 
•country  adopted  breech- loading  ordnance 
long  after  France  and  Germany.  The 
noble  Earl  believed  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  we  were  far  behind  France 
in  this  matter.  My  belief  is  exactly 
"the  contrary.  Though  we  were  two  or 
three  years  behind  France  in  the  adop- 
tion of  the  new  type  of  breech-loading 
Ipins,  I  believe  we  are  now,  as  regards 
the  new   type  of  steel    breech-loading 

fans,  considerably  ahead  of  that  country, 
he  noble  Earl  has  quoted  occasionally 
from  the  Report  of  Sir  Fitzjames 
^Stephen's  Commission.  I,  too,  would 
like  to  quote  a  passage  from  the  Report 
of  the  same  Commission,  because  it 
'bears  directly  on  the  question  of  heavy 
ordnance.  In  paragraph  446  the  Report 
Bays — 

"We   would  direct  particular  attention  in 
connection  with  this  subject— [that  is,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  CoUingwood  gun]— to  the  evidence 
given  by  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell.   He  considers 
that  there  was  some  local  defect  in  the  material 
•of  which  the  gun  was  composed,  and  observes 
that  the  steel  is  of  such  a  nature  that  fracture 
in  it  occasionally  takes  place  which  can  be 
referred  to  no  visible  cause.    This,  if  correct, 
is  a  great  misfortune.     It  shows  that  large  guns 
>must,  at  present,  be  regarded  as  being    to  a 

greater  or  less  extent  experimental  and  specu- 
tive ;  ^  but  it  is  a  misfortune  from  which 
•all  nations  must  suffer  in  common.  We 
have  reason  to  think  that  failures  of  a  very 
aerious  character  have  occurred  in  both  French 
and  German  guns,  of  which  very  little  is 
Allowed  to  be  known." 

The    noble     Lord     will    quite    under- 
•Stand    that     I     am    not    attempting 

Lord  Harru 


for  a  moment  to  defend  the  delays 
that  take  place  in  completing  the  sup- 
ply of  guns;  it  is  most  deplorable 
that  such  a  state  of  things  should 
exist  in  a  great  manufacturing  country 
like  this ;  but  the  public  should  recog- 
nize that  we  took  up  the  breechloading 
system  later  than  either  France  or  Ger- 
many ;  that  in  ten  years  we  have  entirely 
changed  from  the  simple  form  of  muzzle- 
loader  to  the  complex  form  of  breech- 
loader, from  the  old  iron  gun,  first  of  all, 
to  a  steel  tube  with  iron  hoops,  and, 
finally,  to  a  steel  tube  with  steel  hoops, 
an  immense  change,  especially  with  a 
treacherous  material  such  as  steel ;  and 
that,  notwithstanding  accidents  which 
have  occurred  to  guns  of  the  new  type, 
there  have  been  none  which  have  re- 
sulted in  loss  of  life.  Extraordinary  ad- 
vances  have  also  been  made  in  the 
descriptions  of  powder  to  be  used.  The 
gim  is  designed  to  take  a  certain  charge, 
and  experiments  have  to  be  conducted 
as  to  the  exact  charge  and  the  kind  of 
powder  which  is  best  adapted  for  the 
gun.  It  is  the  fact  that  during  the 
last  10  years  we  have  been  in  an  experi- 
mental state.  The  Secretary  of  State  in 
another  place  spoke  the  other  night  with 
hope  as  to  the  turn  out  of  guns,  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  pledge  himself 
on  the  subject.  After  our  experience 
in  the  past  few  years,  no  one  would  be 
justified  in  saying  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely certain  that  guns  would  be  always 
waiting  for  ships  instead  of  ships  having 
to  wait  for  guns.  But  quite  recently 
there  has  been  an  important  Report 
which  leads  one  to  hope  that  a  point  has 
been  reached  in  the  manufacturing  of 

funs  which  will  enable  them  to  be  pro- 
uced  more  rapidly  in  future.  As  re- 
gards lining,  that  matter  originated 
practically  in  1886.  An  8  in.  gun  fired 
366  rounds,  and  the  bore  was  then 
found  to  be  so  eroded  by  the  action  of 
the  powder  that  the  projectile  no  longer 
rotated.  The  gun  was  sent  to  Elswiok 
and  lined,  and  the  experiment  proved 
quite  satisfactory;  it  proved  that  guns 
could  bf  practically  renewed  and  made 
efficient  at  a  very  small  cost.  That  was 
the  origin  of  the  system  of  lining.  It 
has  been  tried  not  only  with  the 
8  in.,  but  also  with  the  6  in. 
gun,  and  is  equally  successful.  There 
seeftis  to  be  some  impression  in  the 
conntrr  that  there  are  no  new  types  of 
breecluoading  guns  in  the  Servioee,  but 
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tbat  ia  quite  a  mistake.  In  IMi  we 
had  some  350  new  type  breeubloadin^ 
^ns,  almost  entirely  ia  the  eea  service; 
m  1986  we  had  about  doubled  the 
number,  and  we  hare  now  of  all  tfpee 
«ither  in  the  sea- going  squadrons  or  in 
harbours,  or  in  store,  about  1,450  new 
type  breech  loading  gune,  and  about  600 
of  these  are  t>  in,  and  upwards.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  fixing  respon- 
nibility  upon  an  individual,  I  think  the 
noble  £arl  will  himself  admit  that  there 
is  some  little  difficulty  in  doing  so  where 
the  design  may  be  made  by  one  peraoii 
nnd  the  material  by  another.  I  should 
be  inclined  to  think  (hat,  to  some  extent, 
there  ia  responsibility  for  a  design  upon 
the  Ordnance  Committee,  but  it  does  not 
follow  that,  because  a  gun  fails,  ih^ 
design  is  necessarily  responsible,  because 
it  must  be  proved  that  there  was  abso- 
lutely no  flaw  whatever  in  the  materia) 
before  it  can  be  proved  that  the  deaigti. 
was  at  fault.  Therefore  I  think  the 
difficulties  of  fixing  responsibility  are 
not  so  light  as  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to 
think.  With  relerence  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  presided  over  by  th* 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Lord  Morley),  I 
may  say  that  the  actual  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee  aa  regards  the 
Ordnance  factories  have  been  carried 
out,  and  the  factories — Woolwich,  Park- 
head,  Enfield,  Waltham — have  all  been 
placed  under  one  head.  The  head  of 
the  Ordnance  factory,  indeed,  is  very 
much  in  tbe  position  of  a  private  manu- 
facturer, and  is  mnde  actually  respon- 
sible for  the  atorea  he  iaaaea.  The  de- 
partment of  the  Director  of  Artillery 
now  examines  all  stores  ieauod  to  the 
Army,  and  if  it  chooses  to  reject  them  the 
person  who  aupplies  them  is  brought  to 
Dook.  In  order  to  carry  out  this  system 
it  has  been  necessary  to  increase  the 
strength  of  the  Inspecting  Department, 
but  I  believe  t^e  additional  expenditure 
thus  involved  has  been  welt  laid  out. 
Finally,  as  regards  the  storage  of  stores, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  as  he  has  recently 
explained,  has  taken  steps  to  put  up 
store  buildings  in  various  parts  of  the 
country,  in  order  that  the  atorss  requisite 
tor  particular  bodies  of  troops  may  be 
decentralized  and  easily  got  at,  and  that 
we  may  not  have  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
-with  an  enonnons  mass  of  stores  centra- 
lized in  tbe  central  depot  at  Woolwich. 
Although  the  Report  of  Sir  Fitejames 
Stephen's  Commisoion,  and  that  of  my 
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noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Uorley)  were 
but  two  years  old,  a  very  great  deal  haa 
been  done  to  improve  the  system  of 
adminiatration  in  tbe  Army.  It  would, 
in  my  opiaion,  be  moat  unwise  to  inter- 
fere with  the  gradual  progress  of  tbe 
improvemente  that  are  being  effected, 
because  the  War  OfGoe  has  no  doubt 
that  they  are  beneficial,  and  that  the 
system  adopted  must  result  in  the  supply 
te  the  Army  of  good  material,  and  of  an 
arm  which  will  worthily  stand  the  test 
in  the  hour  of  trial. 
•The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  :  The 
noble  Lord  has  made  a  very  good  de- 
fence of  that  which  it  is  his  duty  to  de- 
fend ;  and  if  I  do  not  quite  agree  with 
him  in  all  his  remarks,  it  is  not  for 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  ability  he 
has  shown.  I  desire  merely  to  point 
out  that  whilst  the  explanation  ha 
gave  as  to  the  atar  ahells  may  be 
correct,  the  other  charge  which  I 
quoted  from  the  Report  is  not  dealt  with 
at  all.  The  defects  in  the  shrapnel 
shells  were  not  due  to  any  manipula- 
tion at  Cairo  and  Alexandria,  but  te  mis- 
takes made  before  the  stores  left  Wool- 
wich. Uy  noble  Friend  quoted  against 
me  a  paragraph  from  this  Report,  from 
the  evidence  of  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell, 
to  the  effect  that 

"  In  the  present  conditioa  of  steel,  frac- 
tures coDtinaaUy  take  place,  and  can  be  referred 
to  no  visible  cause." 

My  hon.  Friend  should  have  read  also 
the  next  paragraph,  in  which  tbe  Ccm- 
missioners  sum  up  their  opinion,  as  apart 
from  that  of  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell,  in 
the  sentence — 

Such   reaults     from   the   manufactnre    of 
o^UBB  can  hardlf  be  conaidered  satirfactoij." 

The  Ddzb  of  CAMBRIDGE ;  The 
aoble  Lord  has  referred  to  the  recent 
changea  in  the  system  of  administration 
of  the  Army,  which,  we  trust,  will  lead 
to  no  inconsiderable  resulte.  I  am  not 
sure,  however,  that  down  to  the  present 
tbe  results  of  the  examination  of  arms 
m  aa  eatiefantory  as  we  could 
wish.  In  reference  to  the  Egyptian 
Oampaign,  the  country  must  remember 
hat  in  time  of  war.  when  a  good  deal  of 
ough  work  is  going  on,  it  is  quite 
natural  that  accidents  should  happen. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  quite  reasonable  to 
say,  because  a  weapon  is  broken,  that 
therefore  it  was  due  to  bad  manufac- 
ture. It  is  utterly  unreasonable,  beoauae 
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of  these  unavoidable  accidents,  to  blame 
the  Department,  although*  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  only  right  that  faults  of  this 
kind  should  be  carefully  looked  into, 
and  I  believe- that  the  steps  now  being 
taken  will  add  very  much  to  the  security 
which  will  be  felt  in  the  equipment  of 
our  forces.  I  feel  with  the  noble  Earl 
the  great  disadvantage  of  having  so 
many  guns  unfinished,  but  the  fact  is 
that  the  extraordinary  march  of  intelli- 
gence under  which  we  are  now  living 
produces  every  day  some  new  invention, 
some  new  experiment,  both  in  regard  to 
the  steel  of  which  the  weapon  is  made 
and  with  regard  to  the  powder  that  is 
used.  Noble  Lords  have  no  idea  of  the 
delicacy  of  these  heavy  guns.  The  enor- 
mous charge  alone  makes  it  essential 
that  the  greatest  care  should  be  taken, 
because  the  strongest  feeling  would  arise 
if  any  accident  occurred  whereby  life 
was  lost.  That  circumstance  naturally 
makes  the  manufacturers  doubly  care- 
ful about  the  arms  which  are  to  be 
placed  in  position  and  in  the  hands  of 
the  troops.  We  must  look  for  delay, 
therefore,  in  preparing  those  heavy 
weapons.  I  feel  very  much,  however, 
that  we  want  them,  and  the  sooner  we 
get  them  the  better  I  think  it  will  be. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  I 
are  anxious  that  they  should  be  pre- 
pared as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  done 
everything  to  hasten  their  manufac- 
ture. The  difficulties,  however,  are 
found  to  be  very  great.  But  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  delay  is  the  fault  of 
the  Departments,  or  of  the  system 
under  which  we  at  present  administer 
those  Departments. 

Lord  HARRIS:  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  will  be  glad  to  learn  that  there  are 
guns  of  larger  size  than  those  he  re- 
ferred to  actually  already  in  position.  I 
admit  that  there  is  delay  in  regard  to 
the  9-in.  guns,  but  there  are,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  29  12in.  guns  mounted,  and  a 
considerable  number  of  those  are  in  the 
leuid  service. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.  10.) 

SErOND   READING. 

Lord  HOB  HOUSE :  My  Lords* 
since  this  matter  was  first  before  your 
Lordships  a  year  ago  there  has  been  no 
alteration  in  the  substance  or  the  merits 
of  the  case,  and  therefore  I  do  not  pro- 

The  Duke  of  Cambridge 


pose  to  take  up  your  time  with  any  long 
argument  in    support  of   the  position 
that  the  present  system  of  individual 
trusteeships  is  fraught  with  evil  both  to- 
trustees  and  beneficiaries,  and  that  it 
is  most  desirable  that  there  should  b» 
some  change  in  the  law.     The  suggested 
remedy  has  been  tested  for  a  long  time 
over  a  wide  field  of  experience.     It  has 
been   applied    in    the    United    States,. 
Canada,     South    Africa,    and    in    the 
Australasian      Colonies — in      countries 
where  the  English  system,  the  French 
system,  and  the  Dutch  system  of  trusts 
prevail ;     and     it     has      been     found 
equally  successful  in  all,  from  which  I 
infer  that  it  is  suited  to  the  wants  of 
active    and     commercial    communities* 
The  suggestion  is  that  solid  companies 
should  be  formed   for  the  purpose    of 
discharging  the  duties  which  are  now 
discharged  by  individuals.      I  am  not 
asking  for  any  alteration  in  the  law  of 
joint  stock  companies,  nor  am  I  asking 
for  any  alteration  in  the  law  of  trusts.  Oa 
the  contrary,  I  propose  that  corporate 
trustees    should    be  under    the    same 
duties   and    obligations    as    individual 
trustees  are  now.     But,  by  our  law,  a 
trustee  cannot  receive  any  profit  on  ac- 
count of  his  trust  unless  the  founder  of 
the    trust  has   so  declared  in  express 
terms;    and    either  by  law   or   by  in- 
veterate    practice — I     hardly      know 
which  —  corporations    cannot    be    ap- 
pointed   to     various     fiduciary     posi- 
tions.     What,     therefore,    is    wanted 
is  an  alteration  of  those  two  rules  of 
law,  because,  unless  they  are  altered,  it  - 
is  clear  that   a  very  long  time  must 
elapse  before  new  trusts  are  created, 
and  even  then  the  field  of  operation 
must  be  imperfect,  on  account  of  the 
offices  to  which  corporations  cannot  be 
appointed.     The  Bill  is   framed    with 
these  objects.     One   group  of  clauses 
provides  for  such  an  alteration  of  the  law 
as   will  enable  companies  to  carry  on 
business  to  a  substantial  extent — that  is 
to  say,  receiving  payment  for  the  offioes- 
which  they  fulfil.      There  is  another 
group    of    clauses    addressed    to    the- 
security    of    the    public,    in    order  to 
guard  against  there  being  bubble  com- 
panies.    It  is  provided  that  the  sub- 
scribed capital  shall  be  a  large  amount 
—£100,000  is    mentioned  in  the   Bill 
-—half  of  which  should  be  deposited  in 
Court,  in  order  to  be  security  for  the 
customers.     The  companies  are  to.  ren- 
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der  reffnlor  aocounta  to  the  Kegistrar  of 
Joint  Stock  Companiee,  and  an;  person 
who  desires  to  aatishr  himself  of  their 
condition  may  do  so  try  applying  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  appoint  an  Inspector 
to  overhaul  the  books,  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  may,  if  it  see  fit,  require  an  in- 
crease in  the  deposit.  It  ia  provided 
that  the  companies  shall  be  under  the 
same  liabilities  as  those  under  which 
individual  trustees  now  are,  and  that 
the  officers  shall  be  liable,  by  way  of 
contempt  and  so  forth,  for  breaches  of 
duty  by  the  Dompanies  themselves.  The 
Bill  has  been  carefully  prepared,  after 
the  study  of  a  great  number  of  Acts  in 
the  United  States  and  the  Colonies  for 
the  creation  of  euch  companies.  It  is 
new,  and  runs  a  good  deal  into  details. 
It  is  one  of  those  measures  wherein 
skilled  heads  may  be  able  to  detect 
many  faults  and  suggest  many  improve- 
ments. With  this  object,  I  would 
aaggest  that,  at  a  later  stage,  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. Uy  Lords,  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "ThattheBillbenowreadS-" 
— ( 7A«  Lord  Solhout».) 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOE:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything 
that  can  properly  be  urged  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  I  understand  it ; 
but  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  should  be  under- 
stood. In  respect  to  one  commercial 
company — from  South  A&ica  I  believe 
— there  was  an  efi'ort  to  do  that  which 
I  do  not  believe  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships or  any  English  lawyer  would  re- 
cognize as  a  proper  thing  to  do— namely, 
to  permit  them  to  treat  the  trust  fund 
as  a  thing  out  of  which  they  could  make 
profit.  I  can  understand  the  propriety 
of  paying  trustees— whether  a  company 
or  individaals — but  I  would  not  consent 
to  give  any  company  the  power  to  make 
a  profit  out  of  the  trust  funds.  By  the 
16th  section  of  this  Bill  my  noble  Friend 
preserves  all  the  liabilities  that  a  trustee 
would  be  under  when  a  company  be- 
comes a  trustee.  I  would  suggest  that, 
in  addition  to  this,  the  directors  should 
be  themselves  under  personal  liability 
in  respect  of  the  company.  I  do  not 
find  that  exact  security  in  ths  Bill,  and 
I  am  convinced  that  it  is  one  that  is 
required.  These  are  matters  which  re- 
quire  careful    examination  by  skilled 


lawyers,  and  therefore  I  hope  that 
after  being  read  a  second  time  the  Bill 
will  be  re^rred  to  a  small  Select  Com- 
mittee.   

LoBoHEHSOHELL;  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  objects  of  this  Bill,  and  heartily 
support  the  Motion  for  its  Second  Bead- 
ing. I  think  the  better  plan  would  be 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  one  of  tne  new  Stand- 
ing Oommitteea.  The  Standing  Com- 
mittees have  power  under  the  Standing 
Orders  to  refer  any  particular  measure 
to  a  small  Sub- Committee.  I  should  be 
sorry  to  see  any  uunecessary  multiplica- 
tions of  Select  Committees  to  do  work 
which  I  hope  is  going  to  be  efficiently 
done  by  the  Standing  Committees. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  LEGISLATION. 

Lord  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  if  it  may  be  hoped 
that  the  promised  Bill  tor  consolidating 
and  amending  the  Acts  on  Reformatory 
aod  Industrial  Schools  will  be  intro- 
duced in  this  House  soon,  before  our 
time  is  more  engaged? 

Earl  BROWNLOW  :  I  had  hoped  to 
lay  the  Reformatory  Bill  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  before  this,  but  some  tech- 
nical difficulties  prevented  my  doing  so. 
However,  I  shall  have  it  ready  to  lay 
before  the  House  on  Monday.  The  In- 
dustrial Schools  Bill  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  lay  on  the  Table  in  a  very  few  days 
afterwards.  Although  they  ore  presented 
at  different  times,  I  think  it  will  be  con- 
venient to  have  both  Bills  before  us  for 
oonsideration  at  the  same  time. 

House  adjourned  at  s  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  to   Monday   neit, 

a  qoarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    00MM0N8, 
Friday,  29th  March,  1889. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
-and  being  re- 
Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Koyal  Assent 

0,— 

1,  Consolidated   Fund  (No.  1.)  Act, 


Zoani  to  Iriih 
QUESTIONS. 


THE  FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT. 
Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  employ- 
ment by  a  huBband  of  his  wife  in  a  fac- 
tory or  workshop  which  is  not  olasaed  aa 
a  domestic  factory  or  workshop  in  "  The 
Factory  and  Workahop  Act,  1878,"  it 
employment  as  defined  in  Section  94  of 
that  Act  ? 

TtiE  SECKETAEY  op  STATE  tor 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
HAi-rnswa,  Birmingham,  E.):  Thehon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  a  question  of  law  on 
which  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me  to 
g^ve  an  opinion.  If  he  knows  of  any 
case  in  which  be  considers  that  a  wife 
is  employed  by  her  husband  contrary  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Statute,  it  is  open 
to  him  to  test  the  question  by  instituting 
a  prosecution.  I  may  inform  bim  that 
the  Inspector  of  Factories  did  sometime 
unce  prosecute  a  man  before  the  stipen- 
diary at  Manchester  for  employing  his 
wife,  but  the  case  was  dismissed  on  the 
ground  of  the  relationship  between  the 
parties. 

ARREARS  OF  RENT. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (M«-o,  8.: 
asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  in  cases  in  which  landlords 
obtained  Chairmen's  decrees  for  only 
one  half  year's  rent,  a  second  half  year's 
rent  not  being  yet  due,  he  would  grant 
the  aid  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown  ] 
whether  he  was  aware  that  Mr.  George 
A.  Moore,  of  Moorehall,  county  Mayo, 
is  now  taking  proceedings  against 
tenants,  one  half-year's  rent  only  being 
due  ;  and  if  be  will  endeavour  to  dis- 
countenance  such  conduct  on  the  part  of 
landlords  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University 
of  Dublin)  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
misinformed.  I  understand  that  in  no 
case  is  Mr.  Q.  A.  Moore  taking  pro- 
ceedings against  tenants  for  the  recovery 
of  one  hairjear's  rent  only. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  :  I  have  in 
my  pocket  s  process  issued  by  Mr. 
Hoore  for  half  a  year's  rent. 

IRISH  PRISON  RULEa 
Mr.     PETER  M'DONALD    (Sligo, 
N.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
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land  whether  it  waa  true  that  Mr. 
M'Hugh,  ex-Mayor  of  Sligo,  now  undet- 
going  a  sentence  of  six  months*  im- 
prisonment, with  hard  labour,  in  Deny 
Gaol,  for  an  offence  nnder  the  Presa 
Glauses  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Aot,  was  for  five  weeks 
deprived  nt  his  privilege,  according  to 
prison  rules,  of  writing  any  letter,  for 
no  cause  other  than  that  he  waa  ooa- 
fined  to  hospital ;  whether,  when  evsB- 
tually  allowed  to  write  a  letter  to  hia 
wife,  the  Governor  reused  to  forward 
it  and  confiscated  it  on  his  own  autho- 
rity; and,  whether  the  rules  permit  an 
appeal  to  the  Prisons  Boiud  by  a 
prisoner  against  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernor ;  and,  if  so,  why  was  this  right 
denied  to  Mr.  M'Hngh? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  A  Report  has  not 
yet  been  received,  and  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Monday. 


LOANS  TO  IRISH  LANDLORDS  AKD 

TENAKT8. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick]  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  could 
state  the  number  and  amount  of  loans 
sanctioned  to  landlords  and  tenants  ia 
Ireland  during  six  months  ending  1888, 
under  Land  Improvement  Acta ;  and, 
the  number  of  inspectors  employed  in 
reporting  on  works  undertaken  in  pnr- 
Buance  of  the  said  loans,  and  the  total 
amount  of  salaries  paid  to  suoh  in- 
spectors ? 

♦The  secretary  to  the  TBEA.- 
8URY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Thr 
numbers  and  amounts  of  the  loans  tindfl 
the  throe  heads  referred  to  are  : — tan 
Law  CSecdott  31),  209,  £19,103;  Land 
Law  (Section  (9),  3,  £350;  Land  Im> 
provement,  69,  £19,900  — total,  281, 
£39,350.  The  number  of  inspectors 
now  employed  is  IT  ordinary  inspectois 
at  £300  a-year  each,  and  one  chief  in- 
spector at  £500  — total,  £5,600.  I 
should  perhaps  explain  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  preliminary  inspections  and 
reports  before  the  above  loans  weis 
granted  and  to  progress  inspections  <rf 
the  works  undertaken  in  consequenos 
of  these  loans,  the  inspectors  have  alio 
to  inspect  works  in  progress  in  respeot 
of  loans  granted  prior  to  the  six  months 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Membw** 
question. 
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THE  POTilCE  IN  DONEGAL. 


Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land whether  he  had  seen  the  following 
statements  printed  in  the  Datly  Ninos  of 
26th  March,  and  made  by  that  paper's 
Special  Commissioner  in  Donegal — 

"  One  cottage  I  went  into  where  I  foimd  an 

•Id  woman  whose  only  son  had  fled She 

told  me,  through  an  interpreter,  how  the  police 
had  searched  her  place,  and  how  one  of  them 
seized  her  by  the  shoulder  and  shook  her  when 
she  refused  to  give  him  information.  He 
threatened  she  should  have  handcuffs  put  upon 

her  if  she  persisted  in  her  refusal I 

saw  a  man  whose  case,  I  believe,  has  already 
been  referred  to.  The  police  had  pursued  him, 
and  as  he  continued  to  ny  they  had  fired  at  him 
repeatedly.  He  fled  to  the  water's  edg^,  and 
was  there  taken.  He  stated  that  one  of  the 
men  who  arrested  him  pointed  a  revolver  at 
him,  and  threatened  to  shoot  him  unless  he  told 
which  way  his  companions  had  gone.  He 
declared  that    he    did    not    hear  the  call  to 

surrender A    poor    woman     had    her 

.cottage  searched  both  before  and  after  her  con- 
finement, the  policeman,  I  was  assured,  getting 
up  as  she  lay  there  to  overhaul  the  top  of  her 
bedstead.*' 

Whether  in  view  of  the  feeling  in  the 
district  he  would  at  once  cause  inquiries 
to  be  made  into  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  ;  and  whether  he  could  state 
under  what  authority  the  police  have 
acted  in  the  manner  described  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  statements  in 
the  Daily  News  to  which  this  question 
calls  attention  appear  to  be  for  the  most 
part  without  foundation.  The  allega- 
tion as  to  the  case  of  the  old  woman  is, 
so  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  unfounded. 
As  regards  the  man,  he  was  not  only  not 
fired  at  repeatedly,  but,  as  already 
stated  in  this  House,  not  at  all,  two 
shots  only  having  been  fired  by  the 
sergeant  when  the  man  was  running 
away  to  evade  arrest,  and  these  shots 
were  fired  not  at  the  man,  but  as  signals. 
The  revolver  was  not  pointed  at  him 
when  arrested,  nor  was  he  threatened  to 
be  shot.  The  local  officer  has  failed  to 
find  any  foundation  for  the  allegation 
with  regard  to  the  overhauling  of  the 
top  of  a  bedstead  under  the  circum- 
stances indicated.  The  police  are 
reported  as  being  uniformly  considerate 
in  carrying  out  the  duty  in  question,  and 
the  searches  for  the  suspected  murderers 
have  been  conducted  so  as  to  entail  as 
little  inconvenience  as  is  compatible  with 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  police. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  Is  it  the  fact 
that  the  police  paid  two  visits  to  a  house 


at  night,  one  of  them  two  or  three  days 
before  the  poor  woman  who  occupied  it 
was  confined,  and  the  other  two  or  three 
days  afterwards ;  that  they  walked  over 
the  bed  in  which  she  was  lying,  that 
they  turned  up  the  bed  in  which  the 
children  were  lying,  and  that  they  held 
a  gun  over  a  girl  13  years  of  age  while 
they  questioned  her  ?  And  may  I  ask 
further  why  these  police  visits  cannot 
take  place  in  the  daytime  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  no  further 
information  than  that  which  I  have 
already  given. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  be  pre- 
pared by  Monday  next  to  give  a  cate- 
gorical reply  to  the  question  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Yes ;  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  one  down  upon 
the  paper.  I  have  already  answered 
the  question  which  appears  on  the  paper 
to-day. 

HACKNEY  CARRIAGES. 

Mr.  bated  (Glasgow,  Central) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  have  instructed  their  officials 
that  **  a  carriage  used  for  the  convey- 
ance of  passengers  at  separate  fares 
does  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a 
hackney  carriage  as  set  forth  in  Sec- 
tion 4  of  *  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1888  ; '  "  whether  '*  hack- 
ney carriage,"  according  to  that  defini- 
tion, means  any  carriage  standing  or 
plying  for  hire  ;  and,  whether,  in  order 
to  remove  all  grounds  for  dispute  as  ta 
this  point,  he  will  consent  to  include  all 
hackney  carriages  in  the  definition  ? 
♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  advised  that  a 
carriage  used  for  the  conveyance  of 
passengers  at  separate  fares  is  not  a 
hackney  carriage  within  the  terms  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Act  of  1888.  If 
that  advice  is  correct,  it  is,  of  course, 
not  possible  to  extend  the  term  ^*  hack- 
ney carriage"  so  as  to  cover  such 
vehicles  without  legislation.  It  is  not 
for  me  to  take  the  initiative  in  any  such 
proposal.  After  Monday  next  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  carriage  tax  cease  to  go  to 
the  Exchequer,  and  become  part  of  the 
revenue  of  the  County  Councils.  The 
Government  wish  it  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  with  regard  to  this  and  all 
the  other  transferred  licence  duties,  the 
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County  Councils  now  stand  between  the 
Oovernment  and  the  public.  Any  pro- 
posal for  changes  in  these  duties  must 
first  be  addressed  to  the  County  Councils, 
and  the  Government  cannot  take  action 
in  such  matters,  vitally  affecting  as  they 
do  the  finance  of  the  County  Councils, 
unless  it  is  approached  through  them. 

IRELAND— FAIR    RENTS. 

Mr.  NOLAJ^  (Louth,  N.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
it  was  a  fact  that  a  number  of  appli- 
cations to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  were 
listed  by  tenants  on  the  estate  of  Colonel 
Portescue,  in  the  parish  and  county  of 
Louth  in  1887,  and  remain  unheard; 
and,  whether  a  number  of  evictions 
were  now  threatened  on  this  estate; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  do  anything 
to  hasten  the  hearing  of  the  cases,  and 
to  suspend  evictions  in  the  meantime  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Land  Com- 
missioners report  that  the  number  of 
the  applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
on  the  estate  of  Colonel  Fortescue  is  12. 
A  Sub-Commission  commenced  its  sit- 
tings in  County  Louth  last  September, 
and  a  new  list  of  cases  from  that  county 
will  be  issued  in  a  week  or  two.  It 
appears  that  two  evictions  are  pending 
on  the  estate,  but  in  one  of  these  cases 
the  tenants  actually  have  a  judicial  rent 
which  was  fixed  in  1882,  and  in  the 
other  the  tenant  holds  under  a  reduced 
rent  agreed  upon  between  him  and  the 
landlord. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES. 

Mr,  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.  j  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  at  a  recent  special 

feneral  meeting  of   delegates  of   the 
loyal  Liver  Friendly  Society  the  follow- 
ing rule  was  passed : — 

<'If  any  member  should  act  in  a  manner 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  of 
Management,  is  hortful  to  the  interests  and 
well-being  of  the  Society,  the  Committee  of 
Management  shall  intimate  in  writing  to  the 
«aid  member,  warning  him  against  such  conduct ; 
and  if,  after  such  notice,  such  member  still  per- 
sists in  such  conduct,  the  full  Committee  of 
Management  shall,  after  calling  him  before 
them,  or  g^iving  him  an  opportunity  of  attend- 
ing before  the  Committee,  have  power  to  expel 
him  from  the  Society,  and  thenceforth  after 
such  expulsion  his  interest  or  benefit  in  the 
Society  shall  cease." 

Whether  this  rule  has  been  registered ; 
if  not,  whether  it  has  been  sent  to  the 
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Registrar  for  registration ;  and,  whether 
it  is  now  under  consideration,  or  whether 
registration  has  been  refused  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  i  I  am  informed  that 
a  complete  amendment  of  rules  under- 
stood to  contain  the  regulation  referred 
to  in  the  honourable  Member's  question 
was  received  at  the  office  of  the  Begistrar 
of  Friendly  Societies  this  morning,  but 
was  returned  for  the  correction  of  an  in- 
formality. 

SCOTTISH  FISHERY  BOARD. 

♦Mr.  MAEJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  a  strong  recommendation  from 
the  Scottish  Fishery  Board  was  received 
at  the  Treasury  in  December  last  in 
favour  of  an  immediate  increase  of  the 
salaries  and  travelling  subsistence  allow- 
ances of  the  officers  of  the  Board  com- 
mensurate with  the  heavy  additional 
work  laid  upon  them  in  recent  years, 
which  they  have  been  carrying  on  with- 
out the  smallest  remuneration ;  and,  if 
so,  what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  matter  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J,  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Buteshire) :  A  communi- 
cation to  the  effect  indicated  in  the  right 
hon.  Member's  question  was  received  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  from  the 
Fishery  Board  on  the  24th  December 
last.  The  correspondence  on  the  subjeot 
with  the  Fishery  feoard  which  was  found 
necessary  made  it  impossible  to  submit 
the  proposals'  to  the  Treasury  in  time 
for  the  Estimates  of  1889-90.  The 
matter  is  being  carefully  considered  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  who  will  refer 
it  to  the  Treasury  as  soon  as  he  is  in  a 
position  to  do  so. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA— MR.  LEAKE. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  is  there  no  information  in  the 
Colonial  Office  of  Chief  Justice  Onslow's 
having  applied  for  and  obtained  leave  of 
absence  from  the  Colony  of  Western 
Australia ;  has  the  Colonial  Office  made 
any  inquiry  into  the  very  grave  imputa- 
tions made  (upon  affidavits)  by  leading 
Colonists  in  Western  Australia  against 
the  official  conduct  of  Mr.  Leake  while 
adjudicating  on  the  Bench,  since  those 
affidavits  were  lodged  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  last  year ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Secretary  of  State 
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will  intimate  to  Gt>vemor  Broome  that 
Mr.  Leake  should  not  be  appointed  to  a 
judicial  position  in  that  Colony  until 
those  charges  and  allegations  be  proved 
to  be  unfounded  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Jjiverpool,  Toxteth) :  Chief 
Justice  Onslow  is  reported  to  have 
applied  for  leave  of  absence,  but  it  is 
not  known  whether  he  has  obtained  it. 
As  I  stated  yesterday,  the  allegations 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  have 
been  referred  to  the  Governor,  who  has 
not  yet  reported  upon  them.  Without 
admitting  that  the  imputations  if  sub- 
stantiated are  of  such  gravity  as  to  dis- 
qualify Mr.  Leake  from  holding  a 
judicial  appointment,  it  must  be  manifest 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  cannot  g^ve 
such  instructions  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggests  until  he  has  heard  both  sides. 

THE    "  FROG'S  MARCH." 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  would  issue  a  Police  Order 
prohibiting  the  use  of  what  is  known  as 
the  '*  frog's  march  "  as  a  means  of  con- 
veying a  prisoner  to  the  station?  It 
would  probably  save  time  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  say  whether  he 
had  yet  received  the  Medical  Report  in 
the  case  of  Samuel  Mahoney  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  prohibit  altogether  the  use  of 
what  is  called  the  **  frog's  march," 
which  is  had  recourse  to  only  when  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  enable 
the  police  to  convey  to  the  station  ex- 
ceptionally violent,  drunken,  or  disor- 
derly men.  The  Commissioner  of  Police 
would  be  glad  to  receive  any  practicable 
suggestion  as  to  any  safer  way  in  which 
the  police  can  perform  their  duties  under 
such  exceptional  circumstances. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saflfron 
Walden) :  Would  it  not  be  possible  to 
employ  a  stretcher  in  such  cases  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  It  would  be  per- 
fectly  possible  to  employ  a  stretcher, 
but  I  doubt  whether  great  violence 
might  not  have  to  be  used  to  get  the 
man  down. 

Sir  W.  foster  (Derby,  Ilkeston) : 
By  the  use  of  a  stretcher,  all  the  danger 
following  on  the  **  frog's  march  "  would 
be  avoided. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  can  only  repeat 
the  assurance  that  the  Chief  Commis- 
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sioner  would  be  glad  to  receive  and 
consider  any  practical  suggestions  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  an  early  opportunity  I 
will  call  further  attention  to  the  matter. 

THE  POLICE  AND  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  at  an  advanced  hour  on  Wed- 
nesday night,  a  force  of  police  accom- 
panied a  body  of  emergency  men  to  the 
scene  of  the  recent  evictions  of  the 
Clongorey  tenants,  and  remained  there 
while  the  agent  and  emergency  men  de- 
stroyed by  fire  the  roofs  of  12  of  the 
tenants'  houses,  and  levelled  the  walls 
with  crowbars  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manches- 
ter, E.) :  I  have  not  yet  received  any 
Report. 

ABMT  COMMISSIONS. 
Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  War  if  he 
could  state  when  the  result  of  the  last 
Militia  Competition  Examination  for 
Commissions  in  the  Army  was  likely  to 
be  known,  as  already  a  fortnight  has 
elapsed  since  the  examination  ? 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  The  result  of  the  examina- 
tions will  not  be  known  before  the  11th 
of  April. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  to  obtain  due  consideration  of 
the  question  of  the  condition  of  the  poor 
in  large  towns,  in  respect  of  which  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham stands  first  on  Tuesday  next,  he 
will  refrain  from  putttng  down  Govern- 
ment Business  for  a  Morning  Sitting  of 
the  House  on  that  day  ? 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  aware  of  the  importance 
attached  to  this  matter  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men; and  I  am  most  anxious  that  it 
should  proceed  to  a  most  ample  discus- 
sion in  this  House.  But  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  House  has 
virtually  appropriated  Tuesday  morn- 
ings to  Supply,  until  Supply  is  finished, 
unless  urgent  Government  Business  in- 
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tervenes ;  and  I  ahould  not  be  justified 
in  asking  the  House  to  forgo  tbat  Order 
under  aU  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
But  I  am  of  opinion  that  a  condensed 
debate  is  more  satisfactory  in  such  a 
matter  than  a  discursive  one  that  may 
extend  over  the  whole  evening,  al- 
though I  admit  that  the  subjeot  is  one 
of  great  importance. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  (Newoastle-on- 
Tyne);  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  not,  as  the  Qovernmant 
have  taken  the  Horning  Sitting,  do  his 
best  to  secure  the  attendance  of  hon. 
Uembera  at  9  o'clock  ? 

•Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly,  I  will 
endesTour  to  do  that,  and  I  hope  to  be 
in  my  place  myself. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.1: 
Let  me  point  out  that  the  Order  as  to 
Homing  Sittings  only  goes  up  to 
Eiiater. 

«Ub.  W.  H.  SUITH  :  I  acoept  the 
oocrectioD.  It  may  be  necessary  to  make 
further  arrangements  after  Easter. 

MINING  KOYALTIES. 
Mtt.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)   asked    the    First    Lord  of  the 
Tieasury  whether  he  can  now  state  the 
terms  of  the  reference   which  he   will 

Sro^oee  for  the  Royal  Commissiou  on 
[ining  Royalties  ;  and  how  soon  be 
proposes  that  it  sball  be  constituted  and 
oommence  its  labours  F 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  state  the  terms  of 
reference  now. 

Mk.  CONYBEAEE  :  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  able  to  state 
them? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  aorry  that 
at  present  I  am  unable  to  say. 

WESTMINSTER  HALL. 
Mr.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid] 
asked  the  First  Commisaioner  of  Works 
whether  he  oan  estimate  the  cost  of  re- 
moving the  closed-up  dormer  windows, 
and  replacing  the  appropriate  beams  in 
the  east  slope  of  the  roof  of  Westminster 
Hall,  in  tbe  same  manner  as  has  been 
recently  done  in  the  west  alope  of  the 
said  roof;  the  coat  of  filling  tn«  i  ptr 
niches  with  statuary  outside  of 
and  principal  entrance  of  W 
Hall  in  the  same  manaer  u  hM 
oeotly  done  with  the  pinnaole  at 
end  of  the  said  Hall  at  the  bi 
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,ihen's  entrance;  the  cost  of  fiHiay 
the  great  north  window  of  Wasbu ' 
Hall  with  heraldic  or  pictured  u 
glass  in  the  same  manner  m»  has  dood 
done  with  the  great  south  window  at  A* 
said  Hall ;  the  cost  of  filling  the  latsnl 
windows  of  Westminster  Hsil  witt 
mixed  coloured  and  white  transparent 
glass  in  the  same  manner  as  the  windows 
of  the  ancient  cloisters  adjoining  dio 
said  Hall  have  been  treated  ;  the  eostoC 
painting  and  gilding  the  ahields  borne 
by  the  carved  angels  in  the  roof  of  West 
minster  Hall  in  the  same  manner  ■■  the 
shields  in  the  House  of  Lorda ;  and  the 
cost  of  filling  the  three  empty  archeS 
spaces  of  the  Great  Central  Hidl  of  the 
Palace  of  Westminster  with  mosaic 
pictures  iu  the  same  style  as  the  com- 
pleted Mosaic  of  St.  George,  by  Mr. 
Poynter,  B.A.,  in  the  said  Central 
Lobby? 
•The  first  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pldnket,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  cost  of  removiDg  the 
dormer  windows  on  the  eastern  side  of, 
the  roof  of  the  hall  and  effecting  the 
necessary  repair  of  the  timbers  would  be 
about  £750.  The  cost  of  filling  the 
niobes  referred  to  at  the  north  end  of 
the  Hall  would  he  several  thousand 
pounds,  varying  according  to  design 
and  execution.  The  statues  should  not 
he  provided  until  a  decision  is  arrived 
at  as  to  the  suggested  additions  to  the 
towers.  The  cost  of  filling  the  great 
north  window  of  the  Hall  with  stained 
glass  would  probably  be  about  £,1600, 
and  of  filling  the  central  windows  wiA 
mixed  coloured  and  transparent  glass, 
about  £7S0— together,  £2,260.  The 
cost  of  repainting  and  gilding  the  ahidds 
in  the  roof  would  be  about  £125.  Ilie 
cost  of  the  mosaic  now  in  the  Oaa- 
tral  Hall  was  £666.  The  remaining 
three  would  consequently  oast  about 
£2,000. 

Mr.  dk  LISLE:  Considering  til* 
enormous  sum  which  has  been  ment 
upon  these  buildings,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ^ve  an  asauruioe  Uut  som* 

frov  don  will  be  made  in  next  7aai's_ 
nates  for  completing  the  work  i    ~ 
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whether  it  was  the  case  that  in  action, 
Matheson  against  Oormack,  presently 
pending  in  the  Sheriff  Court  of  Caith- 
ness, at  Wick,  for  damages  for  serious 
personal  injuries  sustained  in  connec- 
tion with  an  alleged  assault  by  the 
defender  Cormack  upon  the  pursuer 
Matheson,  the  Procurator  Fiscal  for  the 
County  of  Caithness  is  acting  as  private 
agent  for  the  defender  Cormack ;  whether 
the  alleged  assault  was,  or  still  may  be, 
the  subject  of  investigation  by  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal ;  whether  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  has  obtained  the  usual  precogni- 
tions for  the  Crown  in  such  cases ;  and 
whether  he  will  advise  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  to  abstain  from  acting  in  defence 
of  a  private  party  sued  for  damages  in 
defence  of  an  alleged  criminal  assault 
which  has  been,  or  may  be,  the  subject 
of  investigation  or  trial  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown,  especially  where,  as  in  this  case, 
the  Procurator  Fiscal  is  in  the  posses- 
sion and  knowledge  of  the  precognitions 
taken  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  ? 
♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  On  17th 
December  information  was  lodged  by 
Matheson  of  an  alleged  assault  by 
Cormack.  The  Procurator  Fiscal  pre- 
oognosced  the  three  persons  namea  by 
Matheson  and  found  that  the  complaint 
was  groundless.  More  than  two  months 
after  Mr.  Leith  was  professionally  em- 
ployed in  the  action  mentioned  in  the 
question.  As  Mr.  Leith  is  not  precluded 
by  the  terms  of  his  appointment  from 
engaging  in  private  practice,  his  conduct 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  open  to 
observation. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  I  be^  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
subject  on  the  Estimates. 

SUaAR  BOUNTIES. 
Mb.  ILLINOWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  aaked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  is  correctly 
reported  to  have  stated  that  the  bounties 
ffhren  by  France,  Germany,  Austria, 
Bd^um,  and  Holland,  amount  to 
nMOiy  £9,000,000  a  year,  and  that  these 
boimtiefl  are  mainly  given  for  the  pur- 
poM  of  enabling  their  sumr  producers 
to  rapphr  tibie  English  manset ;  does  the 
OonTention  propoee  not  only  that  this 
bcnintj  ahall  be  abolished,  but  that  we 
■hiU  alio  esdode  from  our  market  all 
ngsr  w^^^g  from  oonntries  which  do 
MtiidlMfo  tc  roles  prescribed  by 

ttoOoBfVBlio    i  and  has  any  caloola. 


tion  been  made  as  to  the  effect  the 
abolition  of  this  subsidy,  coupled  with 
the  exclusion  of  a  largo  number  of  large 
sugar- producing  countries  from  our 
market,  will  have  upon  the  price  of 
sugar  ? 

*Baron  H.  de  worms  :  In  answer 
to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  I  stated  at  Greenock  the 
amount  of  the  bounties  given  by  France, 
Germany,  Austria,  Belgium,  and  Hol- 
land. I  did  not  say,  as  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member,  that  these  bounties 
were  mainly  given  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  sugar  producers  to  supply 
the  English  market:  I  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  effect  of  such  boun- 
ties was  most  injurious,  and  might  prove 
absolutely  destructive  to  our  Home  and 
Colonial  sugar  industry.  With  regard 
to  paragraph  2,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Convention  itself,  which 
he  will  find  in  the  Blue  Book,  0.  5577, 
recently  presented  to  Parliament.  As 
regards  paragraph  3,  any  calculation 
attempted  to  be  made  on  the  basis  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
entirely  misleading,  inasmuch  as  it  must 
be  founded  upon  two  incorrect  assump- 
tions. First,  that  the  bounties  go  to  the 
consumer  in  this  country ;  and,  second, 
that  a  '*  large  number  of  large  sugar- 
producing  countries  "  would  be  excluded 
from  our  market.  Moreover,  it  is  im  - 
possible  now  to  estimate  accurately  the 
great  increase  of  our  Colonial  production 
and  Home  trade  which  must  result  from 
the  abolition  of  foreign  bounties. 

Mr.  ILLING WORTH:  Arising  out 
of  that  answer,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  consulted  on 
the  question  referred  to  in  the  conclud- 
ing part  of  the  question  ? 

♦Babon  H.  de  worms  :  The  whole 
question  is  one  which  relates  entirely  to 
the  Foreign  Office,  with  whom  Interna- 
tional Conventions  rest. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH:  I  wish  to 
know  if  the  Foreign  Office  is  the  autho- 
rity to  which  the  House  should  look  for 
information  as  to  the  effect  of  bounties 
on  an  article  of  consumption ;  and 
whether  it  is  not  the  publisned  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  effect  of 
such  a  Conyention  would  materially 
raise  the  price  of  sugar? 

The  PRESEDBNT  or  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bbaoh,  Bris- 
tol, W.):  There  was  a  Report  pub- 
lished some  years  ago   by  ttie   Bk>ard 
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of  Trade  coutainiiig  an  opinion  on ' 
this  subject  with  which  I  do  not  agree. 
Mj  opinion  is  that  this  Conveotioa  will 
not  raateriallj  raise  the  price  of  sugar. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  (Mid  Lothian) : 
I  should  like  to  ask,  if  the  Convention 
is  not  to  raise  the  price  of  sugar,  why 
the  Colonies  are,aB  the  right  hon-Geutle- 
man  has  told  ub,  to  send  us  largely  in- 
creased quantities  of  sugar  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Convention  ? 

8m  M.  H.  BEACH :  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  matter  for  argument  and 
debate. 

REFOKMATORY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CONTBEABE  asfeed  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  boys  were  taken  to  Reformatory 
Schools  with  handcuffs  on ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  order  tbe  practice  to 
be  discontinued  ? 

Mh.  MATTHEWS:  There  is  no  fixed 
rule  on  the  subject.  It  is  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  governor  of  the  prison, 
who  is  reaponsible  for  the  safe  conduct 
of  the  boy.  In  crowded  thoroughfares 
and  at  railway  stations  it  is  often  found 
necessary  to  put  on  handcuffs  in  order 
to  prevent  escapee,  which  have  not  in- 
frequently occurred.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  expedient  to  issue  an  *order 
prohibiting  the  practice  altogether. 

KEQISTRATION  AGENTS. 
Ma.  CONYBEAKE  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  a  Mr.  Mowle,  of  Ash- 
ford,  Kent,  was  recently  appointed 
Receiver  in  Bankruptcy  ;  whether  at  the 
time  of  such  appointment  he  was  the 
Conservative  Registration  Agent,  and 
resigned  that  poet  on  his  appointment  as 
Receiver;  whether  bis  partner,  Mr. 
Brooher,  had  since  been  appointed  tbe 
Conservative  Registration  Agent  in  his 
stead ;  and  whether  it  was  recognized 
to  be  consistent  with  his  position  that  a 
Receiver's  partner  should  carry  on  Che 
work  of  a  Forty  Registration  Agent  ? 
•Sia  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  believe  the 
statements  in  the  first  three  paragraphs 
of  the  question  are  correct,  except  that 
I  am  iiuFormed  that  Mr.  Brooher  is  not 
Mr.  Mowle's  partner,  but  is  employed  in 
bis  office,  and  that  his  employment  is 
only  temporary,  to  complete  work  begun 
by  Mr.  Mowle.  I  do  not  think  he  should 
hold  the  appointment  permann  ~  ^d 
Sir  M.  Sitkt  B»<uk 


I  shall  address  a  communication  to  Mr. 
Mowle  to  that  effect. 

TELEGRAPHISTS. 

Mk.  CONTBEARB  asked  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  had  received 
a  petition,  signed  by  690  Telegraphists 
of  the  Central  Telegraph  Office,  praying 
for  the  abolition  of  the  present  nneqau 
and  inconvenient  method  of  payment, and 
for  the  substitution  therefor  of  tbe 
former  method  of  equal  and  fortnightly 
payments  which  prevailed  for  18  years  ; 
and  whether  he  is  prepared  to  grant 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioners ;  and,  if 
not,  why  not  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbb,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The  petition  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  was  addressed,  not  to  me,  but 
to  the  Controller  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office.  It  bears  tbe  signatures 
of  697  persons  out  of  1,475.  These 
officers  are  in  receipt  of  yeEirly 
salaries,  which,  in  accordance  with  tbe 
practice  prevailing  generally  throughoat 
the  Department,  ore  payable  monthly, 
but,  as  a  matter  of  convenience  to  the 
recipients  in  this  case,  on  instalment  of 
the  salary  is  paid  in  the  middle  of  every 
month.  I  am  not  able  to  authorize  the  Td> 
introduction  of  a  method,  the  continu- 
ance of  which  was  forbidden  by  the 
Treasury  on  tbe  ground  that  it  resolted 
in  payments  in  excess  of  the  salaries  to 
which  the  officers  concerned  were  en- 
titled. 

CIVIL  BER^CE  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  OONYBEARE  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer  whether  it  was 
the  fact  that  there  was  once  a  fund, 
called  the  Superannuation  Fund,  to 
which  all  Civil  Servants  were  compelled 
to  subscribe,  and  that  this  funa  was 
eventually  absorbed  by  the  Treasury  on 
the  understanding  that  pensions  would 
in  future  be  granted  to  Civil  Servants 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ;  what  the 
fund  amounted  to  when  absorbed  by  the 
Treasury;  and  what  has  become  of  it? 
*Mr.  G08CHEN :  In  answer  to  the 
5th  consecutive  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say — ["Oh!" 
and  "Withdraw."]  I  cannot  withdraw 
the  fact  that  it  is  the  fifth  oonseoutiTe 
question, and  that  it  is  one  of  a  gronp  of 
eight  questions  which  appear  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  reply  I 
have  to  inform  him  that  a  small  fund  of 
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this  character  existed  between  1821  and  An  hon.  Membb&  :  When  was  the  in- 

1 824,  when  it  was  abolished    and    the  formation  asked  for  7 

contributors    were   repaid.     The    hon.  Hb.   MATTHEWS :    I  cannot  give 

Member,  however,  doubtless  refers  to  the  date, 
the  deductions  from  salaries  instituted 

in  1829  under  Treasury  Minute,  con-  METROPOLITAN   OMKIBUS   8EB VICES 

firmed  and  extended  by  Section  27  of  the  jj^  OOCHRANE-B  AILLIE  (St.  Pan-* 

Superannuation     Act    of    1834      and  j^  ^  ^^^  ^^    Secretary  of  State 

abohshedm  1857.  The  sums  so  deducted  ^      ^j^^  >^          Department  whether  it 

were  apphed  in  reduction  of  the  Super-  ^^  j^  ^^^             J^j^^  O^i,,  Commis- 

annuation  Vote  up  to  1848-49  inclusive,  ,j^„^,  ^f  p^jj^  ^    ^      1^^^  ^1^^  ^^^ib^^ 

and    from    1849    to    1857  they    were  ^,^j^^      and.  if  so.  whether  he  would 

^nually    paid    into    the     Exchequer.  ^^^  ine^uctions  for  the  discontinuance 

Thus     there    never    existed    anything  »,  the  running  of  omnibuses  along  South 

which  could  be  called  a     Superannua-  ^^  ^^^^^  |^jj      ^^          the  former 

tion  Fund,     or  the  amount  of  which  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  streets  being  already  inade- 

could  be  stated ;  but  the  whole  amount  j^,  ^^^  present  traffic,  and  the 

deducted  was   applied    directly  or  in-  ^,te,„ative  route  by  Park  lAne  being 

directly,  in  reduction  of  the  charp  upon  j,^^  ^  u^^,^  ^            ^^^^^^^  P 

1829Td  ^i^ogr""**'"'  P*^*^^®  ^^i^^^  Mk.   MATTHEWS  :     The   Commis- 

Me*°CONYBEAEE  :  As  I  have  not  r**"' ''^^*'^^"*  ^t  ^•!°;*''lii„°'i,U 

I.          ui    i.    I.        au            a           a    ^au  former  occasioa  that  it   is    not   m   nis 

been  able  to  hear  the  greater  part  of  the  ^^^^  ^          i^^e  omnibus  services  in 

nght  hon.  Gentleman  s  answer,  I  beg  to  \^^  ^^^^^^  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 

give   notice  that   when  I   have  had  an  ^^hom  I  beg  to  refer  to  thi  concluding 

opportunity  of  studying  it  m  the   Ttm^  ^^^^j^  ^^  g^^^j^^  ^^  ^^^^^  30  ^^^  gf 

I  may  put  to  him  a  sixth  question,  and,  ^j       c.  134)  even  in  streets  within  the 

if  necessary,  a  seventh  or  eighth.  ^p^l^j  ,j^.^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^     The  streets 

TITHE  DISTRAINTS  IN  CARDIGAN-  named  in  the  question  are  not  within 

SHIRE.  ^^^  special  limits. 

Mb.    BOWEN  ROWLANDS    (Car- 
diganshire) asked  the  Secretary  of  Stato  IRELAND-THE    POLICE    AND    THE 
for  the  Home  Department   whether  he  PARNELLITE  INDEMNITY  FUND, 
was  in  a  position  to  state  the  sources  from  Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Seore* 
which  the  Chief  Constable  of  Cardigan-  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of   Ireland 
shire  derived  the  information  that  the  whether*  on  Sunday,  the  9th  of  Decem- 
peasants  of  Penbryn  had  determined  to  ber    last,    at     Tibohine,     Frenchpark, 
resist  and  ill-use  the  bailiffs  employed  county  Roscommon,  two  constables  of 
to  levy  tithe  distraints  thereon  the  19th  the  Royal    Irish    Constabulary,   named 
of  March  ;  and  whether  in  the  Reports  Bums  and  M'Loughlin,  interfered  with 
made  to  the  Home  Office,  any  account  a  public  collection  in  aid  of  the  fund  for 
is    given     of    the    use  of    batona    by  the  defence  of  the  Irish  Members  which 
the  police  upon  women    and  children  was  in  progress  outside  the  gate  of  the 
before  there  were  any  signs  of  riot  ?  Catholic   church,    collared    and   jostled 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  €hief  Con-  those  engaged  in  the  collection,  called 

stable  informs  me  that  he  received  the  in-  on  them  to  desist,  threatened  them  with 

formation  in  question  from  many  sources,  prosecution,   took  down  the  names  of 

amonfl^  others  from  the  Superintendent  collectors  and  subscribers,  and  seized  by 

of  Police  of  the  district,  and  from  a  local  force  the  subscription  lists,  and  refused 

constable.     He  informs  me  that  no  com-  to  give  them  back ;    whether   Constable 

plaint  was  made  to  him  at  any  time  that  M'Loughlin,  on  asking  what  the  coUec- 

any  woman  or  child  had  been  struck  by  tion  was  for,  and  being  told  that  it  was 

the  police,  and  he  saw  nothing  of  the  for  the  Parnell  Indemnity  Fund,  said, 

kind  occur.     **  I  cannot  allow  you  to  collect ;  you  know 

Mr.   DILLWYN   (Swansea   Town) :  it  is  illegal  in  a  proclaimed  district ;  " 

Was  any  attempt  made  to  get  the  infor-  and  Constable  Bums  added  ''  you  know 

mation  from  sources  independent  of  the  you  cannot  collect  money  in  a  proclaimed 

police?  district  no  matter  for  what  purpose;" 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :    No.  whether,  eventually,  upon  tue  constables 
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threatening  to  disperse  the  people,  and 
one  of  tbem  dravnng  his  baton,  the 
collection  was  g^ven  up,  and  the  pro- 
moters of  it  requested  the  people  to 
disperse,  in  order  to  avoid  a  disturb- 
ance ;  whether  the  lists  headed  ^*  Pamell 
•  Indemnity  Fund,"  and  seized  by  the 
constables,  have  since  been  returned ; 
whether,  on  a  subsequent  date,  the  con- 
stable who  had  seized  and  taken  away 
the  lists,  on  being  asked  to  return  them, 
said  he  did  not  know  where  they  were, 
but  that  the  sergeant  might  know,  and 
the  sergeant,  being  applied  to,  referred 
to  the  district  inspector  (Feely),  and 
reported  that  the  lists  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government ;  whether  the  lists 
will  now  be  returned ;  what  notice  will 
be  taken  of  the  course  pursued  by  the 
constables ;  and  whether  the  police  will 
be  instructed  that  they  are  not  entitled 
by  law,  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  to  inter- 
fere with  collections  for  the  fund  in 
question  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  the 
constables  mentioned  were  on  duty  on 
the  occasion  in  question,  and  observed 
a    large     crowd     on     the    road,     and 

Eersons  paying  money  to  the  man  who 
ad  been  secretary  to  the  branch  of 
the  National  League,  which  had  been 
suppressed  in  that  district  as  an  un- 
lawful association.  They  inquired  of 
him  the  object,  and  were  referred  to 
the  papers.  Constable  M^Loughlin  then 
took  two  pages  of  a  copybook  containing 
some  memoranda  informing  the  apparent 
promoters  that  if  the  meeting  did  not 
prove  to  be  illegal  the  papers  would  be 
safe.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the  con- 
stables collared  or  jostled  anybody,  or 
called  upon  the  people  to  desist,  or  that 
either  of  them  drew  his  baton  or  threat- 
ened anyone  with  prosecution,  nor  did 
either  declare  a  collection  in  the  district 
to  be  ilUga],  nor  threaten  to  disperse 
the  people,  nor  did  any  other  person 
advise  the  people  to  disperse,  while,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  collection  was  only 
interrupted  by  the  people  entering  the 
chapel  for  Mass,  and  was  resumed  and 
completed  on  their  coming  out.  It  is 
the  case  that  one  of  the  collectors  was 
subsequently  referred  to  the  District 
Inspector  for  the  two  copybook  pages ; 
but  up  to  the  present  no  application  has 
been  made  to  him  for  them.  Should 
such  an  application  be  made,  it  will  be 
at  once  replied  to.     The  police  are  re- 

Mr.  Sextan 


ported  to  have  acted  bond  fide  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty,  and  in  no  case 
would  they  interfere  with  collections  for 
the  fund  unless  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  law  was  at  the  same  time 
being  violated. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  dearly  to  un- 
derstand whether  the  lists,  which  were 
illegally  impounded,  have  been  returned ; 
and  if  the  police,  who  have  acted  imder  a 
misapprehension,  will  be  instructed  that 
collections  for  this  indemnity  fund  are 
not  illegal  in  any  part  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  collec- 
tions are  perfectly  legal,  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  desire  to  interfere  with 
them. 

IRELAND— THE  ARREST  OF  FATHER 

FARRELLY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
when  the  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the 
Rev.  Laurence  Farrelly,  of  Arklow,  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police ; 
whether  Father  FarreUy  wrote  to  County 
Inspector  Cruise,  on  the  2ist  of  last 
month,  stating  that  he  would  be  at 
hand  whenever  wanted ;  was  any  reply 
sent  by  the  County  Inspector,  or  any 
one  on  his  behalf ;  why  Father  Farrellj 
might  not  have  been  arrested  any  day 
since  the  issue  of  the  warrant  at  his 
house,  or  in  the  streets  of  the  town  of 
Arklow  ;  why  the  police,  omitting  for  so 
many  weeks  to  execute  the  warrant, 
adopted  at  length  the  mode  of  advanc- 
ing in  force  upon  Father  FarreUy 's 
house  before  daybreak,  broke  down  the 
wall  of  the  house,  burst  open  doors,  and 
did  considerable  damage  to  the  reverend 
gentleman's  property ;  whether  it  is  held 
that  the  police  had  legal  authority  to 
break  down  the  wall  of  the  house  in 
order  to  effect  an  entrance ;  and,  if  so,  can 
such  authority  be  defined ;  and  whether 
the  Irish  Government  will  instruct  the 
police  not  tP  break  down  houses,  or 
burst  doors  open  at  night,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  efiPecting  arrests  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  when  such  arrests  can  be  effeotea 
in  the  ordinary  course  by  day  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wick- 
low,  £.)  also  asked  whether  it  was  the  fact 
that  the  reverend  gentleman  had  been 
performing  his  duties  openly  day  by  day 
since  the  warrant  was  issued  several 
weeks  ago  ;  and  what  was  the  object  of 
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postponing  the  execution  of  the  warrant 
for  such  a  length  of  time  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  informa- 
tion obtained  from  the  locality  as  to  the 
arrest  of  Father  Farrelly  is  still  incom- 
plete, but  I  will  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman all  that  I  have  in  my  possession. 
The  warrant  for  the'  arrest  of  Father 
Farrelly  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
police  on  the  20th  or  2 1st  ult.  Fathers 
Farrelly  and  Olarke  wrote  a  joint  letter 
on  the  21st  of  last  month,  profess 
ing  their  readiness  to  be  arrested.  In 
the  case  of  Father  Clarke,  as  is  well 
known,  no  such  readiness  was,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  shown.  The  police  had 
ground  for  thinking  that  resistance 
would  be  also  made  by  Father  Farrelly 
to  arrest,  and  his  house  appears  to  have 
been  barricaded  on  the  occasion  when  the 
police  went  to  arrest  him.  I  understand 
that  the  police  had  legal  authority  under 
such  circumstances  to  use  force  to  effect 
an  entrance  into  the  house  to  take  a 
prisoner  into  custody,  but,  of  course,  the 
Irish  Government  are  extremely  anxious 
that  all  arrests  of  whatever  nature  and 
for  whatever  offence  should  be  effected 
with  the  least  inconvenience  to  all  par- 
ties concerned  and  with  the  least  danger 
of  disturbing  the  public  peace.  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  the  third  paragraph, 
but  with  regard  to  the  fourth  and  fifth 
paragraphs  my  information  is  imperfect, 
though  I  understand  that  the  police 
believed  that  Father  Farelly  was  unwell 
and  that  the  execution  of  the  warrant 
was  delayed  on  that  account. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
this  gentleman  wrote  to  the  County 
Inspector  on  the  2 1st  of  February, 
stating  that  he  was  ready  to  receive  the 
warrant,  and  why  was  it  that  the  warrant 
was  allowed  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  police  for  five  weeks  before  it  was 
executed  ;  is  it  not  the  fact  that  Father 
Farrelly  has  been  continually  in  the 
town,  and  might  have  been  arrested  on 
any  day ;  and,  as  he  went  voluntarily  to 
the  police,  will  the  unnecessary  damage 
which  has  been  committed  to  the  reverend 
■gentleman's  property  be  made  good  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  beUeve 
that  Father  Farrelly  wrote  a  joint  letter 
with  Father  Clarke  to  the  police,  inti- 
mating his  readiness  to  be  arrested. 
Information  was  received  by  the  police 
that  the  house  had  been  barricaded. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Does  the  ru^ht  hon. 
C^entleman  seriously  wish  the  House  to 


believe  that,  although  Father  Farrelly 
was  not  in  the  house,  he  barricaded  it, 
in  order  to  prevent  himself  firom  being 
arrested? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  in- 
formation I  have. 

CONTRIBUTIONS  TO  LOCAL  RATES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how 
much  money  has  been  paid  to  the  local 
authorities  in  England  under  his  new 
Fcheme  for  assisting  local  rates  by  con- 
tributions from  the  Imperial  Exchequer ; 
how  much  to  the  local  authorities  in 
Scotland;  and  how  much  to  the  local 
authorities  in  Ireland  ? 
♦Mb.  Q08CHEN  :  The  sums  which 
have  been  paid,  or  will  be  paid  to- 
morrow, are: — In  England,  in  respect 
of  distumpiked  and  main  roads, 
£638,000 ;  to  boards  of  guardians, 
£643,000— total,  £1,081.000.  In  Scot- 
land,  special  grant  to  Highlands  and 
Islands  £29,960 ;  to  road  authorities 
£70,000 ;  pauper  lunatics  and  boarded- 
out  children,  £26,860— total,  £126,800. 
A  further  sum  of  about  £28,000  for 
costs  of  management  will  be  paid  to  the 
Poor  Law  authorities  in  respect  of  the 
year  now  concluding,  as  soon  as  the 
exact  amount  of  the  probate  duty  can  be 
ascertained.  In  Ireland  £6,000  has 
been  paid  to  the  Eoyal  Dublin  Society. 
The  boards  of  guardians  and  the  road 
authorities  will  receive  over  £60,000 
each  as  soon  as  the  exact  amount  of  the 
duty  can  be  ascertained. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  The 
principal  evidence  was  that  of  a  police 
constable,  and  I  wish  to  know  whether 
there  was  anything  to  show,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Statute,  that  Mr.  Conlan 
was  a  person  of  ill-fame.  I  wish  also 
to  understand  whether,  while  hereto- 
fore, the  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers  in  Ireland  have  been  pro- 
ceeded against  for  publishing  the  pro- 
ceedings of  suppressed  branches  of  the 
Irish  National  League,  they  are  now  to 
be  proceeded  against  for  publishing  the 
proceedings  of  branches  that  have  not 
been  suppressed? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  distinctly 
stated  that  this  person  was  not  prose- 
cuted for  publishing  the  report  of  a 
meeting.  The  evidence  was  that  he  had 
published  incitements  to  violate  the  law 
of  the  land. 
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threatening  to  disperse  the  people,  and 
one  of  them  drawing  his  baton,  the 
collection  was  given  up,  and  the  pro- 
moters of  it  requested  the  people  to 
disperse,  in  order  to  avoid  a  disturb- 
ance ;  whether  the  lists  headed  '*  Pamell 
Indemnity  Fund,"  and  seized  by  the 
constables,  have  since  been  returned  ; 
whether,  on  a  subsequent  date,  the  con- 
stable who  had  seized  and  taken  away 
the  lists,  on  being  asked  to  return  them, 
said  he  did  not  know  where  they  were, 
but  that  the  sergeant  might  know,  and 
the  sergeant,  being  applied  to,  referred 
to  the  district  inspector  'Feely),  and 
reported  that  the  lints  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government ;  whether  the  lists 
will  now  be  returned ;  what  notice  will 
be  taken  of  the  course  pursued  by  the 
constables ;  and  whether  the  police  will 
be  instructed  that  they  are  not  entitled 
by  law,  in  any  part  of  Ireland,  to  inter- 
fere with  collections  for  the  fund  in 
question  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  the 
constables  mentioned  were  on  duty  on 
the  occasion  in  quebtion.  and  observed 
a    large     crowd     on     the     road,     and 

E ergons  paying  money  to  the  man  who 
ad  been  secretary  to  the  branch  of 
the  National  League,  which  had  been 
suppressed  in  that  district  as  an  un- 
lawful association.  They  inquired  of 
him  the  object,  and  were  referred  to 
the  papers.  Constable  M'Loughlin  then 
took  two  pages  of  a  copybook  containing 
some  memoranda  informing  the  apparent 
promoters  that  if  the  meeting  did  not 
prove  to  be  illegal  the  papers  would  be 
safe.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the  con- 
stables collared  or  jostled  anybody,  or 
called  upon  the  people  to  desist,  or  that 
either  of  them  drew  his  baton  or  threat- 
ened anyone  with  prosecution,  nor  did 
either  declare  a  collection  in  the  district 
to  be  ilUgal,  nor  threaten  to  disperse 
the  people,  nor  did  any  other  person 
advise  the  people  to  disperse,  while,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  collection  was  only 
interrupted  by  the  people  entering  the 
chapel  for  Mass,  and  was  resumed  and 
completed  on  their  coming  out.  It  is 
the  case  that  one  of  the  collectors  was 
subsequently  referred  to  the  District 
Inspector  for  the  two  copybook  pages ; 
but  up  to  the  present  no  application  has 
been  made  to  him  for  them.  Should 
such  an  application  be  made,  it  will  be 
at  once  replied  to.     The  police  are  w* 

Mr,  Sexton 


ported  to  have  acted  hmdjiie  in  the  di»- 
charge  of  their  duty,  and  in  no  oaae 
would  they  interfere  with  oollectiona  for 
the  fund  unless  they  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  law  was  at  the  saxne  time 
being  violated. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  deariy  to  nn- 
derstand  whether  the  lists,  which  were 
illegally  impounded,  have  been  retained; 
and  if  the  police,  who  have  acted  under  a 
misapprehension,  will  be  instrocted  that 
coUections  for  this  indemnity  land  are 
not  illegal  in  any  part  of  Irriand  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  ooUeo- 
tions  are  perfectly  legal,  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  have  no  desire  to  interfere  with 
them. 

IRELAND— THE  ARREST  OF  FATHER 

FARRELLY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
when  the  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the 
£ev.  Laurence  Farrelly,  of  Arklow,  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  police ; 
whether  Father  Farrelly  wrote  to  Oounty 
Inspector  Cruise,  on  the  2l8t  of  last 
mouth,  stating  that  he  would  be  at 
hand  whenever  wanted ;  was  any  reply 
sent  by  the  County  Inspector,  or  any 
one  on  his  behalf ;  why  Father  Farrelly 
might  not  have  been  arrested  any  day 
since  the  issue  of  the  warrant  at  his 
house,  or  in  the  streets  of  the  town  of 
Ark  low  ;  why  the  police,  omitting  for  so 
many  weeks  to  execute  the  warrant, 
adopted  at  length  the  mode  of  advanc- 
ing in  force  upon  Father  Farrelly's 
house  before  daybreak,  broke  down  tiie 
wall  of  the  house,  burst  open  doors,  and 
did  considerable  damage  to  the  reverend 
gentleman^  s  property ;  whether  it  is  held 
that  the  police  had  legal  authority  to 
break  down  the  wall  of  the  hoase  in 
order  to  effect  an  entrance ;  and,  if  so,  can 
such  authority  be  defined ;  and  whether 
the  Irish  Qovemment  will  instraot  the 
police  not  to  break  down  hooses,  or 
burst  doors  open  at  night,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  effecting  arrests  under  the 
Oriminal  Law  and  Procedare  (Irelaad) 
Act,  when  such  arrests  can  be  efleclea 
in  the  ordinary  coarse  by  day  f 

M»  WILLIAM  OOBBBT  (Wiek- 
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postponing  the  execution  of  the  warrant 
for  such  a  length  of  time  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  informa- 
tion obtained  from  the  locality  as  to  the 
arrest  of  Father  Farrelly  is  still  incom- 
plete, but  I  will  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman all  that  I  have  in  my  possession. 
The  warrant  for  the*  arrest  of  Father 
Farrelly  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 

folice  on  the  20th  or  21st  ult.  Fathers 
arrelly  and  Clarke  wrote  a  joint  letter 
on  the  2 let  of  last  month,  profess 
ing  their  readiness  to  be  arrested.  In 
the  case  of  Father  Clarke,  as  is  well 
known,  no  such  readiness  was,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  shown.  The  police  had 
ground  for  thinking  that  resistance 
would  be  also  made  by  Father  Farrelly 
to  arrest,  and  his  house  appears  to  have 
been  barricaded  on  the  occasion  when  the 
police  went  to  arrest  him.  I  understand 
that  the  police  had  legal  authority  under 
such  circumstances  to  use  force  to  effect 
an  entrance  into  the  house  to  take  a 
prisoner  into  custody,  but,  of  course,  the 
Irish  Government  are  extremely  anxious 
that  all  arrests  of  whatever  nature  and 
for  whatever  offence  should  be  effected 
with  the  least  inconvenience  to  all  par- 
ties concerned  and  with  the  least  danger 
of  disturbing  the  public  peace.  I  am 
not  able  to  answer  the  thiini  paragraph, 
but  with  regard  to  the  fourth  and  fifth 
paragraphs  my  information  is  imperfect, 
though  I  understand  that  the  police 
believed  that  Father  Farelly  was  unwell 
and  that  the  execution  of  the  warrant 
was  delayed  on  that  account. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
this  gentleman  wrote  to  the  County 
Inspector  on  the  2l8t  of  February, 
«tating  that  he  was  ready  to  receive  the 
warrant,  and  why  was  it  that  the  warrant 
"was  allowed  to  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  police  for  five  weeks  before  it  was 
executed  ;  is  it  not  the  fact  that  Father 
Farrelly  has  been  continually  in  the 
town,  and  might  have  been  arrested  on 
any  day ;  and,  as  he  went  voluntarily  to 
the  poHce,  will  the  unnecessary  damage 
which  has  been  committed  to  the  reverend 
gentleman's  property  be  made  good  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  beUeve 
that  Father  Farrelly  wrote  a  joint  letter 
with  Father  Clarke  to  the  poHce,  inti- 
matiDg  his  readiness  to  be  arrested, 
laferination  was  received  by  the  police 
^but  the  house  had  been  barrioadea« 

Mb*  sexton  :  Does  the  r^ht  hon. 

the  House  to 


believe  that,  although  Father  Farrelly 
was  not  in  the  house,  he  barricaded  it, 
in  order  to  prevent  himself  firom  being 
arrested? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  in- 
formation I  have. 

CONTRIBTTTIONS  TO  LOCAL  RATES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  how 
much  money  has  been  paid  to  the  local 
authorities  in  England  under  his  new 
Fcheme  for  assisting  local  rates  by  con- 
tributions from  the  Imperial  Exchequer ; 
how  much  to  the  local  authorities  in 
Scotland;  and  how  much  to  the  local 
authorities  in  Ireland  ? 
*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  sums  which 
have  been  paid,  or  will  be  paid  to- 
morrow, are: — In  England,  in  respect 
of  distum  piked  and  main  roads, 
£638,000 ;  to  boards  of  guardians, 
£643,000— total,  £1,081,000.  In  Scot- 
land, special  grant  to  Highlands  and 
Islands  £29,960 ;  to  road  authorities 
£70,000  ;  pauper  lunatics  and  boarded- 
out  children,  £26,860— total,  £126,800. 
A  further  sum  of  about  £28,000  for 
costs  of  management  will  be  paid  to  the 
Poor  Law  authorities  in  respect  of  the 
year  now  concluding,  as  soon  as  the 
exact  amount  of  the  probate  duty  can  be 
ascertained.  In  Ireland  £6,000  has 
been  paid  to  the  Royal  Dublin  Society. 
The  boards  of  guardians  and  the  road 
authorities  will  receive  over  £60,000 
each  as  soon  as  the  exact  amount  of  the 
duty  can  be  ascertained. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  The 
principal  evidence  was  that  of  a  police 
constable,  and  I  wish  to  know  whether 
there  was  anything  to  show,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Statute,  that  Mr.  Conlan 
was  a  person  of  ill-fame.  I  wish  also 
to  understand  whether,  while  hereto- 
fore, the  proprietors  and  editors  of 
newspapers  in  Ireland  have  been  pro- 
ceeded against  for  publishing  the  pro< 
ceedings  of  suppressed  branches  of  the 
Irish  National  L^ag^e,  they  are  now  to 
be  proceeded  against  for  publishing  the 
proceedings  of  branches  that  have  not 
been  suppressed  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  have  distinctly 
stated  that  this  person  was  not  prose- 
cuted for  publishing  the  report  of  a 
meeting.  The  evidence  was  that  he  had 
published  incitements  to  violate  the  law 
of  the  land. 
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Birmingham.  I  had  not  the  honour  of 
a  personal  intimacy  with  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  It  has  been  my  lot,  and 
^at  of  those  who  are  associated  with 
me,  to  be  engaged  in  opposition  to  the 
right  hon.  Genueman  during  the  greater 
party  if  not  the  whole,  of  his  political 
career.  Therefore,  Sir,  it  may  not  be 
altogether  unfitting  that  I  should  ven- 
ture to  say  a  few  words,  however  inade- 
quately, as  to  the  loss  which  I  believe 
tne  country  has  sustained  by  his  death. 
His  life  has  been  prolonged  beyond  the 
ordinary  life  of  man.  He  has  sat  in 
this  House  almost  uninterruptedly  for  a 

feriod  of  45  years.  Many  of  us  have 
ad  the  opportunity  of  observing  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  discharged  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  still 
more  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  King- 
dom and  of  the  British  Empire.  There 
is  no  one,  I  believe,  who  would  have 
less  desired  that  a  word  of  adulation  or 
of  excessive  praise  should  be  used  in 
reference  to  any  action  of  his  life, 
or  to  his  character.  He  was  a 
man  of  such  perfect  simplicity,  such 
transparent  honesty  of  character,  that 
mere  personal  praise  or  adulation  would 
have  been  most  repugnant  to  him  ;  and, 
1;herefore,  I  shall  not  venture  to  in- 
dulge in  terms  of  exaggerated  praise  of 
the  man  who  is  gone.  But  to  many  of 
those  who,  like  myself,  have  had  the 
Kreat  privilege  of  listening  to  him  in 
this  House  I  think  I  may  say  that  it  has 
been  impossible,  even  when  we  differed 
from  him,  and  even  when  his  eloquence 
iell  upon  us  with  excessive  severity 
when  attacking  strongly  that  which  we 
held  to  be  dear,  or  the  principles  which 
we  esteemed  to  be  necessary — even  then 
we  could  not  but  feel  admiration  for  the 
strength  and  consistency  of  his  char- 
acter, for  the  force  with  which  he  gave 
expression  to  his  views,  and  for  the 
intense  conviction  he  inspired  as  to  his 
perfect  honesty,  for  the  earnestness 
with  which  he  expressed  himself,  and 
for  the  desire  which  he  conveyed  to 
every  man's  mind  that  he  could  con- 
vince them  of  the  truth  of  the  argu- 
ments which  he  urged  or  of  the  facts 
which  he  stated.  He  was  remorseless-^ 
almost  cruel — in  the  severity  of  his 
attack ;  but  no  one  who  listened  to  him 
could  doubt  his  sincerity.  £Us  honesty 
of  purpose,  his  zeal,  his  energy,  his 
oharacter     inspired     admiration     and 

Mr.  W,  H.  !Smith 


carried  the  force  of  conviction  fre- 
quently with  hie  words  to  the  mam  of 
me  people.  Few  men  within  the  laat 
45  years  have  exercised  an  equal  charm 
or  a  gpreater  influence  in  this  House. 
Few  men  have  had  deservedly  greater 
influence  in  the  country  than  the  late 
Mr.  Bright.  None,  I  believe,  have 
been  more  thoroughly  in  earnest  in  the 
propagation  of  the  sentiments  to  which  he 
attached  himself.  No  one  who  listened 
to  him  could  doubt  his  sincerity ;  no  one 
could  doubt  that  he  really  failed  to 
understand  how  it  was  that  those  who 
differed  from  him  could  not  accept  the 
views  which  he  put  forward.  His  failure 
— if  it  was  a  failure — was  the  intensity 
of  his  faith  in  the  principles  which  he 
advocated.  I  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  honesty  and  the  simplicity  of  his 
character  were  illustrated  by  the  sacri- 
fices which  he  made  not  once,  not  twioe^ 
only,  in  separations  between  himself  and 
his  political  associates  which  occurred 
from  time  to  time  throughout  his  career. 
No  one  can  doubt  that  he  was  warmly 
attached  to  the  Party  and  to  the  Leader 
of  the  Party  with  which  he  had  identified 
himself.  But  he  could  not  sacrifice  hit 
convictions  to  any  of  those  personal  oon- 
siderations  which  often  have  great 
weight  with  men  who  hold  prominent 
positions  in  public  life.  If,  however,  for 
a  time  he  parted  from  his  associates  and 
friends  in  deference  to  his  own  strong 
sense  of  duty,  there  was  na  trace  of  anger 
or  of  personal  animosity  in  the  dimr* 
ences  which  occurred.  There  was  promi- 
nent in  all  his  career  that  high  sense  of 
duty  which  animated  him  up  to  the  very 
last  period  of  his  life — a  sense  of  duty 
to  his  Sovereign  and  to  his  country 
which  rose  above  all  those  personal  con- 
siderations, and  all  those  Party  passions, 
and  Party  affections  which  have  now 
passed  from  him  for  ever,  and  which, 
although  he  was  strong  in  the  expression 
of  his  views  and  feelings,  he  regretted. 
I  believe,  as  much  as  any  man  ooula 
regret  but  regarded  as  an  inevitable 
necessity  of  the  public  life  with  which  he 
had  long  been  associated.  Mr.  Bright 
has  left  behind  him  a  memory  that  will 
live  in  the  hearts  of  men  long,  long  after 
this  Parliament  shall  have  passed  away. 
He  devoted  himself  to  the  service  of  his 
country  according  to  the  light  which  was 
given  him  with  an  intensity  of  conviction 
and  a  reality  which  few  public  men  have 
ever  exhibited.  He  goes  down  to  his  grave 


f 


1165  nt  latt  Mr.  {Uasch  29,  16691  -^'^^  Bright.  1169 

House  is  tumiDg  his  Paper  otm,  ehould 
delay  for  a  moment  ?    ["  Oh !  "] 

FATHER  CLAJtEE. 

Mb.  OILL  (Louth,  8.) :  I  beg  to  ask 

whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that   Father 

Clarke,    after    having    written    a  joint 

letter  with  Father  Farrellj  intimating- 

order  to  avoid    his  readiness  to  be  arrested,  bad  pub- 

''""*•""  '"   '^"^  '  Ucly  celebrated  Maaa  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 

given  a  detailed  answer  in  regard  to  the 

circumetances  of  Father  Clarke's  arrest. 

Ub.  gill  :  The  assertion  that  he  had 

IRELAND— DETENTION  OF  LEITEBS.    '  been  avoiding  arrest  is  a  reflection  upon 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  ( Donegal,  8.)  ashed    ^^^  conduct  and  the  honour  of  a  olergy- 

the  Chief  Secretary    why    a    telegram    ™*°-      .    ,  „.,„„„„     , 

directed  to  him  at  theHouseofOommonB        ^^    A.J.BALFOUB:  1  must  again 

from  Derry  Gaol  had  been  sent  to  Dub-    ^^^^'^  *^«  l^on.  Member  to  my  answer  to^ 


the  PostOffice  Savings'  Bank  is  1  Os.  S^d. 
The  annual  cost  of  the  interest  ie  about 
£2  7b.,  so  that  £100  deposited  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings*  Bank  coats,  every~ 
thing  included,  about  £2  18s.  At  pre- 
sent there  is  no  lose,  but  rather  a  smalt 
gain  to  the  State  from  this  business; 
but  the  time  will  come  when  it  will  pro- 
bably be  necessary,  in  order  to  avoid 
lose,  to  make  a  slight  reduction  in  the 
rate  of  interest.  I  do  not.  however,  in 
tend  to  propose  such  a  reduction  thi: 
year. 


instead  of    *  ^evi 
letter        *'^"- 


lin  Castle  and  detained  thi 
being    forwarded    direct?     1 

itself  contained  a  paragraph    ._    

Father  M'Fadden  corrected  a  statement 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  as  to  the  number 
of  times  he  (Father  M'Fadden)  bad  been 
remanded,  the  number  having  been  nine 
in  all. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  aaid  he  had 
received  no  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  mac  N£ILL  :  But  this  is  a 
matter  in  which  the  Oaetle  authorities 
have  been  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction 
of  duty. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
should  give  notice  of  the  question. 

Mb.  MAO  PfEILL  :  I  have  given  pri- 
vate notice. 
•Ha.  SPEAKER :  The  notice  is  in- 
Buffiment,  and  the  hon.  Member  should 
pat  the  question  on  the  Paper. 

ANSWERS  IN  THE  H0D8B. 

,  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  N.  H., 


_  question. 

GILL  :  The  answer  of  the 
which  '^'■'^^  Secretary  was  to  the  effect 
that  Father  Clarke,  having  inti- 
mated his  readiness  to  be  arrested, 
had  practically  avoided  arrest,  and  con- 
sequently the  police  had  been  com- 
pelled to  execute  the  warrant  for  his 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  refer  to  my  answer,  he  wiU 
see  my  reasons  for  it. 


DISTRICT  COUNCILS. 
Majob  RASGH  (Essex,  S.E.j :  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
there  was  any  ground  for  the  state- 
ment in  the  newspapers  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  postpone  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  for  con- 
stituting district  councils  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  pasaing  of  a  Bill  to 
establish  a  Ministry  of  Agriculture  F 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  responsible  for  such  a 


for  Ireland  to  a  question  was  entire!' 


rely  in- 
audible  to  himself  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  near  him,  he  was  at  liberty 
to  ask  him  to  repeat  the  answer? 
•Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  would  be  a 
very  nnueual  course  to  take.  There  was 
great  deal  of  oonversation  in  the  Honse 

»t  the  time.    It  rests  with  hon.  Gentle-  I  permission  of  the  House,  to  say  a 
men  whether  answers  are  to  be  audible    words  upon  an  event  which,  I  believe, 
or  not.  is    an    occasion    of    sorrow     to    every 

Ma.  BBUNNEB  (Cheshire.  North-  '  Member  of  this  House,  and  to  every 
wich):  Would  it  not  be  reasonable  that  a  I  subject  of  the  Queen  within  the 
Kinister,  instead  of  reading  his  reply  at  United  Kingdom  —  I  refer  to  tli» 
the  moment  when  every  Member  in  the    death  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 


idea  how  it  could  have  found  its  way 
into  the  papers  unless  it  was  necessary 
to  £nd  matter  without  regard  to  its- 
authenticity. 

THE  LATE  MR.  JOHN  BRIGHT. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  rise,  with  the 
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mpjfort  t'lT  the  sak<^  of  th^  right  and  n{  |  aim  his  bappj  lot  to  teach  ue    moi^ 
th«ir  "omtcientiouH   cinrirrtiona.     I  will    leMon*,   and  bj  the  simpUcitT,  bj  ih» 


t  now  rnfi^r  t'l  th*  great  gifts  of  Mr. 
Hrif(>it  AXC^pt  a*  tn  otj';  minor  pailicuUr; 
but  X  iMnaiA  help  allowing  m^Mlf  the 
grattficatinnofrei^oriling  that  Mr.  Bright 
WM,  and  that  hn  knew  himB>-lf  to  be, 
and  he  il';light<:^  to  1>«.  one  of  the  chief 
(piardianii  among  ur  of  the  purity  of 
the  Kngliith  Uiaf^ne.  Tie  knew  how  the 
charai.-tnr  of  tbi  nation  in  SMociated 
with  ltd  Unifuaicn;  anr]  as  he  was  in 
nTHrythlng  an  EngltHhman  profoundly 
attaclietl  to  the  country  in  which  he  was 
born,  MO  the  tongue  »f  his  people  waa 
to  him  alm'Mt  an  objrrct  of  woralup;  and 
in  the  long  o'lune  of  hie  Hpeeuhes  it 
would  be  difftciill,  indeed  hardly  pos- 
■ibie,  to  find  a  itiugle  naee  in  which  that 
nolile  langungn,  the  language  of  Shake- 
annarn  and  of  Milton,  did  not  receive  an 
iUuMtration  from  his  I'ailiameiitary  elo- 
({uenen.  There  ia  another  cin:um»tance 
in  the  career  of  Mr.  Bright  that  is  better 
known  to  me,  perbapn.  tbau  to  any  other 
perxiin,  and  which  I  muit  give  myself 
the  iihtasure  of  mentioning.  Everyone 
in  awiirii  that  for  him  office  had  no 
attriiittion,  but  perhaps  hardly  any  of 
thoHe  who  hear  mn  can  be  aware  oil  the 
Axtriiordiniiry  eirorts  which  were 
<j^uir«<l  to  induce  Mr.  Bright  under  any 
nruuiriHtanam  tu  bocumu  a  xorvant  of  the 
Omwn.  It  WHH  in  the  orisis  of  I8G8 
witli  regard  t»  the  Irish  question,  and 
when  espueially  the  fiitu  of  the  Irish 
(Diuruh  fiutig  in  the  balance,  that  it  was 
my  duty  to  prop..*)  to  Mr.  Bright  that 

he  Khoiild  \m in  a  Oabiuut  Minister. 

I  do  nut  know,  Hir,  that  I  ever  under- 
took MO  dilhcult  a  tank  ;  but  this  I  do 
know,  that  from  1 1  o'clouk  at  night 
iiiitii  one  oVltH'k  in  thi>  morning  we 
at«H(Iily  debated  that  auhJAut,  and  it  waa 
only  at  the  latt  moment  that  it  was  poa- 
aible  for  him  to  set  aside  the  repug- 
nance lio  had  felt  to  doing  anything 
whii'h  might,  in  the  eyes  of  any  one, 
ttveu  of  the  more  ignorant  of  his  fellow- 
Fouutrymen,  appear  to  detract  in  the 
alightOHt  degree  from  that  lofty  inde- 
pendence of  eharaaor  which  he  had 
heretofore  maintained,  and  nhioh,  I 
venture  to  say,  never  to  the  unit  of  his 
career  was  for  a  moriient  h 
was  the  happy  h>t  of  Mr.  Bright  to 
unite  so  many  iutelliK'tnnl  ulOa  (lint,  '" 
we  had  had  need  to  dwell  upon  thi 
alone,  we  should  have  iinwnnted  a 
dauling  picture  to  the  worhlihut  it  waa 
*r.  jr.  £.  Oladitm* 


consiitencT,  and  by  the  nnfiuling 
courage  and  constancy  of  his  Ufa 
to  present  to  ns  a  combination  of 
rgnalities  so  moral  in  their  natni'e 
as  to  cany  ua  at  once  into  a  higher  at- 
mosphere. The  sympathies  of  Mr. 
Bright  were  not  only  strong,  but  active  ; 
they  were  not  sympathies  which  caa 
answer  to  the  calls  made  upon  them  for 
the  moment,  but  they  were  the  sympa- 
thies of  a  man  who  sought  far  ana  near 
for  objects  on  which  to  bestow  the  ines- 
timable advantage  of  his  eloquence  and  of 
hiscourage.  Inlreland  inthedayswheD 
the  support  of  the  Irish  race  waa  rare,  Id 
India  when  the  support  of  the  native 
race  was  rarer  still,  in  America  at  tb» 
time  vrhen  Mr.  Bright  probably  foresaw 
the  ultimate  issue  of  the  great  struggle 
of  \h<i\,  and  when  he  stood  as  the  re> 
presentative  of  an  exceedingly  small 
portion  of  the  educated  community  of 
this  country  —  although  undoubtedly 
they  represented  a  very  large  part  of 
the  national  Bentiraent— in  all  these 
cases  Mr.  Bright  went  far  outside  the 
necessities  of  his  calling,  and  not  only 
subjects  which  demanded  his  attention 
as  a  Member  of  this  House,  but  what- 
ever touched  him  as  a  man,  whatever 
touched  him  as  a  subject,  and  whatever 
touched  him  as  a  member  of  the  great 
Anglo-Saxon  race—all  these  questions, 
unasked,  obtained  not  only  his  siscer* 
advocacy,  but  his  enthusiastic  aid.  All 
the  causes  which  are  associated  with  the 
names  to  which  I  have  referred,  as  well 
as    many    others,    obtained    from    his 

Sowerful  advocacy  an  assistance  and  a 
istinct  advance  in  the  estimation  of  the 
world,  and  made  a  distinct  progress  oa 
their  road  t.^wards  triumphant  suoceas. 
It  has  thus  come  about  that  we  feel  that 
Mr.  Bright  is  entitled  to  a  higher  enlogj 
thau  any  that  could  be  due  to  intelleot 
or  than  any  that  could  be  due  to  saccess. 
Of  mere  success  he  was  indeed  a  ooa- 
spicuous  example  ;  in  intelleot  he  might 
lay  claim  to  a  most  distinguished  plaoe; 
hut  the  character  of  the  man  lay  deeper 
than  his  intellect,  deeper  wan  nia 
eloquence,  deeper  than  anything  tltft 
could  be  described  as  seen  nfOft 
the  surface,  and  the  supnnt* 
eulogy  which  is  due  is,  I  appte-  I 
bend,  that  he  lifted  political  life  to  a  1 
higher  elevation  and  tu  a  loftier 
standard,  and  that  he      *  thereby  be. 
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queathed  to  hie  country  the  character  of  a 
statesman  which  can  be  made  the  subject 
not  only  of  admiration  and  of  gratitude, 
but  even  of  what  I  do  not  exaggerate  in 
oallioe — as  it  has  been  well  called 
already  by  one  of  hia  admiring  eulogists 
— reverential  contemplation.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  trusted 
there  would  be  no  note  of  dissonance,  in 
the  lense  which  the  country  entertained 
for  the  claims,  the  merits,  and  the  dis- 
tinctiona  of  Mr.  Bright,  and  I  may 
eafelv  aay  thaton  that  score  all  appre- 
hension may  be  diamiesed.  In  the  en- 
comiums that  have  sprung  np  from  every 
quarter  there  is  no  note  of  dissonance, 
tnere  is  no  discordant  minority,  how- 
ever small,  the  sense  of  his  country- 
men is  the  sense  of  their  unanimity. 
It  goes  forth  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  any  statesman  of  my  time 
has  ever  bad  me  happiness  to  receive 
on  his  removal  from  this  passing  world 
honours  and  approval  at  once  so  enthnsi- 
astic,  BO  universal,  and  so  unbroken. 
And  yet,  8ir,  none  could  better  have 
dispensed  with  the  tributes  of  tbe  mo- 
ment, because  the  triumphs  of  his  life 
are  ^umphs  recorded  in  the  advance 
of  his  country  and  in  the  condition  of 
his  countrymen.  His  name  remains 
indelibly  written  in  the  annals  of  this 
Empire— aye,  indelibly  written,  too, 
upon  the  hearts  of  the  great  and  over- 
spreading race  to  which  he  belonged 
— that  race  in  whose  wide  expansion 
he  rejoiced,  and  whose  power  and  pre- 
eminence lie  believed  to  be  full  of 
promise  and  Aill  of  glory  for  the  best 
interests  of  mankind. 

Ths   MARacisa  of  HAETINGTON 

SAncaahire,  Bossendale) :  Perhaps  the 
oase  will  allow  me,  in  the  name 
of  some  of  those  hon.  Members 
with  whom  in  recent  times  it  has 
happened  that  Mr.  Bright  has  been  very 
cloaely  associated  in  opinion,  to  express 
our  thanks  to  the  Leader  of  tbe  House, 
and  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  for 
the  toQcbing  and  noble  words  in  which 
they  have  given  expreesion  to  tbe  uni- 
veraal  regret  which  is  felt  throughout 
the  oonntry  for  the  loss  it  has  jnst 
sustained.  If  I  may  be  allowed  to  add, 
however  inadequately  and  imperfectly,  a 
very  few  words  to  those  which  have  been 
already  attered,  it  would  be  to  en- 
deavour to  give  my  own  estimate  ol 
those  qut^itief  ponemed  by  the  late  Hr. 


Bright  which  have  combined  to  win  for 
his  character— since  it  has  been  fully 
understood  by  the  countnr — the  admira- 
tion, the  respect,  and  I  may  say  the 
veneration  of  his  countrymen.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  result  has  been  due  in 
any  degree,  as  has  already  been  said  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me,  to  the 
successful  advocacy  of  the  great  prin- 
ciples  in  which  he  took  so  large  a  share, 
nor  even  to  the  splendid  eloquence  which 
hebroughtto  bearin  their  support.    The 

e  of  tbe  estimation  in  which  the  late 

Bright  was  held  is  to  be  found 
rather  in  those  qualities  to  which 
reference  has  already  been  made— 
namely,  the  transparent  simplicity  of  his 
character,  and  the  high  standard  of 
political  conduct  which  he  set  before  Ms 
fellows.  Mr.  Bright  did  not  profess  to 
be — perhaps  he  was  not — a  statesman 
versed  in  all  the  arts  of  government — a 
statesman  capable  of  conducting  all  the 
complicated  affairs  of  a  great  nation ; 
but  upon  certain  subjects  Mr.  Bright 
had  thought  deeply  and  felt  strongly, 
and  had  formed  convictions  which,  to 
mind,      carried     all    the     weight 

absolute     and    indisputable    truth. . 

ras  this  absolute  conviction  whic^ 
gave  to  the  eloquence  of  Mr.  Bright 
extraordinary  and  unrivalled  power  and 
force.  As  to  the  standard  of  political 
conduct  which  Mr.  Bright  raised  for 
himself,  I  will  not  say  that  we  have  not 
known   others    as  personally  pure,    as 

fatriotic,  as  independent  as  himself; 
ut  I  think  we  have  known  few  men 
who  have  brought  to  the  forming  of 
their  political  conduct  a  standard  equal 
to  that  which  he  set  before  himself.  In 
forming  his  political  opinions,  in  shap- 
ing Me  political  conduct,  he  coniisteutly 
and  resolutely  determined,  as  perhaps 
few  men  have  ever  been  equally  able  to 
determine,  that  the  standai^  which 
should  guide  his  political  conduct  should 
be  precisely  the  same  rule  as  that  wMoh 
the  strictest  principles  of  morality  im- 
posed upon  the  private  life  and  character 
of  the  man.  These  are  the  things  whioh 
have  combined  to  make  Mr,  Bright,  if 
not  one  of  the  foremost  statesmen,  one 
of  the  noblest  figures  we  have  ever 
known  in  Parliament.  These  are  the 
qualities  which  have  combined  to  win 
for  him  the  admiration  of  ail  who  have 
had  thepleasure  of  his  personal  friend- 
sMp,  Tnese  are  the  qualities  which,  in 
my  judgment,  will  make  his  memory  a 
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precious  poasessioo  of  the  nation,  and 
which  will  make  it  sn  example  to  be 
steadily  kept  in  view  and  followed  by 
all  who  may  hereafter  ioapire  to  lead 
public  opinion  in  this  country,  and  to 
combine  the  possession  of  political  in- 
fluence and  power  with  toe  atricteet 
adherence  to  the  rules  of  right  and  duty. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAHTHY  (London- 
derry) :  Mr,  Speaker,  in  the  absence 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oork,  an  absence  quite  unavoid- 
able, and  which  he  regrets  as 
much  as  I  do,  I  desire  to  ask  leave  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House. 
Any  words  of  mine  must  come  like  an 
anti-climax  after  the  noble  eloquence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  But  my 
colleagues  and  I  feel  that  if  on  this 
occasion  no  voice  were  to  bo  raised 
from  the  benches  on  which  we  ait,  our 
silence  might  possibly  be  misconstmed 
or  at  least  be  misunderstood.  It  is  at 
least  possible  that  if  we  remained 
silent  It  might  be  thought  that  because 
of  late  years  we  had  not  Mr.  Bright's 
sympathy  and  support  for  our  national 
'  cause,  we  were  unwilling  to  associate 
ourselves  in  the  tribute  all  other  Parties 
are  paying  to  his  career  and  to  his 
memory.  Mr,  Speaker,  the  Irish  Party 
is  not  so  wanting  in  generosity,  and  the 
memory  of  the  Irish  people  is  not  so 
short.  We  regret— we  deeply  regret — 
that  we  had  not  of  late  years  the 
unspeakable  advantage  of  Mr.  Bright's 
sympathy  and  support,  but  we  are 
not  thinking  much  of  that  just  now 
• — we  are  not  desirous  of  thinking 
of  it.  In  oui  ordinary  experience 
of  life  we  often  find  that  impres- 
sions made  long  ago  remain  abiding  and 
imperishable,  while  the  events  which 
occurred  the  day  before  yesterday  are 
already  forgotten.  So  we  feel,  so  we 
wish  tu  feel,  tor  the  great  public  and 
private  career  of  Mr.  Bright.  Our 
memory  goes  back  to  the  time  when  he 
championed  our  Irish  cause  with  on 
eloquence  and  a  sincerity  never  sur- 
passed in  the  struggle  for  any  great 
purpose  whatever.  We  cannot  but  re- 
member that  he  was  our  champion  and 
our  advocate  at  a  time  when  we  had 
nothing  like  the  amount  of  sympathy 
and  support  in  this  House  and  out  of  it 
whiuli,  tliHoks  alike  to  friends  and 
eiienuKs,  wo  pnasoas  to-day.  We  re- 
mumbur,  too,  we  must  remumber,  t 
TAe  SlarjUM^lt»tt      if 


some  of  the  most  superb,  the  most  mag- 
nificent illustrations  of  his  immortal 
eloquence  were  given  to  champion  the 
cause  of  the  suffering  Irish  peasant,  and 
to  awaken  in  this  ooontry  a  sympathj 
with  the  Irish  cause.  Bearing  in  minct 
all  these  things,  and  others  I  will  not 
go  through,  we  feel  we  cannot  remtuo 
silent  on  an  oocasion  like  the  prOBOat. 
For  myself  personally,  I  may  say  I 
speak  with  the  memory  of  long  yeara 
of  close  aasooiation  with  Mr.  Bright.  I 
worked  with  him  and  under  him  in 
many  thrilling  struggles  and  in  maof 
great  political  movements.  Bemember* 
ing,  then,  what  he  did  for  Ireland  in 
days  gone  by,  and  with  the  full  oonvic»- 
tion,  alluded  to  by  the  First  Lord  o£ 
the  Treasury,  that  every  one  of  Mr. 
Bright's  views  was  conscientious  and 
sincere,  we  desire  to  associate  ourselves 
with  the  tribute  paid  in  this  House  to 
his  memoiy,  and  we  claim  the  right  of 
Ireland  to  lay  her  immorUlh,  her  monzn- 
ing  wreath,  on  this  great  Englishman's 

Mr!  J.  CHAMBERLAIN'  (Binninfr- 
ham,  West) :  I  hope  the  House  wul 
allow  me  to  say  a  very  few  words  upon 
this  subject.  I  shall  not  venture  to  add 
anything  to  what  has  already  been 
spoken,  so  eloquently  and  so  feelingly, 
by  the  Leaders  of  Parties  in  this  House 
as  to  Mr.  Bright's  claims  to  our  admi- 
ration as  a  great  popular  Leader,  a  great 
Tribune  of  the  people.  It  is  only  at  the 
Friend  and  of  the  Colleague  that  I 
would  wish  to  say  a  few  woras.  Ihan 
been  personally  acquainted  with  ICr. 
Bright  for  more  than  30  years,  almost 
from  the  day  when  he  was  elected  for 
the  first  time  aa  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham. Since  then  he  has  oocnpied 
a  position  as  a  Parliamentary  Beprosan- 
tativc  which  I  think  is  unique  in  our 
history.  He  was  returned  in  fiie  abssnoft 
while  he  was  still  prostrated  bj  illness 
induced  by  overwork,  and  he  was  re* 
turned,  as  he  always  has  been  subse- 
quently, without  any  pledge  of  any  kind 
and  without  any  expense  to  Tiimw^f 
The  only  condition  which  was  suggested 
to  him  was  that,  in  order  to  mark  the 
fact  that  the  constituency  oonsideNd 
that  it  was  receiving  and  not  eonferrin^ 
an  obligation,  lie  should  himself  w 
always  exempt  from  any  olaim  to  OOB- 
tribute  in  any  way  to  our  local  iastito- 
tionsorto  our  p<d  si  <  'ganizations ; 
and  that  nn  iv    .as  been  ob- 
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Benred  in  all  its  fulness  down  to  the 
present  time.  I  venture  to  think  that 
relations  so  begun  and  so  maintained 
for  a  period  of  a  generation  are  honour- 
able alike  to  the  constituency  and  to  its 
great  Representative.  I  well  remember 
Qie  first  speech  which  Mr.  Bright  ad- 
dressed to  his  constituents  in  the  autumn 
of  1857  in  the  Town  Hall,  Birmingham. 
He  spoke  in  terms  of  Kreat  pathos  of 
the  illness  from  which  ne  had  just  re- 
covered, when,  as  he  said,  from  a  con- 
dition of  apparent  strength  he  had  been 
brought  down  to  a  condition  exceeding 
the  weakness  of  a  little  child.  He  spoke 
of  the  innumerable  kindnesses  he  had 
received  from  all  classes  and  conditions 
of  his  fellow-countrymen,  and  he  went 
on  to  express  the  consolation  it  had  been 
to  him  in  his  time  of  suffering  to  receive 
this  proof  of  the  confidence  and  affection 
of  the  electors  and  population  of  the 
great  central  city  of  the  kingdom.  He 
said : — 

**  I  shall  not  attempt,  by  the  employment  of 
any  elaborate  phrases,  to  express  to  you  what  I 
felt  at  the  time  when  you  conferred  upon  me 
the  signal  honour  of  returning  me  as  one  of 

four  representatives  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
am  not  sufficiently  master  of  the  English 
language  to  discover  words  which  shall  express 
what  I  then  felt,  and  what  I  feel  now  towards 
you  for  what  you  did  then,  and  for  the  reception 
which  you  have  given  me  to-night.  I  never 
imagined  for  a  moment  that  you  were  prepared 
to  endorse  all  my  opinions,  or  to  sanction  every 
political  act  with  which  I  have  been  connected ; 
but  I  accepted  vour  resolution  in  choosing  me 
as  meaning  this— that  you  had  watched  my 
political  career ;  that  you  believed  it  had  been 
an  honest  one  ;  that  you  were  satisfied  I  had  not 
swerved  knowingly  to  the  right  hand  or  to  the 
left ;  that  the  attractions  of  power  had  not 
turned  me  aside ;  that  I  had  not  changed  my 
course  from  any  view  of  courting  a  fleeting 
popularity ;  and,  further,  that  you  are  of  this 
opinion — an  opinion  which  1  religiously  hold 
— that  the  man  whose  political  career  is  on  a 
line  with  his  conscientious  convictions  can 
never  be  unfaithful  to  his  constituents  or  to  his 
country." 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  motives  which  Mr. 
Bright  assigned  as  actuating  his  consti- 
tuents in  choosing  him  have  continued 
from  that  day  to  determine  their  feelings 
towards  him ;  and  now  that  he  haa 
passed  away,  now  that  in  a  beautiful 
figure,  which  he  himself  was  the 
first  to  use,  he  has  gone  "  to 
join  the  g^at  majority,"  those  who 
differed  from  him  are  united  to 
thoae  who  agreed  with  him  in  mourning 
his  leas,  in  honouring  his  memory,  and 
in    reapeoting   his    courage,    his    con- 


sistency, and  his  honesty.  The  charac» 
teristios  which  distinguished  his  public 
actions  were  equally  conspicuous  in  his 
private  life.  Mr.  Bright  was  a  most 
loyal  colleague,  most  considerate, 
most  unselfish.  He  was,  as  many 
Members  of  this  House  can  testify,  the 
most  delightful  company,  always  simple, 
always  straightforward,  always  un- 
mindful of  himself.  He  was  very 
strenuous  in  asserting  the  principles- 
and  convictions  which  he  held  to  be- 
true  and  just,  but  with  all  his  strength 
no  one  ever  knew  him  to  do  an  unfair 
or  an  ungenerous  •  thing.  I  remember 
his  once  saying  to  me — it  may  seem 
perhaps  almost  trivial  to  recall  it,  but 
it  was  characteristic  of  the  man — that 
whenever  he  entered  a  strange  house, 
if  there  were  a  dog  or  a  cat  in  it  it 
always  came  to  him  directly  and  made- 
friends  with  him.  I  think  that  those 
domestic  animals  are  good  judges  of 
character,  and  I  know — I  am  certain— > 
that  theirs  was  the  only  popularity  that 
Mr.  Bright  ever  courted.  I  have  no 
right  to  detain  the  House  further;  I 
only  spoke  because  Mr.  Bright  was  in 
a  special  sense  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, and  because  he  has  alwaya 
enjoyed  the  affection  and  the  reverence 
of  every  man  and  every  woman  in  that 
great  community. 

JUDICIAL  FACTOKS  (SCOTLAND) 
[SALAKY,  &C.] 
Committee  to  consider  of  authorizing  the 
^yment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  a  salary  to  the  Accountant  of 
Court,  who  may  be  appointed  under  any  Act  of 
the  present  Session  to  amend  and  extend  the 
law  relating  to  Judicial  Factors  and  others  in 
Scotland,  and  to  unite  the  office  of  the  Ac- 
countant of  the  Court  of  Sessions  and  th& 
Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in  Scotland,  and  of 
sfdaries  to  the  clerks  who  may  be  appK)inted  by 
him,  also  the  payment  of  compensation  to  the 
holder  of  the  office  of  Accountant  of  the  Court 
of  Session  for  abolition  of  his  office,  and  of 
remuneration  to  such  persons  as  may  be  em- 
ployed to  audit  accounts  under  the  provisions 
of  the  said  Act  (Queen's  Recommendation 
signified),  upon  Monday  1st  April. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have   agreed  to  the  Con- 
solidated Fund   (No.    2)   Bill,    without 
Amendment. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  propofled, 
^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  PAYMEXT  OF  llEMBERS  OF 
PARLIA3IENT. 

Mb.  FEXWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck"  :  It  is  my  duty,  Sir, 
to-night,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  of  the  payment  of 
Members,  and  to  move — 

•'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  it  well 
deserves  the  consideration  of  Her  31aj6sty*s 
CTOvemment.  whether  and  nnder  what  conditions 
it  would  be  expedient  to  revert  to  the  ancient 
custom  of  paying  Members  for  their  services  in 
Parliament/' 

Now,  Sir,  on  a  previous  occasion  the 
House  was  good  enough  to  grant  me  a 
very  liberal  measure  of  its  attention  and 
indulgence  when  I  referred  to  this  sub- 
ject ;  and  to-night,  considering  the  cir- 
cumstances by  which  we  are  surrounded, 
I  shall  again  have  to  ask  its  indulgence, 
although  I  hope  I  may  not  unduly  tres- 
pass on  the  limits  of  its  timo  by  the  re- 
marks which  I  have  to  make.  1  wish,  in 
the  first  place,  to  make  one  or  two  ob- 
servations with  reference  to  the  debate 
and  division  which  followed  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  I  have  referred.  To  my 
mind  both  that  debate  and  the  division 
were  of  a  highly  satisfactory  character, 
and  were  such  as  to  encourage  me  to 
persevere  with  the  object  I  have  in  view. 
On  that  occasion  many  of  the  Leaders 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  following 
the  lead  of  Lord  Althorp,  Lord  Ihissell, 
and  others  in  1830,  spoke  and  voted 
in  favour  of  the  principle  embodied  in 
the  Eesolution  which  I  moved.  On  that 
occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Glasgow  pointed  out  in  a  most  forcible 
and  able  manner  the  anomalous  con- 
dition in  which  the  House  now  stands  in 
regard  to  this  question,  by  consenting 
to  pay  certain  Members  for  politiccd 
services  and  refusing  to  extend  that  prin- 
ciple to  others ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Minister  who  replied  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  declared  that  his 
opposition  was  not  to  the  principle 
of  the  Eesolution.  He  said,  '*  He 
was  not  sure  that  the  day  might 
not  come  when  it  would  be  expedient 
to  pay  Members  "  ;  but  he  thought  that 
day  had  not  come.  Here  we  have  the 
Liberal  Leaders  spf^aking  and  voting 
for  the  Motion,  and  the  Minister  who  re- 


plied on  behalf  of  the  Gbvemxnenty  wdnst 
the  remarkable  words  I  have  qaoteo. 
Hon.  Members  will  remember  that  my 
Motion  was  lost  by  a  majority  of  57  in 
a  House  of  more  than  330  Members. 
Perhaps  the  House  will  be  interested  in 
knowing  from  a  Betum  unce  issaed 
that  there  are  101  Members  of  the  House 
who  are  in  receipt  of  public  money. 
Twenty- two  receive  sums  under  £20 ; 
16,  from  £20  to  £100;  19,  from  £100 
to  £500 ;  44,  from  £500  to  £1,000;  and, 
according  to  a  Betum  moved  for  by  Loxd 
Monkswell,  in  the  Lords,  27  Members 
receive  sums  under  £20 ;  21  receive 
from  £20  to  £100;  23,  from  £100  to 
£o00 ;  and  80,  from  £500  to  £5,000. 
In  all,  252  Members  of  both  Houses  re- 
ceive, in  the  aggregate,  £814,081,  and 
58  of  those  who  defeated  my  Motion 
receive,  in  the  aggregate,  £84,368,  or 
an  average  of  £  1,454  each.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire if  his  Motion  embraces  in  its  terms 
any  of  those  Members  who  receive  pub- 
lic money,  and,  while  doing  so,  yoted 
against  my  Besolution ;  are  they  among 
the  Members  who  ''neither  need  nor 
desire  payment  for  their  services  in  Par- 
liament?" My  hon.  Friend  has  the 
best  intentions,  no  doubt,  in  putting 
down  this  Amendment  to  my  Besolu- 
tion ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  distinct  case  of 
going  back  on  the  traditions  of  the 
Liberal  Party ;  for,  as  I  have  already 
pointed  out,  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party  of  60  years  ago  were  in  full  sym- 
pathy with  the  practice  to  which  I 
am  now  desirous  of  calling  attention. 
I  am  asking  the  Government  to  con- 
sider whether  or  not  it  would  be  desir- 
able, and  under  what  conditions,  to  re- 
vert to  the  practice  of  paying  Members. 
Under  the  present  system  it  is  impossible 
to  have  absolute  liberty  of  choice  be- 
tween rich  and  poor  candidates,  and 
unless  you  are  prepared  to  provide  means 
which  will  afford  the  constituencies  the 
most  complete  and  perfect  liberty  in 
the  choice  of  candidates,  then  I  say 
your  representative  Government  be- 
comes a  mere  sham  and  delusion.  The 
present  arrangement  tends  entirely  to 
the  representation  in  this  House  of 
wealth  and  of  the  professions  as  well 
as  the  naval  and  military  services. 
The  representatives  of  the  Services  are 
in  many  cases  paid  out  of  the  public 
funds  for  their  services  in  Parliament, 
for  it  is  well  known  that  these  Qentis- 
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men  who  have  seats  in  this  House  are, 
while  the  House  is  sitting,  exempt  from 
the  performance  of  their  duties  with 
respect  to  the  Army  and  Navy.  Why, 
then,  should  the  industrial  interest  be 
the  only  interest  saddled  with  a  burden 
in  order  to  obtain  representation  in  this 
House?  I  think  that  is  an  unfair,  unjust, 
and  unreasonable  tax  to  impose  on  the 
workins^  classes  of  this  country.  It  is 
perfect^  true  that  they  have  obtained 
a  certain  proportion  of  Hepresentation 
in  this  House,  but  they  have  only  been 
able  to  do  00  by  imposing  on  themselves 
taxes  which  are  not  imposed  on  the 
richer  constituencies  in  the  country. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  our 
existing  arrangements  are  most  un- 
reasonable, and  that  Members  of  this 
House  are  called  upon  to  make  sacrifices 
and  incur  burdens  which  the  representa- 
tives of  no  other  country  are  required  to 
make.  If  the  Democracy — the  govern- 
ment of  the  people — is  to  be  otherwise 
than  a  delusion  and  a  snare,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Government 
should  take  some  steps  to  bring  about 
such  a  condition  of  things  as  will  give 
to  the  constituencies  full  liberty  of  choice 
in  the  selection  of  candidates.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr. 
S.  Smith)  has  placed  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  which  I  presume  will,  in  his 
mind,  obviate  the  difficulty  we  have  now 
to  contend  with.  How  does  be  propose 
to  meet  the  difficulty  ?  By  making  the 
payment  of  Members  a  charge  upon  the 
localities.  But  I  would  point  out  to  the 
House  that  service  in  this  House  is  a 
service  given  to  the  general  public  in  a 
public  capacity ;  and  I  fail  to  see  why 
the  localities  should  be  called  upon  to 
burden  themselves  with  payment  for 
services  that  are  discharged  in  the 
interests  of  the  general  community.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  Amendment 
does  not  state  whether  the  levy  is  to  be 
made  on  the  whole  locality  or  upon 
those  only  who  elect  the  Hepresentatives. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to 
enlighten  the  House  when  he  moves  his 
Amendment.  With  regard  to  the 
practice  which  obtains  in  other  coun- 
tries, as  I  went  into  that  matter  at  some 
length  on  a  former  occasion  I  will  only 
make  this  general  statement  now,  with 
the  exception  of  Italy,  there  is  no  other 
Representative  Assembly  in  the  world  in 
which  Members  are  not  paid  for  their 
public  services,  as  well  as  being  allowed 
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their  travelling  expenses.  I  referred  to 
the  fact  that,  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  Members  of  Con«ress  are  paid 
an  allowance  equal  to  about  £1,000, 
and  it  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  that  I 
advocated  a  similar  allowance  for  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  That  was  a  per- 
fectly gratuitous  assumption  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  never  thought  of 
suggesting  any  such  sum,  and  my  own 
view  would  rather  be  in  favour  of  an  allow- 
ance similar  to  that  paid  to  the  members 
of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  in  France, 
which  is  about  £375.  I  venture  to  say 
that  for  the  amount  of  service  rendered  in 
this  House  that  that  is  not  an  exorbitant 
sum.  It  is  said  that  thepaymentof  Mem- 
bers will  reduce  the  representation  in  this 
House  to  a  profession,  and  that  our 
Parliamentary  institutions  will  be  con- 
siderably degraded  thereby.  That  is 
an  argument  which  has  been  used 
against  every  reform.  It  was  used  in 
the  agitation  for  Parliamentary  reform 
in  1832,  in  1868,  and  again  in  1884. 
It  was  said  that  if  you  extended  the 
Franchise,  the  Representatives  sent  to 
this  House  would  prove  a  discredit  to 
the  dignity  of  the  Biouse  ;  but  on  each 
of  those  occasions  the  prediction  proved 
untrue,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  it  will 
prove  equally  untrue  in  the  present  case. 
A  writer  in  the  Saturday  Review  says  that 
'*  the  payment  of  Members  will  fundamen- 
tally change  the  character  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  the  respect  now 
paid  to  a  Parliamentary  position  will  to 
a  ^eat  extent  be  withdrawn."  The  same 
argument  has  been  urged  against  every 
reform,  and  in  my  opinion  it  is  an  argu- 
ment based  on  profound  mistrust  of  the 
judgment  of  the  people.  It  suggests 
that  the  constituencies  cannot  be  trusted 
to  send  Representatives  to  this  House 
who  will  discharge  their  duties  in  a  re- 
spectable and  dignified  manner.  What 
does  the  argument  mean  ?  It  means 
that  the  constituents  are  not  to  be 
trusted  to  discriminate  between  a  trading 
adventurer  and  an  able  and  capable 
man,  who  will  look  after  their  interests 
in  this  House.  Will  any  hon.  Member 
say  that  his  constituents  are  not  to  be 
trusted  in  making  a  selection  ?  Sureh, 
if  they  are,  why  may  not  the  rest  be 
trusted  ?  In  putting  the  question  in  the 
form  in  which  I  have  placed  it  upon  the 
Paper,  I  have  not  been  desirous  of 
needlessly  inconveniencing  the  Goveri  - 
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tii^iu.     I  ftflk  tbem  to  consider    nader 
vlinf  ronditionfi.  if  any,  the  practice  of 
myinfr  Memliers  for  their  serrices  in 
riirliamost  maj  be  reTertedto,  and  the 
ffttU  must  not  be  forgotten  that  there  are 
1  (^  1  Members  of  this  House  who  are  in 
r*»o^ipt    of   public    money    for    public 
JN^rrioes.  and  151  Members  of  the  other 
H  'UM ;  therelore,  I  maintain  that  it  is 
only  in  the   interests    of  justice  to  ex- 
tend the  practic-e   to  the  whole  of  the  | 
Kepresentatives  in  this  House.     I  know 
I  may  be  told  that  there  is  no  country 
in  the  world  in  which  there    is  such 
wealth  as  in  this,  and  that  men  are  pre- 
pared to  make  great  stu^rifices  in  order 
to  obtain  a  position  in  this  House.    At 
the  same  time,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  services  of  a  Representative  are  not 
given  simply  for  the  honour  of  a  position 
m  this  House,  but  to  enhance  the  value 
of  the  particular  vocation  in  which  these 
hon.    Gentlemen    are    employed.     We 
kriow  what  iclat  it  gives  to  men  who  are 
connected  with  the  professions  in  the 
country  to  write  after  their  namos  the 
magic    letters     '^M.P.''       Therefore, 
although     we     have     hon.     Members 
ostensibly  making  sacrifices  for  a  posi- 
tion in  this  House,  those  sacrifices  are 
really  made  with  a  view  to  their  own 
ultimate  benefit.     Therefore,  believing 
that    some    such    measure    as   this   is 
necessary  to  afford  the  constituencies  full 
and  complete  choice  in  the  selection  of 
their  Bepresentatives,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Besolution  which  stands  in  my  name. 
♦Mr.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.) :  I  desire, 
in  seconding  the  Resolution,  to  do  so  in 
as  few  a  words  as  possible,  because  I 
am  satisfied  that  nothing   I  can    say 
would  materially  add  to  the  force  of  the 
very  cogent  argument  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  addressed  to  the  House. 
I  confess  that  1  do  not  attach  quite  so 
much  importance  as  my   hon.  Friend 
appears,  from  the  terms  of  his  Motion, 
to  do  to  the  usages  of  antiquity.    I  think 
that  the  social  and  economic  conditions 
of  the  time  when    a  Member  of  this 
House  used  to  receive  a  wage  of  2s.  or 
48  a  day  for  his  services  were  so  widely 
different  from  our  own,  that  no  very  use- 
ful argument  can  be  drawn  either  from 
the      adoption     or     the     subsequent 
abandonment    of   that   practice.    Nor 
do    I    think     that     the    practice     of 
other     countries,     although     material 
and     important,     is    at     all    decisive 
of  the  question.    It  is  ur  "bly  a 
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fact,  on  which  those  who  oppose  this 
Motion  will  have  to  attempt  to  give  some 
opinion,  that  there  is  not,  with  an  in- 
significant exception,  a  country  in  the 
world,  except  Italy,  where  representa- 
tive government  exists,  in  which,  sooner 
or    later,    directly    or    indirectly,    the 
State   has    not    been    obliged    to    re- 
munerate the  Members  of  theLegialAtore. 
But  I  agree  with  those    who  say  that 
this  proposal  must  be  justified  in  the 
circumstances    of    our  own    time    and 
our  own  country,  and,  what  is  more,  in 
the  interest,  not  of  this  class  or  that, 
but  of  the  nation  as  a  whole.    I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion — I  confess,  not 
without  a  good  deal  of  deliberation — 
that  the  proposal  can  be  justified  upon 
that  grouud.    Its  simple,  but  sufficient, 
justification,  in  my  judgment,  is  this:  that 
its  adoption  is  necessary  in  order  to  com- 
plete and  give  effect  to  the  reconstruc- 
tion upon   a  democratic  basis  of  our 
representative  system.   The  proposal  is, 
to  my  mind,  the  practical  complement 
and  corollary  of  the  franchise  legisla- 
tion of  the  last  20  years.     What  is  the 
principle  which  underlies  that  legisla- 
tion ?    It  is  that  it  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  community — not  of  one  class  more 
than  another — that  every  man,  subject 
to  certain  conditions,  many  of  which,  if 
not  all,  may  disappear  before  we  are 
many    years    older,    that    every    man 
should  nave  a  voice  in  and  a  responsi- 
bility for  the  making  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.     If  that  is  yonr 
principle,  how  are  you  going  to  carry  it 
out  in  practice  ?    What  is  the  good  of 
giving    to  the  g^eat   majority  o^  the 
people  the  right  to  choose  their  repre- 
sentatives   if,  at  the  same  time,  you 
artificially  restrict  and  limit  the  area  of 
their  choice  ?    What,  in  other  words,  is 
the  good  of  a  democratic  suffrage  when 
it   is  as    easy   for    a   camel    to    pass 
through  the  eye  of  a  needle  as  it  is  for  a 
workmg  man  to  get  into  this  House  ? 
No    one    will     deny    that     something 
like  two-thirds  or  three  fourths  of  the 
electorate  of  this  country  belong  to  the 
working  class,  and  yet,  as  representing 
the  working  class  in  this  Hoose,  we 
have,  in  point  of  numbers,  but  an  insig^ 
nifioant  fraction.    I  am  not  a  fanatical 
believer  in  class  representation.  Natural 
forces  have  been  and  are  at  work  in 
favour    of    men    of    wealth,    leisure, 
and  education.  Those  natural  forces  you 
can  do  nothing  by  legislation  to  check 
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or  counteract.   But  your  present  system, 
with    the    disparity    it    has    brought 
about  in  the  composition  of  the  electo- 
rate   and    the    elected,    adds   to   the 
natural  forces  an  artificial  weight  which 
they  ought  not  to  possess,  and   which 
ouffht    to    be    taken    away    by    legis- 
lation.    In  the  first  place,  the  enormous 
and  excessive  cost  of  elections  which  is 
thrown  upon  the  candidate  is  a  public 
charge  that  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
community.  But,  over  and  above  that,  I 
am  convinced  that  so  long  as  a  man  who 
earns  his  livelihood  by  labourcannot  g^t 
a  seat  in  Parliament),  except  by  some 
special  provision  which  throws  a  great 
and  most  unjust  burden  upon  his  class 
or  constituency,  the  people  will  not  have 
perfect  freedom  of  choice,  and  cannot, 
therefore,  give  full  effect  to  the  principle 
of  democratic  legislation.  Let  me  allude 
to  one  or  two  of  the  objections  which  are 
made  to  this  proposal.     It  is  said  first  of 
all  that  it  will  be  expensive.     I   do  not 
think  that  the  House  will  seriously  con- 
sider that  there  is  much  in  that  objection. 
My  hon.  Friend  does  not  ask  the  House 
to  commit  itself  to  any  specific  figure, 
but  has  suggested  a  reasonable  com- 
promise between  a  too  high  and  a  too 
low  view  of  the  matter — namely,  £  1  a 
day,  or  £360  to  £370  a-year.     The  total 
charge  involved  would  be  about  £250,000 
a-year.     That  sum  might  very  easily  be 
obtained   without  imposing  any  addi- 
tional taxation.       A  small  charge  like 
this  could  be  met  by  re-arranging  official 
salaries  upon   a  more    moderate    and 
reasonable     scale,     by     reducing    the 
ornamental    sinecures,     and    by    cur- 
tailing the    grossly  unreasonable  pen- 
sions    and     superannuation      system. 
In    various    ways  economy  might    be 
effected  which  would  easily  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case.    With  regard  to 
the  objection  raised  in  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.    Friend    the   Member  for 
Flintshire   (Mr.   8.   Smith),  who  says, 
with  apparent  plausibility,  why  thrust 
the  payment  upon  Members  who  do  not 
desire  it,  and  why  not  make  it  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  constituency 
itself ;  my  answer  is  that  if  our  argu- 
ment is  well-founded,  it  is  a  matter  not 
of  local  but  of  national  concern.     Then 
again,  the  Amendment  does  not  go  to 
the  root  of    the  matter;    and  to   pay 
Members  in  the  way  suggested  by  my 
hon.  Friend  would  be   to  establish  a 
most     invidious      distinction    in    this 


House.    I  cannot    see    any  difference 
in  principle  between  papng  a  Minister 
of     the     Crown     a    salary    for     the 
performance     of     administrative    and 
executive  work  and  paying  a  Member 
of  the  House  a  salary  for  the  discharge 
of  the  equally  important,  though  often 
much  more  thankless,  duty  of  exposing 
the   blunders  of  the  Minister  and  cor- 
recting his  mistakes.     I  never  heard  of 
Ministers,    although    they    notoriously 
belong  to  the  wealthy  classes  of  the 
country,  declining  to  receive  their  official 
salaries.   I  come  now,  lastly,  to  what  is, 
after  all,  the  most  serious  and  the  only 
fundamental  objection  to  this  proposal — 
namely,  that  it  would  demoralize  us  by 
introducing  into  public  life  a  mercenary 
element,  and  by  creating  a  class  of  pro- 
fessional politicians.     I  have  been  read- 
ing the  book  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  has 
published  with  regard  to  American  in- 
stitutions, and  I  find  that  the  existence 
of  a  class  of  professional  politicians  is, 
after  all,  not  sucli  a  very  bad  thing  for 
the    community.     But,   whether   good 
or  bad,    no    one  who  has  read    that 
book  and  studied  the  mass  of  informa- 
tion to  bo  found  in  it  can  doubt  that 
the  very  least  potent  of  the  causes  which 
have  tended   to  the  creation  of    that 
class  has  been    the    salaries   paid    to 
Members  of  Congress  and  Members  of 
the  State  Legislatures.  Is  it  not  time  that 
in  this  matter  as  well  as  in  others  we 
should  clear  our  minds  of  cant?     To 
listen  to  some  language,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  no  one  enters  the  House 
of  Commons  but  from  a  single-minded 
desire  to  serve  his  country,  and  that  my 
hon.  Friend  who  moved  the  Besolution 
is  going  for  the  first  time,  in  this  scene 
of  Arcadian  piirity  and  simplicity,  to 
open    the    door    to    a  horde    of    self- 
seekers  and   place-hunters.      Anyone 
who  is  really  acquainted  with  the  facts 
knows  that  that  is  not  a  fair  description 
of  the  conditions  of  public  life.    Look 
at  the  Treasury  Bench,   or,  for    that 
matter,  to  the  front  Opposition  Bench. 
We  see  on  the  two  front  benches  con- 
veniently concentrated  what  I  may  call 
the  flower  of  English  statesmanship. 
I  am  sorry  to  raise  a  blush  upon  the 
cheeks  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen;  but, 
the  truth  is,  we  are  so  much  more  in  the 
habit  of  listening  to  them  than  they  are 
of  listening  to  us,  that  we  rarely  hare 
the  opportunity  of  letting  them  know  the 
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Mtrengtli  and  genuineness  of  our  affec- 
tionate admiration.  They  are  the  men 
who,  in  the  struggle  for  existence,  have 
outpaced  or  trampled  down  all  their 
crimpetit^irs.  Well,  Sir«  looking  at  these 
men,  whose  patriotism  no  one  will 
call  in  question,  will  any  one  of 
them  get  up  and  say  that  office — I 
do    not    of   course    mean   the    emolu- 


life,  but  he  does  not  poaaasa  that 
modicum  of  fortune  iinriwiaaij,  under 
our  system,  to  beooma  a  candidata  lor 
a  seat  in  this  House.  XTndar  the  old 
system  of  a  hundred  yeais  ago,  with  aU 
its  abuses  provision  waa  made  for  a  case 
like  this.  Tou  had  pocket  borongha, 
sinecures,  and  various  forma  of  patran- 
age,  the  acceptance  of  which   waa  not 


ments    alone,     but     the     power,     the  I  thought  dishonourable,  aooording  to  the 
-    ^  •  1     i^eaa  Qf  (jijat  ^j^y^  \^j  ^hicii   n   man's 

entrance  into    Parliamentary  life   waa 
promoted.      All  this  haa  been   awept 
away,  and  rightly  so,  but  then  jrou  have 
put  nothing  in  its  place.    What  ia  a  man 
to  do  under  such  circumatanoea  ?     He 
goes  into  business,    or  he   becomea  a 
journalist,  or  he  enterp  a  profeaaion  ;  he 
may  even,  by  stress    of  neceaaitj,    be 
driven  to  go  to  the  Bar.     And  what  ia 
the  result  ?    After  his  best  powera,  per- 
haps the  best  years  of  his  life,  have  been 
occupied  and  absorbed  in  other  puraoita^ 
he  is  able  at  last  to  gratify  hia  deaire, 
to  indulge  his  natural  bent  late  in  life, 
certainly    with  his   powera  jaded  and 
impaired— he  comes  and  offera  to   the 
service  of  the  State  the  fag-end  of  hia 
time,  the  dregs  of  his  abilitiea.     I  do  not 
wish    to  over-colour    or  overatate    the 
matter,  nor  do  I  look  forward  to  a  time 
when  this  House  will  not    be   mainly 
composed    of    men    of    leisure.      Bat 
this  I  do  say :    that  our  present  aja- 
tem  is  fatally  defective  on   two  aidea ; 
on      the     one      hand,     it      doea     not 
adequately    and    faithfully  reflect    the 
different     interests     and     opiniona     of 
different  classes  of  the  communis ;  and^ 
on  the  other  hand,  it  does  exclude  from 
the  service    of   the  State    men   whoae 
fortune  is  not  equal  to  their   abiUtiea, 
and    by  so   doing   it    cripples  the    re- 
sources, the  effective  resources  of   the 
country,  and  impoverishes   our  public 
life.     On  those  grounds  I  heartily  aup- 
lK>Tt  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend. 


patronage,  the  visible  authority  of  which 
office   is  the    symbol  —  will    any    one 
of  them  say  that  the  chance  of  getting 
th«)So  thingH,  the  hope  of  keeping  them, 
the   fear  of  losing  them,  do  not  form 
a  powerful  motive  in  the  political  life  of 
this  country  ?     1  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  only  of  the  Front  Benches.     It 
apiilioH  also  to  those  who  have   never 
sat    upon  the  Front  Benches,   but  who 
hope  some  day  to  sit  there,  and  to  those 
who,    having    sut  upon  those  Benches, 
and  been  exiled  by  the  caprice  of  fortune, 
hope,    some    day,   to   get  back   again. 
Then  there  are  the  men  who  come  here 
in  thn  hope  of  businesH  or  professional 
advanoernont,    and   even   the  men  who 
are   movo<l    by  the   vulgarest  form    of 
vulgar     ambition — the     desire    to    get 
into  what  is  called   society.     With  all 
these  fonsoH  at  work,  in  active  operation 
— mixed  as  I  agree  thoy  are,  and  as  I 
know  they  always  will  be,  with  honest 
zoal  for  the  public  service,  with  which  few 
of  them  are  altogether  inconsistent — can 
anyone  seriously  maintain  that  the  adop- 
tion of  this  trivial  proportion,  for  so  it 
is,  this  proposition  to  allow  a  Member 
some  ij'M)i)  or  £U)0  a-yoar,  would  sub- 
stantially add  to  the  mercenary  elements 
by  which  our  publi(t  life  is  invaded  ?  One 
other  remark  on  the  subject  of  profes- 
sional   politicians.      There    is   another 
sense  of  thn  term  professional  politician, 
and  I  do  ))^«liove  that  tlie  adoption  of  this 
proposal  would  add,  and  add  beneficially, 
to  the  (dtiHH — professional  politicians,  I 
mean,    in    the    better    sense     of     the 
word — the    men  who  make  politics  the 
serious  business  of  life  as  distinguished 
from  the  amateur  or  dilettante.     Under 
our  existing  system  there  are  numbers 
of  such  men  excluded  from  the  service 
of  the  State.     Take  the  common  case 
of  a  young  man   who  has   been,   per- 
haps, through  the  training  of  a  public 
school  and  university,  and  the  bent  of 
whose  mind  and  abilities  is  in  the  direc- 
tion of  politics.     He  has  equipped  him- 
self at  all  points  for  the  work  of  public 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  •  *  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  (^ueition,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  well  deserves 
the  consid'THtion  of  Her  Majoflt^'*8  Government 
whether,  and  under  what  conditions,  it  would 
be  expedient  to  revert  to  ancient  custom  of  pay- 
ing Alembers  for  the  services  in  Parliament  "_ 
(Mr.  Ffnwiek,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  wozds 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 
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Mr.      G.      OURZON     (Lancashire, 
8outhport) :    Although  I  have  listened 
with  muoh  admiration  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  has 
just   sat  down,  I  cannot  say  that  his 
arguments  have  in  any  degree  removed 
my  objections  to  this  proposal.  The  hon. 
Member    for   the   Wansbeck    Division 
(Mr.  Fen  wick)  recommends  his  Motion 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  a  reversion  to  an 
ancient  custom.     No  doubt  there  is  a 
specious    air    of    Conservatism    about 
this,  but  I  hope  that  no  hon.  Member 
will  be  so  incautious  as  to  swallow  so 
transparent  a  bait.     I  noticed  that,  in 
his  speech,   the   hon.   Member  skated 
very  lightly  over  this  question  of  ancient 
custom,  while    the    hon.   and    learned 
Member  who  last  spoke  professed  con- 
tempt  for  ancient    custom    altogether. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  ancient  custom,  so 
far  from  being  a  precedent  for  this  pro- 
posal, is  in  direct  opposition  to  it.    That 
It  was  an  ancient  custom  for  Members 
to  be  paid  is  perfectly  true.     But   by 
whom?    Out  of  what  fund?    They  were 
not,  and  they  never  have  been,  paid  from 
the  Imperial   Exchequer.      They  were 
paid  by  their  constituents,  and  so  little 
enamoured     were     the     constituencies 
with    this  old  system  that   they   took 
refuge  behind   every  possible  plea  in 
order  to  escape  the  payment  of  their 
Members,  and  even  consented    to    the 
worst  of  all  horrors->total  disfranchise- 
ment— rather  than   put  their  hands  in 
their  pockets  to  pay  for  their  Member^  of 
Parliament.     I  have  instances  here  with 
which  I  need  not  trouble  the   House, 
though,  if  an  appeal  is  made  to  ancient 
custom,   the    further  we  go  back    the 
better,  I  suppose,  will  the  illustration  be. 
In  the  days  of  Edward  II.  a  Member  for 
Wiltshire,  who  appears  to  have  been  a 
very  simple-minded  kind  of  person,  re- 
<;eived  Is.  4d.  a  day,  until  it  came  to  his 
knowledge  that  he  was  by  law  entitled  to 
48.,    whereupon   he  brought  an  action 
against    the    Sheriff   for  the   balance. 
A    little    later    on    we   find  that    the 
Cambridge  townsmen  had  a  still  more 
innocent    individual    as     their  Hepre- 
4Bentative,  for  they  compounded  with  him 
for   Is.  a  day  for  his  services  in  Parlia- 
ment.    If  ancient  custom  is  appealed  to, 
Members  of  Parliament  may  have  grown 
more  wise,  but  I  do  not  suppose  that 
•constituencies  have  grown  more  foolish ; 
and  I  can   hardly  imagine  that  hon. 
JSklembers  opposite  would  like,  by  revert- 


ing to  ancient  custom,  to  revive  a  system 
that  often  led  to  distraint,  and  that 
might  lead,  if  distraint  was  not  suc- 
cessful, to  eviction.  In  fact,  ancient 
custom,  so  far  as  it  can  be  quoted  at 
all,  may  be  quoted  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who  proposes 
the  partial  resumption,  under  limited 
circumstances,  of  a  system  that  was 
once  universsd,  but  afterwards  fell  into 
desuetude.  But  it  certainly  cannot  be 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wans- 
beck, whose  proposal,  so  far  from  being 
a  return  to  antiquity,  is  a  Radiccd 
innovation  without  warrant  in  previous 
history.  Just  a  word  or  two  on  the 
question  of  expense.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Asquith),  I  was 
interested  to  observe,  alluded  to  the 
financial  question  as  not  a  serious 
one.  Let  us  see  whether  it  is  or  not. 
We  have  been  told  that  American 
Senators  and  Congressmen  aTe  paid  at 
the  rate  of  £1,000  a-year,  with  an 
extra  mileage  for  railway  expenses. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wansbeck  also 
said  that  in  France  Senators  and 
Deputies  are  paid  a  sum  equal  to 
about  £375.  I  believe  it  is  really 
£360.  Well,  I  do  not,  for  my  part, 
see  any  reason  why,  if  we  are  to  be 
paid  a  salary,  we  should  be  rated  at  a 
lower  figure  than  the  American  Congress- 
man ;  but  apparently  the  hon.  Member 
entertains  a  more  modest  estimate  of  his 
own  Parliamentary  worth,  or  at  least  of 
the  pecuniary  recognition  of  it  which 
the  country  is  likely  to  entertain,  and 
he  is  prepared  to  take  £375.  Well, 
there  are  670  Members  here  ;  and  I 
suppose  that  until  representation  in 
certain  quarters  of  the  House  is  re- 
duced to  more  just  proportions,  670 
will  remain  the  figure.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last,  working  out 
the  sum,  told  us  that  670  times  375 
gives  a  grand  total  of  £250,000.  Now, 
he  said  this  was  a  trifling  addition  to 
the  public  expenditure.  It  may  seem 
a  very  small  thin^  in  his  eyes,  but 
I  think  an  expenmture  of  £250,000 
a-year  would  be  thought  a  very  se- 
rious item  in  the  country;  that  it 
would  be  regarded  as  the  most 
serious  of  the  questions  raised  by  this 
proposal.  I  ask  the  House  to  note 
the  quarter  of  the  House  from 
which  this  Motion  proceeds.  It 
oomes     fimm     hon.    Members    whose 
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best  men  abstain  wholly,  I  will  not 
say  from  political  life,  but  certainly 
from  Parliamentary  life.  Do  not 
misunderstand  me.  I  do  not  say 
that  that  is  due  soley  to  the  fact  of 
payment  being  made  to  Members.  It 
is  due  to  a  variety  of  causes,  it  is  due 
to  the  system  of  official  corruption,  it  is 
due  to  the  place  hunting  system,  and  to 
many  other  circumstances,  but  inciden- 
tally, among  other  causes,  it  is  due  to  the 
payment  of  Members.  Whether  you 
may  be  disposed  to  regard  the  class  of 
professional  politicians  with  contempt  or 
not,  when  you  attach  payment  to  Mem- 
bership you  place  it  on  a  like  footing  with 
the  other  professions  and  you  make  it  an 
object  that  may  be  sought  by  the  poor 
and  deserving  and  by  working- class  re> 
presentatives,  but  that  will  equally  be 
the  object  of  the  idle,  the  necessitous, 
and  the  unscrupulous.  This  has  hap- 
pened in  other  countries,  and  it  must 
happen  here  in  £ngland.  Without  any 
hesitation  whatever  I  say  in  total  oppo- 
sition to  what  has  been  argued  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife,  that 
the  great  reason  why  in  this  country 
Membership  of  the  House  is  looked  upon 
with  such  respect  is  that  the  country 
knows  that  for  the  most  part  the  men  who 
come  into  this  House  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  gain  financially,  but  that  on  the 
other  hand,  in  many  cases,  their  entrance 
is  a  loss  to  themselves.  [**  No,  no."]  I 
speak  of  the  bulk  of  Members  who  have 
nothing  whatever  to  gain  and  very  often 
a  good  deal  to  lose ;  and  whatever  be 
the  attractions  of  social  prestige,'  the 
desire  for  personal  distinction  or  the 
promptings  of  public  ambition,  so  artisti- 
cally depicted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Fife,  however  important 
these  influences  may  be  in  drawing  men 
to  this  House,  certainly  the  majority  of 
them  do  not  come  here  as  a  means  of 
pecuniary  emolument,  but  as  a  matter  of 
public  duty  and  personal  sacrifice.  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  not  be  in  a 
hurry  to  throw  away  advantages  which 
it  has  already  in  its  possession,  and 
which,  like  many  others,  may  be  partly 
the  result  of  accident,  though  I  believe 
here,  as  in  many  other  cases,  that  a 
seeming  accident  may  be  found  on 
analysis  to  involve  the  survival  of  the 
fittest. 

*«iK  EDWAED  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) :  1  have  listened  most 
carefully    to    the   speech   of  the   b' 

Mr,  G.  Curwan 


Member  who  has  just  returned  his  seat, 
^  but  I  do  not  find  that  hehaa  naed  other 
,  than  the  old  argument  against  this  pro- 
!  posal.  First,  on  the  point  of  economy ; 
slender  as  his  argument  was,  I  think 
he  fell  into  a  slight  inconsistency.  The 
Motion,  he  said,  presented  a  saspicions 
appearance  coming  from  the  quarter  of 
the  House  it  did,  and  that  Members 
there  who  were  always  trying  to  reduoe 
the  salaries  of  other  people,  now  brought 
in  a  Motion  to  introduce  payment  of 
salaries  to  satisfy  their  own  voraciooB 
stomachs.  But,  before  he  finished,  he 
told  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wansbeck,  he  had  fixed  the  salaries  far 
too  low,  and  that  in  his  estimation  an 
objection  to  the  motion  was,  that  the 
salary  suggested  would  not  be  sufficient 
for  the  remuneration  of  the  great  ser* 
vices  he  considers — I  do  not  say  he 
included  himself — but  I  meau  services 
rendered  to  the  country  by  attendance 
in  this  House.  So  that  it  seems  to  me 
while  he  accused  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wansbeck  of  making  an  extravagant 
demand,  he  himself  objected  to  the 
Motion  on  the  ground  that  the  proposal 
was  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  exig^noies 
of  the  case.  The  economical  objection 
is  a  very  slender  argument.  It  was 
brought  forward  by  the  great  Party  of 
economy  on  the  other  side,  that  is,  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  who 
looks  after  the  pounds,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jenninffs) 
who  looks  after  the  pence.  Tn% 
answer  to  the  argument  used  by  that 
party  of  economy  is  that  this  £200,000 
would  probably  be  saved  by  the  increased 
attention  to  business  on  the  part  of  paid 
Members.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  good 
deal  of  attention  is  now  paid  to  the 
Estimates,  but  it  is  attention  paid  bj  a 
small  and  devoted  band  of  Membm, 
whose  persistency  is  in  inverse  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  attention  thej 
receive.  I  believe,  if  a  larger  number 
of  Members  of  the  House  took  con- 
tinuing iuterest  in  the  discussions  upon 
the  ^timates,  Ministers  would  feel 
there  was  a  great  body  of  public 
opinion  behind  Members,  and  that  with 
iar  less  expenditure  of  time,  and  greater 
economical  results  would  be  attained. 
Another  argument  has  been  used,  tkat 
the  payment  of  a  salary  would  lower  the 
character  and  position  of  a  Member  of 
lament,  but  this,  I  suppose,  is  not 
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meant  to  apply  to  the  present  House, 
but  to  future  Houses,  for  I  conclude  that 
^very  Member  of  the  present  House  is 
equal  to  the  test  of  standing  the  strain 
of  a  salary  of  £300.  Neither  do  I  think 
there  is  anything  degprading  in  the  fact 
of  receiving  a  salary.  If  it  is  not  a 
degrading  thing  in  itself,  then  is  there 
itny thing  in  the  conditions  of  the 
work  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
that  makes  it  undesirable  he  should 
receive  a  salary  ?  If  there  is  I 
have  never  beard  these  conditions 
properly  defined.  I  have  heard  some 
vague  talk  about  the  necessity  of  the 
House  being  filled  with  men  of 
leisure,  means,  and  independence,  and 
I  admit  that  is  to  a  certain 
extent  desirable,  but  I  do  not  admit 
what  I  think  the  argument  is  meant  to 
imply,  that  because  a  man  has  leisure 
and  because  a  man  has  means  therefore 
he  has  also  iudependeuce.  Indepen- 
dence is  not  a  montipoly  of  men  of 
wealth  and  leisure,  it  exists  among 
many  classes  other  than  those  who  have 
lands  and  property.  It  does  seem  to 
me  sometimes  in  our  excessive  anxiety 
to  make  sure  Members  are  men  of 
leisure,  we  not  only  get  the  men  wlio 
are  by  nature  and  habit  leisurely  out- 
side the  House  but  who  introduce  the 
nature  and  habit  of  leisure  into  bubiness 
inside  the  House.  The  class  of  Mem- 
bers I  think  we  want  are  men  who  by 
nature  and  habit  could  not  be  idle.  If 
you  have  such  a  man  then  he  must 
sacrifice  something  else  to  his  attendance 
here,  aud  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  un- 
reasonable that  some  compensation 
should  be  given  for  the  sacrifice  of  the 
time  he  would  devote  to  work  elsewhere. 
In  fact,  you  cannot  get  this  class  of  men 
admitted  as  freely  into  the  House  as  the 
men  of  leisure  aud  means  are  admitted 
until  you  introduce  some  compensation  of 
this  kind.  I  ask  hon.  Members  who 
oppose  this  Motion  to  observe  that  this 
salary  is  not  proposed  by  way  of 
adequate  remuneration,  it  is  rather 
by  way  of  indemnity  for  the  trouble 
and  expense  to  which  a  Member  of  the 
House  is  put  by  having  to  live  in 
London  and  attend  to  his  Parliamentary 
duties.  It  is  quite  true  we  shall  have 
one  difficulty  if  Members  of  the  House 
are  paid ;  accusations  will  be  more  fre- 
quently brought  against  candidates  and 
Members  of  seeking  to  gain  and  hold 
the  position  from   interested  motives ; 


and,  I  suppose,  as  long  as  politics 
exist,  there  will  be  natures  which  will 
delight  CO  impute  low  and  disiionourable 
motives  to  their  fellows.  But  I  am  con- 
vinced that  hon.  Members  who  mean  to 
oppose  this  Motion,  conscious  of  their 
own  integiity,  will  put  an  argument  of 
that  kind  entirely  on  one  side.  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  very  soon  learn  to  be 
above  noticing  imputations  of  motives, 
though  they  sufiPer  from  them,  and  we 
may  abandon  this  objection ;  for  it 
simply  means  that  every  Member  of 
Parliament  would  feel  it  more  incum- 
bent upon  him  than  he  does  now  to  be 
above  suspicion  altogether.  In  refer- 
ence to  professional  politicians,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Southport  (Mr. 
Ourzon)  only  looked  at  one  side  of  the 
question  as  it  presented  itself  to  him — he 
considered  who  the  men  would  be  whom 
this  change  would  admit  into  the  House. 
But  there  is  another  question  to  be 
asked.  Who  are  the  men  who,  by  your 
present  condition  of  things,  you  are 
keeping  out  of  the  House  ?  There  is  a 
class  of  men  who  monopolize — I  hope 
and  I  think  not,  in  fact  but  in  name  only 
— the  title  of  labour  representatives,  of 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Southport 
spoke  with  ail  respect.  Why  have  we 
not  more  of  these  *i  The  hon.  Member 
for  Southport  brought  forward  a  very 
curious  reason  why  we  have  not  more  in 
the  House,  and  that  was  the  fact  that 
one  Member  who  was  returned  as  a 
labour  representative,  and  upon  whom 
he  passed  some  reflections  that  were  un- 
called for,  had  ceased  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  House,  not  being  elected  a  second 
time.  Now,  I  ask,  may  not  the  very 
fact  that  this  Gentleman,  who  obtained 
admission  to  the  House  once  was  un- 
able to  obtain  it  a  second  time,  may 
this  not  be  a  very  fair  argument  why 
some  change  in  the  conditions  should 
be  introduced  that  would  make  access  to 
the  House  more  easy  than  it  is  now  for 
men  of  his  class  ?  There  is— I  will  not 
say  another  class — but  other  members  of 
the  same  class,  of  whom  we  hear  a  great 
deal  out  of  doors,  but  never  meet  a 
representative  in  this  House — I  mean 
the  Conservative  working  men.  Why 
should  not  the  door  of  the  House  be 
thrown  open  to  them  ?  If  it  is  open  at 
the  present  time,  then  what  is  the  ob- 
stacle that  prevents  tkiem  from  appearing 
here  ?  I,  for  one,  am  perfectly  willing 
to   do  my   best  to  have  the  obstade 
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ber  that  whioh  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berwick  calls  an  indemnity.    Consider- 
able skill  and  discretion  have  been  shown 
by  hon.  Members  who  have  conducted 
the  debate  from  the  other  side  in  avoid- 
ing a  difficult  position  that  would  arise. 
<)f  course  there  is  a  certain  plausibility 
in  saying  that  to  enable  a  poor  man  to 
go    to   Parliament    in  discharge  of  a 
public  duty  you  must  give  him  such  in- 
demnity as  will  dispense  him  from  the 
necessity  of  earning  his  livelihood  by 
labour ;  but  is  that  payment  to  be  com- 
pulsory to  those  who  do  not  want  any 
such  indemnity?      I  gather   that  the 
system  is  to  be  compulsory — that  those 
who  do  not  want  it  are  to  be  forced  to 
accept  it,  for  the  obvious  reason  that 
else  you  would  establish   an  invidious 
distinction    between  paid  and   unpaid 
Members.    But  with  what  semblance  of 
Justice  can  you  compel  570  Members  of 
the  House  to  receive  a  remuneration 
^hey  do  not  want,  in  order  to  spare  the 
ieeliugs  of  the  other  hundred  It^mbers, 
who  otherwise  would  dislike  to  take  the 
remuneration  they  do  want.     I  believe 
I  am  putting  the  figure  rather  high.     I 
believe  that  if  men  had  the  option  of 
being  paid  a  remuneration  under  any 
possible  set  of  circumstances  likely  to 
arise  at  any  time,  not  nearly  so  many 
would  come  forward  and  claim  the  salary 
For  various  reasons  the  great  majority 
of  the  House  would  decline,  and  so  you 
would  have  this  great  principle  intro- 
4uced  in  order  to  gratify  the  choice  of 
some  few  constituencies  who  sent  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament  who  did  not  want  the 
salary.     Then  there  is  another  material 
difficulty  which  Moyerand  Seconder  have 
overlooked  somewhat,  and  that  is  the 
provision  of  the  money.     I  apprehend  ic 
is  proposed  to  throw  the  charge  on  the 
'Consolidated  Fund,   and,  perhaps,  hon. 
Members  may  consider  this   a  trifling 
expenditure — this  quarter  of  a  million 
i»  carry  out  a  Radical  reform.      This 
charge  is  to  be  thrown  on  the  whole  of 
the  country,  in  order  that    some    few 
Members  may  discbarge  the  duties  of 
their  position  with  convenience  to  them- 
selves.     I    do    not  think   that  this  is 
altogether  fair  to  the  general  body  of 
taxpayers.     I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  the  various  public  and  general  con- 
siderations that  arise  iu  connection  with 
the  proposal ;   but  let  me  just  mention 
that    the    general    rule    and  prinoiple 
followed    ID    tbia  oountry   has  been 


hitherto  that  the  greater  part  of  our 
public  work — I  may  say  certainly  a  most 
important  part — has  been  unpaid  work. 
Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  That  of  Minis- 
ters? 

♦Me.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  perfectly  well  aware  that  Ministers 
who  receive  a  salary  for  their  official 
work  were  for  a  long  time  excluded 
from  this  House,  and  it  was  only  the 
consideration  of  the  absolute  necessity 
of  having  them  here  that  led  to  their 
being  permitted  to  have  seats  in 
the  House.  But  I  was  saying  a 
large  amount  of  public  work  and  most 
valuable  work  in  the  country  is  unpaid^ 
and  all  the  better  done  for  being  an- 

Said.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  a  line  of 
istinction  is  easily  drawn;  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  administrative  work 
can  be  discharged  by  unpaid  services 
as  effectively  as  can  work  such  as  that 
of  Select  Committees,  for  instance;  but 
there  is  a  vast  deal  of  public  work, 
useful  work,  performed  at  present  with- 
out payment,  for  which,  if  you  admit 
the  principle  of  payment  to  Members  of 
Parliament,  you  should,  to  apply  the 
prinoiple  consistently,  pay.  We  have 
just  created  a  large  number  of  County 
Councillors.  Borough  Councillors,  of 
course,  have  existed  for  a  long  time — 
there  are  magistrates,  sheriffs,  jurors, 
and  many  others  who  discharge  most 
important  functions  absolutely  without 
remuneration.  Can  anyone  say  it  is 
necessary  to  change  the  whole  system 
by  which  this  work  has  hitherto  been 
done  from  a  sense  of  public  duty,  and 
with,  perhaps,  a  feeling  of  pride  derived 
from  the  consciousness  of  doing  good 
public  service?  Can  anyone  say  the 
work  would  be  better  done  if  paid  for? 
How  far,  too,  should  the  principle  of 
payment  be  extended  ?  If  you  point  to 
the  example  of  foreign  countries,  where 
services  of  this  kind  without  payment 
are  absolutely  unknown,  I  reply  that  it 
is  pre-eminently  a  characteristio  that 
distinguishes  this  country  to  its  credit 
that  there  is  a  stronger  display  of  public 
spirit.  I  deny  that  the  poor  man  elected 
by  a  constituency  as  the  best  man  they 
can  find  for  their  representative  need  be 
prevented  by  his  poverty  from  sitting 
in  the  House.  I  do  not  want  to  enter 
into  particulars ;  but  instances  will  occur 
to  manv  hon.  Members  where  men  who 
certainly  might  be  described  as  poor 
have  in  different  ways  which  I  need  not 
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confidence  than  before  to  vote  for  this 

Sopoaal.  The  great  political  writer 
ill,  from  whom  I  learnt  and  was  glad 
to  learn  earlier  ideas  in  politics,  was 
strongly  against  this  proposal.  He  said 
it  would  lead  to  the  admission  of  a  great 
number  of  sycophants  and  flatterers  of 
the  mob.  Well,  for  some  time  I  thought 
so  too,  but  experience  has  shown  that 
there  is  no  force  in  it,  I  think  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  spoke  from  this  side 
of  the  House  that  we  have  now  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  elections  taking 
place  with  a  low  franchise,  and  I 
appeal  to  any  Member  of  this  House 
whether  in  all  these  instances  character 
has  not  bad  more  to  do  with  the  election 
than  a  mere  concurrent^e  in  the  opinions 
of  the  constituency  ?  The  more  free  we 
make  the  choice,  the  wider  we  make  it, 
the  more  likely  is  the  constituency  to 
choose  a  man  who  will  not  be  a  syco- 
phant or  a  flatterer,  and  in  whose 
independence  we  can  have  con- 
fidence. There  are,  no  doubt,  other 
reasons  which  make  me  vote  for  this  pro- 
posal. It  is  perfectly  clear  that  we 
are  going  to  have  in  this  House  in  the 
next  few  years  most  serious  discussions 
pointing  in  the  (Socialist  direction.  If 
we  want  to  meet  the  attacks,  some 
passionate  attacks  against  class  legisla- 
tion, depend  upon  it  it  is  our  interest  to 
leave  no  stone  unturned  to  make  the 
choice  of  the  electors  as  wide  as  possible, 
and  make  the  access  to  this  House  as 
open  as  possible  to  every  member  of  the 
oommuntty,  however  poor  he  may  be. 
On  these  grounds  I  snail  support  the 
proposaL 

«Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire) :  As  I 
understand  I  am  precluded  by  the  Bules 
of  the  House  from  moving  the  Amend- 
ment in  my  name,  I  should  like  to  offer 
some  general  observations  on  the  ques- 
tion  before  the  House.  At  the  outset,  I 
would  say  that  it  is  not  without  anxiety 
that  I  put  myself  in  opposition  to  Mem- 
bers for  whom  I  have  so  much  respect. 
No  Members  have  won  a  more  honour- 
able place  than  the  "labour  Members," 
and  it  is,  therefore,  with  some  hesitation 
that  I  speak  against  Ibe  proposal  before 
the  House.  But  I  think  this  is  a  ques- 
tion which  should  not  be  decided  merely 
on  abstract  considerations.    This  debate 
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what  it    is   in  England,  and   on    that 
ground    alone     there     is    reason     for 
paying  the  representatives  more  than 
we  would  have  to  pay  here.  There  is  one 
matter  in  regard  to  the  American  Con- 
gress which  should  commend  itself   to 
public  opinion  in  this  country,  and  that 
is  that  the  American  House  of  Hepre- 
sentatives  is  less  than  half  as  numerous 
as  the    present    House    of    Commons. 
With  the  present  unwieldy   House  of 
Commons  no  doubt  the  cost  of  paying 
Members  will   be    very    great,    but    1 
fihould  hope  that  the    passing  such  a 
Motion  as  this  would  act  as  a  lever  to 
induce  the  House  to  reduce  the  number 
of  representatives  and   so    establish  a 
more  effective  Chamber.     We,  on  this 
side,  when  we  propose  the  large  addi- 
tional expenditure  which  would  be  in- 
volved in  the  payment  of  Members  are 
taunted  with    our    opposition     to    in- 
creased expenditure  on  the  naval  de- 
fences of  the  country ;  but  in  reply  to 
that  taunt  I  would  point  out  that  the 
Admiralty  themselves  are  doubtful  as  to 
the  expediency  of  this  increase,   as  is 
shown  in  the  contradictory  statements 
of  the  First  Lord  from   time  to  time. 
This  proposed  salary  of  £365  a-year  is 
not  meant  to  attract  men  within  these 
walls,  but  if  such  a  salary  were  paid  to 
Members  of  Parliament,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of   enabling  poorer  men  to 
come  within  the  walls  of  this  House  if 
they  wish  to  do   so   and   constituencies 
wish    to  send    them.     So  long  as  the 
working  classes  have  not  a  free  selection 
of  candidates,  there  cannot  be  a  real 
representation  of  the  people.     Under  a 
system  of  payment  I  believe  that  we 
shall  have  a  better  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  we  shall  get  more  men  who 
come  here  to  work.     I  think   that    as 
constituencies  have  shown  in   the  past 
that  whenever  good  men  come  forward 
they  have    a    good  chance  to  get    in, 
so     they    may    be     trusted    to    select 
good  representatives  under  a  system  of 
payment.      I    do    not    think  they  are 
likely    to    accept    any    charlatan    who 
comes  before  them  without  asking  his 
former  character.     Of  course  there  must 
always  be  some  risk  in  dealing  with  new 
recruits,  and  with  an  unwieldy  Chamber 
such   as  this,  and  my  eyes  are  by  no 
means  shut  to  such  a  disadvantage ;  but 
I  think  it  has  been  pointed  out  with 
sufficient    clearness  that   this    country 
having  embarked  on  a  system    of  de-  I 
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mocracy,  we  should  endeavour  to  make 
it  effectual,  and  I  trust  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  join  in  making  it  so,  instead 
of  endeavouring  to  shirk  the  inevitable. 

GENERi^L  G0LD8W0RTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  I  desire  to  say  that  my  con- 
stituents do  not  wish  Members  to  be 
paid.  I  believe  that  if  any  constituency 
wishes  to  be  represented  by  any  person 
who  is  unable  to  pay  his  own  expenses 
they  can  easily  make  a  collection  and  pay 
them  for  him.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  would  lead  the  House  to  sup- 
pose that  a  great  number  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  two  Services  in  the  House 
are  on  full  pay.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
out  of  all  the  Service  Members  in  the 
House  there  are  only  some  two  or  three 
who  are  on  full  pay  and  eligible  for 
employment.  The  others  are  on  the 
retired  list,  and  some,  like  myself, 
receive  remuneration  from  the  State  for 
past  services,  and  not  on  account  of  con- 
nection with  the  House.  I  shall  on  all 
occasions  vote  against  the  payment  of 
salaries  to  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  J.  MOELEY  (Newcastle) :   I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
into  any  discussion  with  respect  to  naval 
and  military  pensions,  and  I  have  never 
felt  that  the  practice   prevailing   over 
Europe,  excepting  in  Italy  and  in  the 
United  States,  is  a  strong  argument  in 
this  matter.     I    believe   that  oar  own 
position  is  so  peculiar  historically,  eco- 
nomically, and  geographically,and  differs 
so  much  from  that  of  the  United  States 
or   a    country  like   France  which  has 
broken  with  its  past,  or  a  country  like 
Germany,  that  we  cannot  found  any 
strong  argument  on  their  action  in  this 
matter.    But  I  am  convinced  that  the 
subject  is  one  in  which  the  mass  of  our 
constituents,  Conservative  and  Liberalf 
are   taking    an    increasing  and   ever- 
deepening  interest.     It    is    absurd  to 
pretend  that  by  the  mere  extension  of 
the  franchise  we  are  anxious  to  have  in 
this  House  complete  representation  of 
all  classes  and  sections  of  our  society,  if 
at  the  same  time  you  narrow  the  latitude 
of  choice  by  making  it  practically  im- 
possible for  more  than  an  extremely 
limited  number  of  the  working  classes 
to  find  their  way  into  the  House.    The 
Home   Secretary,    in    language    which 
surprised* me    very  much,  said — "Oh, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  at  all  in  the 
case  of  a  workman  who  could  not  provide 
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or  himself  while  in  this  House  in  pro- 
yiding  means  to  secure  his  seat  and  to 
maintain  him  while  ocoupyiDg  that  seat." 
If  that  has  been  the  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Oendeman  it  is  very  different 
from  my  own  personal  observation. 
I  believe  there  has  been  the 
Kreatest  difficulty  experienced  in  raising 
funds  to  pay  the  election  expenses  of 
what  are  called  the  labour  representa- 
tives, and  more  difficulty  still  in  ob- 
taining funds  to  maintain  them  whilst 
in  this  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  refer 
to  personal  cases,  but  it  is  well  known 
to  all  Members  of  this  House  that  there 
are  two  labour  representatives  who,  a 
year  ago,  were  placed  in  circumstances 
to  which  great  oojection  might  fairly  be 
taken  by  them  or  their  friends,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  reluctance  on  the  part 
of  their  constituents  to  continue  the 
fund  on  which  they  had  been  led  to 
rely.  This  is  a  matter  of  fact.  I  think 
the  Home  Secretary  is  mistaken  as  to 
the  fact.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  this  will  mean  an  increase  of 
taxation  to  the  extent  of  about  £800,000, 
and  he  says,  fairly  enough,  that  that 
would  not  in  itself  be  a  g^eat  recommen- 
dation of  this  proposal  to  the  con- 
stituencies. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  suppose  that,  while  we  advo- 
cate this  proposed,  we  are  not  prepared 
to  pursue  a  policy  which,  in  other  re- 
spects, will  recoup  the  Exchequer  for 
this  outlay.  But  that  is  an  expenditure 
which  has  been  attacked,  not  very  syste- 
matically as  yet,  but  which  is  certain 
to  be  energetically  attacked  more  and 
more,  and  which  will  be  perfectly 
adequate  to  meet  the  demands  proposed 
to  be  laid  on  the  Exchequer.  Then  it 
is  said  that  five-sixths  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  will  refuse  to  receive  the 
salaries.  Well,  I  haye  never  heard  of 
the  richest  Peer  in  the  Realm  ever  re- 
fusing to  take  his  £5,000  a-year,  or  of 
any  other  Minister  refusing  to  take  his 
scdary  to  the  last  farthing,  and  I  think 
they  are  quite  right.  The  sums  paid  to 
them  by  Parliament  are  in  the  nature  of 
an  indemnity  for  the  sacrifice  of  time 
and  professional  advancement  which  a 
seat  in  Parliament  details.  On  that 
ground  I  cannot  give  my  assent  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire. It  would  be  most  invidious,  and 
defeat  the  very  object  we  have  in  view, 
to  cast  the  charge  upon  the  localities. 
Por  my  part,  I  am  going  with  greater 


confidence  than  before  to  vote  for  this 

groposal.  The  great  political  writer 
[ill,  from  whom  I  learnt  and  was  glad 
to  learn  earlier  ideas  in  politics,  was 
strongly  against  this  proposal.  He  said 
it  would  lead  to  the  admission  of  a  g^eat 
number  of  sycophants  and  flatterers  of 
the  mob.  Well,  for  some  time  I  thought 
so  too,  but  experience  has  shown  that 
there  is  no  force  in  it.  I  think  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  spoke  from  this  side 
of  the  House  that  we  have  now  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  elections  taking 
place  with  a  low  franchise,  and  1 
appeal  to  any  Member  of  this  House 
whether  in  all  these  instances  character 
has  not  had  more  to  do  with  the  election 
than  a  mere  concurrence  in  the  opinions 
of  the  constituency  ?  The  more  free  we 
make  the  choice,  the  wider  we  make  it, 
the  more  likely  is  the  constituency  to 
choose  a  man  who  will  not  be  a  syco- 
phant or  a  flatterer,  and  in  whose 
independence  we  can  have  con- 
fidence. There  are,  no  doubt,  other 
reasons  which  make  me  vote  for  this  pro- 
posed. It  is  perfectly  clear  that  we 
are  going  to  have  in  this  House  in  the 
next  few  years  most  serious  discussions 
pointing  in  the  Socialist  direction.  If 
we  want  to  meet  the  attacks,  some 
passionate  attacks  against  class  legisla- 
tion, depend  upon  it  it  is  our  interest  to 
leave  no  stone  unturned  to  make  the 
choice  of  the  electors  as  wide  as  possible, 
and  make  the  access  to  this  House  as 
open  as  possible  to  every  member  of  the 
community,  however  poor  he  may  be. 
On  these  grounds  I  shall  support  the 
proposaL 

♦Mb.  8.  SMITH  (FUntshire) :  As  I 
understand  I  am  precluded  by  the  Eules 
of  the  House  from  moving  the  Amend- 
ment in  my  name,  I  should  like  to  offer 
some  general  observations  on  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  At  the  outset,  I 
would  say  that  it  is  not  without  anxiety 
that  I  put  myself  in  opposition  to  Mem- 
bers for  whom  I  have  so  much  respect. 
No  Members  have  won  a  more  honour- 
able place  than  the  ''labour  Members," 
and  it  is,  therefore,  with  some  hesitation 
that  I  speak  against  the  proposal  before 
the  House.  But  I  think  this  is  a  ques- 
tion which  should  not  be  decided  merely 
on  abstract  considerations.    This  debate 
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has,  to  Bome  extent,  been  conducted  upon 
abstract  and  logical  conaideratione.  But 
irhat  weigbe  with  me,  and  what  I  think 
will  weigh  with  the  House  in  the  long 
ran,  is  the  larger  and  broader  point  of 
Tiew — namely,  what  ie  beet  for  the 
welfare  of  the  country.  The  present 
proposal  is  one  which  would  have  very 
far-reacbing  effects.  England,  above 
all  countries,  has  been  distinguished 
for  many  years  for  the  public 
spirit  of  its  citizens.  There  is  no  other 
country  in  the  world  where  there  in  any- 
thing like  the  amount  of  gratuitoue, 
unpaid  labour  that  there  is  here. 
Not  only  have  we  unpaid  work  in 
Parliament,  but  in  the  innumerable 
Boards  scattered  all  over  the  country  ; 
our  voluntary  system  baa  become  a  habit 
and  tradition  of  the  country ;  and  I  think 
this  public  epirit  is  the  very  salt  of  our 
social  and  political  life.  It  keeps  the 
administration  of  our  affairs  free  from 
corruption;  it  maintains  a.  high  level 
and  standard  of  duty  such  as  I  think 
you  will  find  in  no  other  country 
in  the  world.  I  do  not  think  you  can 
change  the  constitution  of  Parliament 
without  affecting  our  public  life  at  its 
very  roots.  To  introduce  the  system  of 
paid  Members  of  Parliament  will  be 
to  supplant  the  voluntary  with  the  pro- 
fessional politician.  And  I  cannot  but 
remember  what  I  have  seen  in  other 
countries— the  United  States  in  parti- 
cular— and  I  believe  the  introduction  of 
paid  Members  would  sooner  or  later 
lower  the  character  of  this  House.  You 
may  depend  upon  it,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
if  we  have  payment  of  Members  of 
Parliament  we  shall  soon  have  pay- 
ment of  Members  in  Town  Councils 
and  County  Councils,  School  Boards  and 
Boards  of  Guardians,  the  Magistracy, 
and  all  those  public  bodies  with  which 
the  country  is  covered.  This 
to  speak,  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge. 
We  are  discusaing  now,  not  merely  5ie 
payment  of  a  few  hundreds  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  but  we  are  discussing 
the  ultimate  payment  of  IO,0UO,  or 
20,000,  or  30,000  persons  holding 
public  offices  throughout  the  country 
and  doing  their  work  both  honestly  and 
Mr.  8.  Smith 
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gratuitously.     What   have    bet 
consequences  in  other  countries  ■ 
adoption    of  this    oource?     W» 
not  expect  this  coantiy  to  escape 
the  degradation  of  politics  whiol 
taken   place  in  France.      And 
know  what  exists  in  the  TTniled 
of  America.     It  is  urged  that  the 
tion  of  payment  of  Members  will 
a  large  number  of  working  i 
sentatives  into    Parliament, 
believe    it.      Where  the    e_ 
exist    we    do     not    find  that   w< 
men    are   elected.      So    far 
aware,     not     a    single    working 

at    Washington    at     " 
moment — at  least,  I  have 
any ;  nor  have  I  ever  heard  of 
France.  ["Oh!"]  It  may  be  thf 
are,  but  I  have  never  heard  of 
must  confess,  however,   that  I 
know  so  much  of  France  as  I  da 
United  States  of  America,  where 
some  time  as  a  young  man,  and 
never  heard  of  a  single  case.     1 
opinion  is  that  we  have  a  larger 
of  working  men  in  this  Legialati 
has  any  other  Legislature.     (  Mi 
BowLAKDs  :  No.]     Hy  hon.  Frii 
"  No,"  but  I   shall  be  glad  if 
prove  that  is  not  the  case. 
payment    of    Members    of 
would  tend   to   bring    in  ii 
number   of   working  men,  but  a 
number  of  place-hunters,  men  n 
must  call  self-seeking  domagogui 
abound  in   those  couotriea  where  pi 
ment  of  Members  exists.  Will  the  Hoi 
permit  me  to  give  an  account  of  my  ii 

fressions  formed  when,  as  a  young  mi 
visited  the  United  States.  At  thti 
time  the  state  of  politics  was  simply  i^ 
plorable,  and  I  ask  the  attention  of  thft 
House  to  what  I  wltnei^sed  both  befoi* 
after  the  Civil  War.  I  do  uot  believe  ani. 
that  in  any  country  or  iu  any  age  ooT' 
ruption  attained  to  such  enormow 
dimeneiona  as  it  then  did  in  New  York, 
New  Orleans,  Bftltimora,  Philadelphii, 
and,  indeed,  in  most  of  the  large  cities  i>f 
America.  In  most  of  the  State  Legisla- 
tures and  the  National  Legislature,  th* 
state  of  politics  and  of  public  life  trwt 
also  very  bad.  In  Ne<v  York,  muntcj- 
pal  affairs  were  entirely  under  the  contnL 
of  what  was  called  the  Tammany  rinfi 
A  parcel  of  Booundrflls,  a  set  of  thieveaj. 
got  entire  poeaeasion  of  the  muutcipu: 

government,  and  in  the  course  of  a ' 

few  years  these *"'*  '~'  '' 
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Oity  Treasury  the  sum  of  £4,000,000 
sterling.    These  men  were  idl  attracted 
to  politics  as  a  money-making  profes- 
sion. In  ten  years  the  public  debt  of  New 
York  was  raised  from   20,000,000    to 
100,000,000  dollars;  and  the  taxation, 
which  early  in  the  century  was  ^  per 
cent  on  the  value  of  property,  rose  to 
more  than  2^  per  cent  per  annum  on 
the  capital  value  of  the  property.    That 
is  to  say,  that  supposing  house  property 
on  the  average    yielded    5    per  cent, 
the  taxation  represented  50  per  cent,  of 
the  income.     I  believe,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  owners  of  mortgages  in  New 
York  did  pay  50  per  cent.  This  enormous 
amount  was  necessary  to  make  up  the 
defalcations  and  lacheB  of  those  scoun- 
drels  who  embezzled   the    finances  of 
the  City.     There  was  more  or  less  the 
same  state    of  things  in   every    large 
city    in    the    country,   and   it    existed 
to     a    great    extent    at    Waslungton 
itself.    I   have  often  been  asked  why 
the  citizens  did  not  make  an  effort  to 
overcome  this  state  of  things,  and  to 
get  affairs  into  their  own  hands.     Good 
citizens  did  make  very  strenuous  efforts, 
and  after  striving  laboriously  for  years 
and  years  with  scant  success,  they  did  at 
length  succeed  in  turning  out  the  Tam- 
many ring ;  but  I  believe  that  since  then 
many  of  the  abuses  have  again  sprung 
up.     When  I  was  in  New  xork,  there 
were  corrupt  Judges  in  the  pay  of  these 
men,  who  were  dismissed  years  after- 
wards, and   who  had    acquired    large 
fortunes  out  of  their  disgraceful  prac- 
tices.     Now,   Sir,   allusion    has    been 
made  to-night  to  the  admirable  work  of 
the  hon.   Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce's  **  American    Commonwealth.") 
I  have  had  great  pleasure  in  reading 
through  the  greater  part  of  that  work ; 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  the   standard 
book  on   America  for  many  years  to 
come.    I  would  like  hon.  Members  to 
listen  to  a    little     extract    which     I 
am  about    to    read.    Mind   you,   Mr. 
Speaker,  this  is  the  deliberate  conclu- 
sion come  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  after 
repeated  visits  to    the  United   States 
during  some  twenty  years,  and  with  the 
most  perfect  knowledge  of  the  American 
system  of  politics   which  I  venture  to 
think  has  been  acquired  by  any  English- 
man : — 

<'  Politics  has  now  become  a  gainful  profss- 
lion,  Hke  adyocacy.  stockbroking,  the  diy  goods 
trade,  or  thej  getting  np  of  companies.  People 

VOL.  OOOXXXIV.  [thied  smuos.] 


go  into  it  to  lire  bv  it,  primarily  for  the  sake 
of  the  flalaries  attached  to  the  places  they  count 
on  ^ettinp^.  Secondarily,  in  view  of  the  oppor- 
tunities it  affords  of  making  incidental  and 
sometimes  illegitimate  gains.  Every  person  in 
a  high  Administrative  Post,  whether  Federal, 
State,  or  Municipal,  and,  above  all,  every  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  has  opportunities  of  rendering 
services  to  wealthy  individuals  and  companies 
for  which  they  are  willing  to  pay  secretly  in 
money  or  in  money's  worth .  The  better 
officials  and  legislators— they  are  the  great 
majority,  except  in  large  cities— resist  the 
temptation.  The  worst  succumb  to  it,  and  the 
prospeot  of  these  iUioit  profits  renders  a 
political  career  distinctly  more  attractive  to  an 
unscrupulous  man." 

That  is  the  state  of  things  at  the  present 
moment  in  America.  Some  say  that  an 
improvement  has  taken  place.  I  be 
lieve  that  improvement  is  very  slow 
indeed.  Now,  what  I  assert  is,  tha 
like  causes  produce  like  effects,  and 
what  you  see  in  America  to-day  you 
would  probably  see  in  England  50  years 
hence  if  you  introduced  a  similar  system 
of  paid  representatives.  I  have  ob- 
served that  whatever  custom,  fashion 
or  abuse  finds  a  place  in  America 
sooner  or  later  becomes  acclimatized 
here,  and  after  a  certain  number  of  years 
affects  us  as  it  affected  the  people  there. 
Now,  as  we  are  aware  that  in  America 

the  system  of  paid  professional  politicians 
has  led  to  these  abominable  abuses,  I 
say  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  when 
full  opportunity  has  been  given  to  work 
out  the  system  in  this  country,  we  shall 
see  similar  effects  here.     Parliament  is 
now  free  from  corruption ;  but,  with  paid 
Members,  we  should,  20,  or  30,  or  50 
years  hence,  when  the  present  Leaders 
of   Party  had  been  taken  away,    see 
a  very  different  state  of   things.    In 
Washington's  time  the  American  Be- 
public    began    on   virgin  soil,  and   it 
had  statesmen  of  the  ^ghest  character 
at  the  head  of  affiEurs.    It  took  50  years 
of  the  professional  politician  system  to 
entirely  change  all  that.     I  say  that 
after  we  have  had  a  generation  of  paid 
Members,  under  the  same  conditions  as 
in  America,  there  is  too  much  reason  to 
believe  the  same  fruits  will  be  produced 
in  this  country.    Just  conceive  what  it 
will  be  to  put  into  the  bands  of  a  body 
of  professional  politicians,  largely  living 
by  politics,  the  control  of  £120,000,000 
of  k)oal  and  Imperial  taxation !    Oml- 
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aider  what  would  be  the  oonaequences 
of  entrusting  to  Committees  drawn 
from  this  class  Private  Bill  let^islation 
involving  enormoua  auma.  Take  as  an 
illustration  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal. 
There  was  an  enterprize  dealing  with 
£8,000,000  of  money;  it  was  promoted 
aa  determinedly  on  the  one  side  as  it 
was  opposed  on  the  other,  and  each 
aide  epent  some  £100,000  or  more  in 
Parliamentary  espenaes.  The  decisioe 
was  left  to  a  small  Committee  of  five 
Uembers ;  and  we  have  never  had 
a  suggestion  or  a  whisper  as  to  the 
honesty  or  uprightness  of  those  mem- 
bers. Bat  go  to  the  United  States,  and 
you  will  find  in  respect  of  such  under- 
takings that  each  side  provides  a  large 
amount  for  "  hlackmailing,"  and  if  it 
wishes  to  carry  a  Bill,  it  will  have  to 
dishurse  heavily  from  this  Secret  Service 
fund.  This  Secret  Service  fund  is  dis- 
bursed to  a  large  extent  among  mem- 
bers of  the  Committees.  It  te  a 
notorious  fact  that  it  is  almost  im- 
possible for  any  great  Corporation 
m  America  to  carry  through  its 
work  without  putting  aside  a  large 
amount  of  money  for  ''lobbying,"  and 
far  secret  and  unavowed  purposes.  There 
is  a  class  called  "  lobbyists  "  in  America, 
whose  profession  it  is  to  get  through 
Bills.  They  receive  large  sums  of  money 
of  which  they  give  no  public  account, 
for  it  is  perfectly  well  understood  that 
they  oould  not  be  publicly  vouched  for. 
I  see  from  the  accounts  of  one  railway 
quoted  in  this  book  (Mr.  Bryce's)  that 
it  had  put  aside  no  less  than  4,800,000 
dels,  for  this  Secret  Service  Fund,  or 
nearly  a  million  sterling,  in  the  last 
few  years.  Will  the  House  permit  me 
to  read  a  short  extract  from  my  hon. 
Friend'sbookonthis  system  of  lobbying|? 
It  is  well  that  we  should  know  something 
about  this  system,  which  may  some  day 
migrate  to  tiiis  country ;  and  from  what 
I  saw  during  the  time  I  resided  in 
America,  I  can  vouch  for  the  truth  of 
every  word  of  what  I  am  about  to 
read: — 

"  The  doors  of  Congress  are  boticgcd  hy  a 
whole  array  of  commercial  or  railroad  mou 
kud  their  agents,  to  whom,  since  they  haro 
come  to  form  a  lort  of  profeMiOQ,  the  name  of 
'Lobbyista  '  is  given.  Many  Congress  men  are 
perBonally  intOTeated,  and  '  lobby  '  for  tbeio- 
telves  among  their  colleagues  from  the  vantage 
gronndof  their  official  positions.  That  the 
capital  and  the  hotels  at  Washington  ate  a 
nset  of  such  intrigues  and  niBchiastiona  while 
Mr.  S.  Smith 


CoDgreu  i*  litting,  is  admitted  on  all  hand* ; 
but  how  many  of  Uie  members  are  tainted  no 
one  can  teU.'' 

How  long,  I  ask,  could  you  keep  eucb  a 
system  out  of  England  if  you  onee  ad- 
mitted the  professional  claae  of  politi- 
cians ?  I  hold  that  it  is  true  patriotism 
to  face  these  facts,  and  take  due  cogni- 
zance of  them,  rather  than  rush  into  a 
change  of  which  many  are  unable  to 
estimate  the  ultimate  consequences,  and 
not  improbably  the  majority  of  those 
who  now  promote  it  will,  in  the  end, 
deeply  regret  their  share  in  its  in- 
troduction. Under  our  present  poli- 
tical syetem,  although  there  is  far 
too  much  of  party  bittemese,  there 
are  few  countries  in  the  world  in  which 
politicians  are  so  free  ttom  the  charge 
of  corruption,  or  where  such  a  tbiag  as 
the  acceptance  of  a  bribe  by  a  Member 
of  the  Legislature,  ia  eo  absolutely  un- 
known. This  was  not  always  the  oaaej 
but  happily  it  has  now  become  so,  and  I 
say  that  this  immunity  from  polilaoal 
venality  is  to  us  a  priceless  possession. 
There  is,  however,  an  inoreaaing  ten> 
dency  to  widen  the  area  of  polities 
and  to  auck  into  their  vortex  one 
interest  after  another.  Among  other 
evidences  of  this  I  have  been  Sony 
to  observe  the  tendency  that  has  been 
exhibited  of  lata  to  identify  the  beada  of 
the  Civil  Service  Departments  with 
party  politics.  This  is  what,  more  than 
aught  else,  has  been  the  ruin  of  tbe 
American  system.  In  that  country, 
hen  ever  the  Qovemment  changes 
hands  upwards  of  100,000  offtoers  em- 
ployed in  the  Service  of  the  State  are 
turned  out  to  make  room  tor  the  ad- 
herents of  the  victorious  party.  I  beliara 
that  not  quite  so  extensive  a  olsaranee 
has  accompanied  the  latest  change  td 
Oovernment;  but  still,  the  ayttem 
as  it  now  exists  ie  a  deteatable  one 
and  utterly  deetruotive  of  anything 
like  good  or  boneet  gom&mmt. 
The  men  who  obtain  offlos  nndw  waA 
a  eystem  know  that  they  moat  fofttttw  i 
their  nests  in  a  short  time— about  tma  i 

at  moat — and  the  conaequenoe  i 
that  they  too  often  oontrive, 
or  another,  to  cany  on  tlie 
process    with   more 
some  of  them  gi 
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and  conung  out  rich  men.  If  the 
working  of  the  political  machinery  of 
this  ooantry  were  placed  in  the  hands 
of  professional  politicians  like  these,  do 
ynu  not  think  the  time  will  come  when 
they  will  use  the  power  with  which 
they  may  be  invested  in  the  same 
manner  as  is  the  case  in  America? 
The  temptation  would  be  found  irre- 
sistible. It  would  be  too  much  for  our 
poor  human  nature ;  for,  after  all,  we 
are  made  of  the  same  clay  as  the 
Americans.  Both  are  of  the  An^;lo- 
Saxon  race,  and  it  would  be  assuming  a 
great  deal  too  much  to  say  that  the 
evils  which  now  occur  in  America 
could  not  occur  here.  I  hold  that  if 
we  are  placed  in  the  same  position 
we  will  witness  similar  results.  The 
fact  is  that  the  American  ''machine," 
as  it  is  called,  is  worked  from  top  to 
bottom  by  a  class  of  men  who  try  to 
make  as  much  out  of  it  as  they  can.  My 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Bryce)  has  given  us  a  description  of 
this  ''  American  machine,"  the  working 
of  which  is  an  illustration  of  what  comes 
from  handing  over  the  political  power 
of  the  country  to  unscrupulous  poli- 
ticians who  intend  to  make  money  out  of 
it.  [Several  hon.  Members  :  "  Oh,  oh !  "] 
I  say  to  those  hon.  Members  who  cry 
**0h!"  that  anyone  who  knows  any- 
thing about  the  working  of  the  political 
machinery  of  America  will  testify  to  the 
fact  that,  to  a  large  extent,  the  political 
business  of  that  country  is  put  into  the 
hands  of  men  who  would  not  be  trusted 
in  this.  Here  is  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Aberdeen  says 
about  the  American  machine : — 

**  Observing  the  forms  of  consulting  the 
voters,  it  substantially  ignores  thorn,  and  forces 
on  them  persons  whom  they  do  not  know,  and 
would  dislike  if  they  knew  them.  It  substi- 
tutes for  the  party  voters  generally  a  small 
number  of  professionals  and  their  creatures,  ex- 
tracts pre-arranged,  nominations,  from  packed 
meetings,  and  calls  this  consulting  the  pleasure 
of  the  sovereign  people  ....  It  is  less  trouble 
to  put  up  with  impure  officials,  costly  city 
^▼emment,  a  jobbing  State  legislature,  an 
inferior  sort  of  Congpressman,  than  to  sacrifice 
one's  own  business  in  the  effort  to  set  things 
right.  Thus  the  machine  works  on  and  grinas 
out  places,  power,  and  the  opportunities  for 
illicit  gain  to  those  who  manage  it." 

These  '^  machines"  are  worked  by  a 
person  called  the  ''Boss,"  who  dis- 
charges the  function  of  pulling  the  wires. 
Now,  with  us  the  wire-puller  is,  as  a 


rule,  free  from  corrupt  motives —although 
a  strong  partizan  ;  but  in  most  of  the 
States  in  America,  the  man  who  con- 
trols the  party  machine,  who  pulls  the 
strings  and  gives  the  bias  to  the  side  to 
which  he  belongs,  is  this  so-called 
**  Boss,"  of  whom  Mr.  Bryce  says  : — 

"  It  must  not  be  supposed  that  the  members 
of  Rings,  or  the  great  Boss  himself,  are  wicked 
men.  They  are  the  offspring  of  a  system. 
Their  morality  is  that  of  their  surroundings. 
They  see  a  door  open  to  wealth  and  power  and 
they  walk  in.  The  obligations  of  patriotism 
or  duty  to  the  public  are  not  disregarded  by 
them,  for  these  obligations  have  nevar  been 
present  to  their  minds." 

I  need  not  read  more ;  but  I  would 
repeat,  that  if  you  make  politics 
a  gainful  profession  you  will  soon  find 
that  you  have  commenced  the  descent  of 
a  steep  gradient  and  will  be  unable  to 
stop  until  you  have  landed  yourselves 
in  the  quagmire  of  the  American  sys- 
tem, the  motto  of  which  is  '^  The  spoils 
belong  to  the  victors."  I  have  been 
quoting  from  the  ablest  book  on 
America  that  has  been  published  in  our 
time — a  book  which  is  regarded  as  a 
masterpiece  in  America.  Besides  this, 
I  wish  to  remind  the  House  that  I  have 
many  relatives  and  friends  in  America, 
and  that  in  what  I  am  saying  I  speak 

of  that  which  I  personally  know.  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  suppose  that 
I  am  attacking  the  great  American 
nation.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
esteem  and  honour  the  Americans,  and 
I  havb  said  nothing  which  most  of 
my  American  friends  would  not  say 
themselves  or  have  not  already  said  to 
me  times  out  of  number.  I  feel  assured 
that  if  you  had  some  of  them  in  this 
House  to  night  they  would  say  exactly 
what  I  have  said,  and  would  add  that 
they  groan  under  their  existing  political 
system  and  wish  to  Heaven  they  could 
alter  it ;  but  that  it  is  coiled  around 
them  in  such  a  way  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  unwind  the  coils.  We  in  this 
country  would  be  crushed  under  so 
demoralising  a  system ;  but  America 
has  such  enormous  resources  that  the 
people  do  not  feel  anything  like  the  pres- 
sure we  would  have  to  endure.  They 
have  nothing  like  the  mass  of  poverty 
nor  the  congested  popolationB  we  hayo 
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in  this  oountry,  and  we  cannot  afford  to 
moke  Buch  experimentfl  as  the  Americanly* 
araable  to  indulge  in.  In  npiteofthe  po~ 
liticalcorru|>tii)n  pmvalentin  their  midst, 
the  Americans  are  a  moat  energetic, 
active,  and  proaperous  people,  they  hwa 
resauroes  whicli  we  du  not  possess : 
Oiinnot  afford  to  play  the  pranks  or  ru: 
riiiks  tliey  have  no  hesitation  in  enci 
tering,  and  the  Americana  are,  conse- 
quently, able  to  flourish  under  a  state  of 
things  that  would  be  ruinous  to  an  < '  ^ 
crowded  country  like  outs.  There 
much  more  exuuee  for  the  system  ot 
paying  Members  in  America  than 
here  ;  they  have  not  the  leisured  claes 
we  have,  neither  have  they  the  eami 
amount  of  public  spirit  as  animates  thi 
class  from  which,  in  this  country,  uu 
legislators  are  derived.  You  do  not  sec 
tirst-rate  men  in  America  applying  them- 
selves to  politics  as  we  du  here,  and  I,  fot 
one,  doubt  very  much  whether  it  would 
be  jwssible  to  govern  Aiuerioa  without 
a  system  of  payment  running  &om  top 
to  bottom.  Here,  however,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  such  a  state  of  things. 
There  is  no  difB.oulty  in  any  English  < 
atituency  in  finding  men  ready  to 
come  candidates  for  Parliamentary 
honours,  to  serve  aiiy  office  they  might 
be  entrusted  with,  or  even  to  devote  their 
whole  lives  to  their  legislative  duties 
gratuitously.  Nevertheless,  I  can  fully 
sympathise  wilb  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Qentloman  the  Member  for  Wansbecli 
(Mr.  Fonwick) ;  and  if  I  could  see  some 
via  media  whereby  it  would  be  possible, 
in  a  limited  number  of  cases,  to  provide 
payment  for  a  certain  proportion  of  pi 
men  who  might  be  elected  aa  Members 
of  this  House,  I  should  be  willing  to 
accept  such  a  proposal.  But  I  do  not 
think  we  would  tind  50  Members  of 
this  House  who  really  desire  to  be 
paid;  and,  putting  aside  the  representa- 
tives of  the  working-class,  I  very  much 
doubt  wbether  there  are  more  than  ^0 
or  30  British  Members  who  have 
this  desire.  I  put  it  to  the  House, 
therefore,  ie  it  desirable  that  we 
should  thrust  on  the  enormous  majo- 
rity of  unwilling  Members  a  payment 
whieli  is  only  duiiiaiided  iu  the  interests 
of  a  very  small  number  f  As  I  fear  I 
have  already  occupied  too  much  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  I  will  new  con- 
clude. 1  would  ukundy  ixtd  that  the 
view  I  hiivu  put  forward  ia  that  I 
entertained  by  the  great  Trikuno  of  the  | 
M'.  S.  SmilA 


people  whose  ealo^nm  we  have  this 
evening  heard  prononnoed  ^m  both 
sides  of  the  House.  The  late  Mr.  John 
Bright  was  opposed  to  the  payment  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  not  abandon  the  ayatem  of 
gratuitous  and  voluntary  service,  but 
that  it  will  keep  up  the  standard  of 
English  public  life,  and  hand  down  to 
posterity  the  priceless  boon  of  an  inoor- 
ruptible  Parliament. 

Majob  BASOH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  think 
that  a  oonstituency  have  a  perfect  right 
if  they  consider  a  man  is  indiapeoaable 
to  them,  to  pay  him  for  bdng  here. 
But  my  own  constituenoy  does  not  take 
the  view  that  its  representative  should 
be  paid.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
VVansbeck  Division  (Mr.  Fenwiok ) 
seemed  to  think  that  there  ore  sailorB 
and  soldiers  in  the  House  who  have  an 
unlimited  draw  upon  the  public  purse. 
I  have  served  in  the  Army  myself,  but 
that  has  uotliing  to  do  with  my  preponoe 
in  the  House,  and  the  same  may  bo  aaid 
of  nine  out  of  ten  of  tbe  ndmirala  and 
officers  who  have  seats  in  it.  The  pay- 
ment of  members  in  Victoria  is  not 
likely  to  add  strength  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's argument,  and  as  for  the  United 
States,  I  believe  that  the  syatem  is  be- 
coming decidedly  unpopular.  If  we  are 
to  pay  Members  of  Parliament  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  also  pay  town 
councillors,  county  councillors,  and  even 
magistrates.  Members  will  be  in  an 
extremely  unfortunate  oondition  if  on 
going  back  to  their  constitnenti  they 
tell  them  that,  although  they  have  not 
been  able  to  induce  the  Ghanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  take  a  penny  off  tho 
Income  Tax,  or  have  not  snooeeded  in 
reducing  tlie  Estimates,  they  have 
secured  for  themselves  £365  or  £500  a 
year  a  piece.  It  seems  to  me  that  tho 
real  solution  of  the  question  is  not 
payment  of  Members  while  in  the 
House,  but  the  facilitating  of  the  en- 
trance of  Members  to  the  Honee  by 
reducing  as  far  as  possible  the  enormous 
initial  expenses,  and  providing  Btafe 
system  of  registration  of  electors. 

Notice  taken  that  40  Members  vera 
aot  present ;  House  was  oounted,  and 
-10  Members  not  being  present. 

House  sdjounied  at^'waaty-Sva 

minulM  before  Nine  e'elaak, 

tiUHondsyMXt. 
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COMMISSION. 

The  following  Bill  received  the  Royal 
Assent  :•— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2.) 

NEW  PEER. 

E.  Cromartie— Francis  Sutherland- 
Leveson-Gower  Baron  Macleod,  Baron 
Castlehaven,  Viscount  Tarbat,  and  Earl 
of  Cromartie,  haying  succeeded  to  these 
titles  on  the  death  of  his  mother  Anne, 
Duchess  of  Sutherland,  by  virtue  of  a 
special  limitation  contained  in  a  Patent 
bearing  date  the  2 1st  day  of  October,  in 
the  25th  year  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  was  (in  the  usual  manner) 
introduced. 

INDECKNT  ADYERTISEICBNTS  BILL.  {VO,  34). 

A  Bill  to  suppress  indeoent  advertisements^ 
Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chaworth  (E. 
Meath) ;  read  1'  ;  to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read 
2*  on  Monday  next. 

SMOKE  inriSAirCE  ABATXMEin'  (METBOPOLIB) 
BILL.      (iro.    13.) 

To  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  the  11th  instant* 
— (rA#  isord  StratKidin  and  Vamph4U.) 

TWEED  FISHERIES. 

Return  regarding  the  lower  waters 
and  upper  waters  of  the  Tweed  re- 
spectively ;  of  the  Tweed  Commissioners 
on  the  roll  in  1888.  qualified  as  such 
under  Section  X.  of  the  '*  Tweed 
Fisheries  Act.  1857,"  distinguishing 
those  qualified  in  respect  of  fishings  in 
the  main  river  of  Tweed  from  those 
qualified  in  respect  of  fishings  in  any  of 

VOL.  COOXXXIV.    [thibd  bsbixs.] 


its  tributaries,  and  naming  any  such 
tributary ;  also  stating  the  number  of 
votes  to  which  each  Commissioner  was 
entitled  under  Section  XXII.  of  the 
same  Act ;  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House.— (7%tf  Earl  of  Minto,) 

House  adjourned  at  half-past 

Four  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  Ut  April  1889. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


MERSEY  DOCKS  AND  HARBOUR 
BOARD  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read  and  dis- 
charged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  Seven  Members.  Four  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion ;  that  the  Committee  have  power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records;  that  Three 
be  tne  quorum.  — {Mr.  Oourtmy,) 

Mb.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk 
Burghs) :  Notwithstanding  the  different 
form  of  the  Motion  which  stands  on  the 
paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Sir  W.  Houldsworth), 
the  (Constitutional  objection  raised  the 
other  day  still  remains,  that  this  is  foist- 
ing into  a  small  Administrative  Bill  an 
instruction  of  a  wide-reaching  nature. 
The  proposal  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  was  simply  to  add  to  the  duties  of 
the  ordinary  Committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  Bill  an  inquiry  into  two 
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qoeitioiis  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manoheeter,  and  no  slur  was  intended  to 
be  oast  upon  the  Oommittee,  although 
the     hon.    Gentleman    the    Chairman 
of  Oommittees  used  the  expression  that 
a  limited    instruction  of   that    nature 
would  be  lame  and  impotent.    We  be- 
lieved that  we  had  met  the  views  of  our 
opponents.    We  belieyed  in  the  honesty 
of  their  statements,   and  therefore  we 
adopted  the  course  we  did.    A  Whip 
was    issued    on    behalf    of  the   oppo- 
nents and  signed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  and    others,  in   which 
they  asked  solely  for  investu^ation  and 
inquiry,  and  did  not  refer  to  legislation. 
I  hold  tiiat  Whip  in  my  hand,  and  it 
says  that  the  object  of  the  Instruction  is 
to  enable  the    Committee    to    inquire 
whether  some  modification  in  the  con- 
vening and  election   of  the   Board  is 
not  necessary   in   order  to  enable  the 
electors   freely  to  exercise   their  func- 
tions.    There  is  not  one  word  in  it  as 
to  legislation.    I  also  hold  in  my  hand 
the    statement    of  a    Municipal    Cor- 
poration represented  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke  (Mr.  W.  L.  Bright),  in 
which  there  is  reference  to  inquiry  only 
and  not  to  lea^slation.     We  still  think 
that  inquiry  should  precede  legislation, 
if  inquiry  is  to  be  instituted  now,  but  if 
inquiry  and   legislation  are   to  go  to- 
gether, then  we  are  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  better  they  should  be  done  in 
the  ordinary  way,  with   the  x)rdinary 
Parliamentary  si^eguards,  necessitated 
by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  due  notice 
«f  which  is  required  to  be  given  in  the 
month  of  November.  I  do  not,  however, 
oppose  the  Instruction  or  the  Motion  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  but 
I  think  it  is  only  right  on  the  part  of  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  that 
I  should  enter  this  protest  against  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


*SiB  W.  N.  H0ULD8  WORTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.):  I  am  quite  willing 
merely  formally  to  move  this  Instruction, 
especially  as  the  hon. Gentleman  opposite 
says  he  is  prepared  to  assent  to  it; 
But  I  am  very  much  tempted  to  reply 
to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  our  original 
intention  of  inquiring  into  the  matter 
only.  We  always  contemplated  Legis- 
lation, and  Legislation  by  means  of  the 
Bill  that  is  now  before  the  House.    No 
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doubt  we  were  willing  that  there  should 
be  a  full  inquiry  before  any  alteration 
was  made  in  the  Clauses  of  the  Bill,  and 
we  were  exceeding  anxious  that  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  views  we  hold 
should  have  every  facility  given  to  them 
by  the  Instruction  to  appear  before  the 
Committee.  Our  main  and  primary  ob- 
ject was  to  raise  the  whole  question 
before  the  Committee    which  is    to  sit 

Xn  the  Bill,  but  we  never  contemplated 
wing  the  matter  to  rest  there  if  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  a  leeis- 
lative  alteration  was  necessary.    In  that 
case  the  Committee  ought  undoubtedly  to 
have  power  to  make  an  alteration  with- 
out  the   matter   being    hung    up    for 
another  year.  If  the  Committee  approve 
of  the  alteration  we  suggest  it  would  be 
manifestly  absurd  to  allow  the  matter  to 
stand  over  until  a  fresh  Bill  could  be 
brought  in  simply  to  add  three  words  to 
the  present  BiU  and  to  alter  the  figure 
10  to  50.     Those  are  all  the  alterations 
that  are  required  if  our  views  are  sus- 
tained, and   I  venture   to    think  that 
my   hon.    Friend   is   taking   the  right 
course    in    accepting    this  Instruction 
as    a    matter     that     can    be     fairly 
fought  out    upstairs.       Our    only   de- 
sire   is    to    place     this    trust     upon 
such    a    basis    as    to    give    to    every 
elector  the  fullest  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising the  franchise  which  has  been  con- 
ferred   upon   him.      One    word  more. 
There  is  an  impression  that  this  is  a 
question  which  has  been  raised  by  the 
inhabitants  of  Manchester  from  a  feeling 
of  jealousy  towards  Liverpool.    There 
is  no  ground  for  that  impression,  and 
the    Chairman    of    Committees,    who 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was  some 
feeling    of   jealousy  between  the    two 
towns,  is  entirely  mistaken.     It  is  not 
the  case  of  Manchester  endeavouring  to 
get  hold  of  something  which  belongs  to 
Liverpool.     For  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
Liverpool  paper  called    the   Journal  of 
Comnurce,    which,    I   presume,     repre- 
sents the  views  of  commercial  men  in  that 
town,    and    which  expresses  a  strong 
opinion  that  in  regard  to  the  expansion 
of  the  present  resources  of  the  Trust, 
and  enlarging  its  present  sphere  of  use- 
fulness, there  is  very  great    room  for 
improvement.    This  journal  also   says 
that  "  many  people  who  have  watched 
the  prooeedings  of  the    Board,  are  of 
opinion  that  economy  is   not  as    well 
studied  as  it  ought  to  be.*'    It  will^ 
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tiieref  orOi  be  seen  that  this  is  not  in  any 
respect  a  question  of  fiyalrj  between  two 
gieat  and  important  towns,  but  a  public 
question  which  ought  to  eome  before  the 
National  Legislature.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Instruction  which  stands  in  my  name 
upon  the  paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Gommittee 
on  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Hajrboor  Board  BUI 
that  they  have  power  to  inquire  whether  or  not 
any  modifications  of  the  constitation  or  mode  of 
election  of  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  may  be  necessary  or  expedient,  and  to 
make  provision  for  the  same  accordingly ;  and 
that  all  Petitions  ufainst  the  said  BiU  already 
presented,  and  all  Petitions  wfiich  may  be  pre- 
sented not  later  than  seven  clear  days  braore 
the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  rcdating  to  matters 
raised  in  paragraph  16  of  the  joint  Petition  of 
the  Manchester  Corporation  and  others,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  sach  of 
the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  them- 
selves, their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be 
heard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  ag^dnst 
such  Petitioners."— (5ir  W,  H.  Mauldtworth.) 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
On  the  last  oocasion  when  this  question 
was  before  the  House,  the  great  interest 
that  is  taken  in  it  not  only  by  Manchester 
but  by  all  the  large  towns  in  Lancashire, 
was  shown  by  the  presence  in  the.  Lobby 
of  many  of  the  Mayors  and  town  clerks 
of  corporate  boroughs,  who  would  not 
haye  been  there  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
interest  felt  in  the  matter  by  those  whom 
they  represented.  I  wish  altogether  to 
repudiate  the  suggestion  which  was  then 
made  by  hon.  Members  who  represent 
Liverpool,  that  the  directors  and  share- 
holders of  the  Manchester  Sbip  Canal 
Company  wish  to  some  extent  to  steal  a 
march  upon  Liverpool  by  obtaining  an 
alteration  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill.  I  repudiate  it,  because  the  question 
of  voting  by  proxy  and  enlarging  the 
area  from  whidi  the  Mersey  Docks  and 
Harbour  Board  are  to  be  chosen  was 
one  which  attracted  considerable  atten- 
tion long  before  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  Scheme  had  any  chance  of  being 
carried  out.  The  great  object  in  view 
has  been  to  strengQken  and  increase  the 
representation  of  districts  other  than 
Liverpool.  At  the  present  moment  I 
believe  there  is  only  one  member  of  the 
Dock  Board  who  resides  at  any  distance 
from  Liverpool,  and  he  is  the  represen- 
tative of  tne  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce.    I  trust  that  the  House  will 


support  the  Instruction  which  has  bee« 
moved  by  my  hon.  Colleague. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Mersey  Docks  vad  Harbour 
Board  Bill  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  any  modifications  ef  the  oonsta- 
tution  or  mode  of  election  of  the  Mersey  Docks 
and  Harbour  Board  may  be  necessary  or  expe- 
dient, and  to  make  provision  for  the  sameac* 
cordin^ly ;  and  that  all  Petitions  against  the 
said  Bill  already  presented,  and  all  Petitions 
which  may  be  presented  not  later  than  seven 
dear  days  before  the  Sitting  of  the  Committee, 
relating  to  matters  raised  in  paragraph  16  of 
the  joint  Petition  of  the  Manchester  Corporation 
and  others,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and 
that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or 
Witnesses,  be  hoard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitioners. 

ROYAL   ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  House  went — and  being  re- 
turned— 

Mr.  Spbakek  reported  the  Koyal 
Assent  to — 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  Act, 
1889. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


RESULTS  FEES. 

Mb.  WILLLA.M  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
£.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whether  the 
rule  prohibiting  the  teaching  of  agri- 
culture in  mixed  schools  out  of  school 
hours  dates  from  29th  February,  1888  ; 
if  so,  is  not  Mr.  L.  Ryan,  Trooperstown 
National  School,  entitled  to  be  paid 
results  fees  for  the  ten  months  he  taught 
prior  to  that  date,  and  will  steps  be 
taken  to  pay  him  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABT  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man* 
Chester,  E.):  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  inform  me  that  so 
far  back  as  18th  August,  1887,  Mr. 
Ryan  acknowledged  in  writing  that  he 
had  received  a  copy  of  the  Board's  rules, 
which  copy  contained  a  specific  direction 
that  if  boys  and  girls  in  a  mixed  school 
are  taught  agriculture,  the  instruction 
must  be  given  wholly  within  the  ordi- 
nary school  hours;   and,  further,  the 
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teaohers  were  distinctly  informed  that 
all  pupils  examined  on  or  after  the 
Ist  March,  1888,  would  be  examined  in 
accordance  with  the  new  rule.  The 
school  of  Mr.  Eyan  'wan  examined  in 
May,  1888,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
express  directions  issued  to  him.  he  had 
failed  to  carry  them  out.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Commissioners  are  un- 
able to  pay  him  results  fees. 

IRELAND— DEFECTIVE  POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  a  great 
increase  had  taken  place  in  the  number  of 
letters  distributed  at  Bauravilla  (near 
$kibbereen) ;  whether  representations 
have  reached  him  that  the  present  pos- 
tal deliFcry  is  defective  and  causes 
much  inconvenience  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  a  sub-post  office  to  be  opened  at 
Bauravilla  P 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  RA.IKES,  University  of  Cam- 
bridge) :  The  correspondence  for  Bau- 
ravilla is  very  small  in  amount,  and  I 
am  afraid  that  there  has  been  no  in- 
crease since  the  question  of  the  Postal 
Service  was  last  examined.  Applica- 
tions have  been  made  to  me  for  an  im- 
provement of  the  service,  but  the  cost 
of  the  present  arrangements  already  ex- 
ceeds the  revenue,  and  I  regret  that  I 
am  unable  to  increase  the  existing  de- 
ficiency by  going  to  the  expense  of 
establishing  a  Post  Office  at  Bauravilla. 

MALICIOUS  DAMAQE. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  ridge  of  cabbages, 
measuring  100  yards,  belong^g  to 
Daniel  Shanahan,  residing  near  Tralee, 
was  maliciously  mowed  down  last  week ; 
whether  Daniel  Shanahan  had  refused 
to  vote  for  a  popular  candidate  at  an 
election  for  a  Poor  Law  Guardianship  ; 
what  is  the  estimated  value  of  the  ridge 
of  cabbages ;  and  whether  any  arrests 
have  been  made. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary  authorities  report  that  it  is 
the  case  that  on  the  night  of  the  18th  or 
morning  of  the  19th  March,  a  ridge  of 
cabbage  plants  measuring  about  100 
yards  in  length,  the  property  of  a  re- 
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apectable  farmer  named  Daniel  Shana- 
han, was  maliciously  destroyed.  The 
plants  were  cut  to  the  roots  apparently 
with  a  scythe.  It  is  the  case  that  Mr. 
Shanahan  had  refuse  to  vote  for  a 
popular  candidate  for  the  office  of  Poor 
Law  Guardian.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  plants  is  £H.  No  person  has  been 
so  far  made  amenable ;  but  the  police 
are  still  engaged  in  making  inquiries. 

BOYCOTTING. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  charge  of  Baron 
Dowse,  published  in  the  Fremnan^f 
Journal  of  the  12  th  March — 

« I  am  also  informed  bv  the  proper  aathori- 
ties,  who  can  speak  with  conndenoe  on  these 
matters,  that  the  crime  of  boycotting  has  de- 
created  of  late ;  that  whereas  there  were  8om» 
years  affo  several  hundreds  of  persons  in  the 
county  boycotted,  the  number  is  very  consider- 
ably decreased,  and  in  the  month  of  January  of 
this  present  year  the  agrarian  outrages  in  Kerry 
only  amounted  to  five  in  number,  as  compared 
with  a  yery  considerable  number  in  former 
years.  Well,  now,  I  am  yery  glad  to  be  able 
to  say  that  there  is  a  deorease  in  the  number  of 
boycotting  offences.  The  number  of  persons 
boycotted  in  February  1888  was  131,  and  now 
the  number  is  only  33.*' 

Whether  he  was  aware  that  similar 
statements  regarding  the  decrease  of 
crime  have  been  made  by  the  Judges  in 
every  county  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  would 
be  possible  to  lay  the  charges  of  the 
Judges  at  the  Spring  Assizes  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  learned  Judge's 
address  at  the  late  Spring  Assizes  with  re- 
gard to  the  large  decrease  in  boycotting 
and  agrarian  crime  in  the  county  Kerry. 
It  is  likewise  the  case  that  in  other 
counties  in  Ireland,  where  the  Judges 
at  the  late  Assizes  have  commented  on 
crime,  they  have  also  been  able  to  oon- 
g^tulate  the  people  in  regard  to  its  de- 
crease among  them.  The  course  sug- 
gested in  the  last  paragraph  would,  if 
feasible,  doubtless  afford  some  interest- 
ing information  and  light  with  respect 
to  the  considerably  improved  state  of 
affairs  throughout  Ireland;  but,  inas- 
much as  there  is  no  official  record  of  the 
addresses  of  Judges  of  Assize,  it  has 
been  the  practice  not  to  lay  them  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House. 
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WESTERN  AUSTRALIA— SIH  F.  NAPIER 
BROOME. 

Us.  GHAHNINO  (Northampton- 
flbira,  E.)  a^ed  the  Uoder  Seoretar;  of 
State  for  the  Coloniee  whether  Her 
Uajeatj's  Oovemment  had  come  to  anj 
deoiiion  as  to  the  terminatioa  of  Sir  F. 
Napier  Broome'e  appointment  a> Gover- 
nor of  WeateTQ  Australia  at  the  close  of 
hie  six  vears  of  ofiSce  in  Jane  next  ? 

The  UNDEB  8E0HETAEY  of 
STATE  Foa  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
Henry  ue  Woaue,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) : 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  do  not  intend 
to  advise  the  Queen  to  extend  Sir  F. 
Napier  Broome's  term  of  employment  as 
Oovemor  of  Western  Australia  for  any 
definite  period,  but  he  may  have  to  re- 
main there  for  some  time  bejond  the 
2Dd  Jane  next,  if  his  suocesaor  cannot 
■arrire  by  that  date. 

CHIEP  JD8TICE  ONSLOW. 

Me.  CHANNING  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  for  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  irhat  decision 
bad  been  come  to  by  the  Executive 
Conncil  of  Westam  Australia  in  the 
case  of  the  Petition  against  Chief  iTuBtice 
-Onslow  referred  to  them  some  time  ago  ? 

Babor  H.  nx  WOBUS :  No  decision 
has  been  come  to  by  the  Governor  and 
Executive  Council ;  but  the  Governor 
has  reported  that  he  has  laid  the  papers 
on  the  case  before  the  Legislative 
-Council. 

Mb.  CHANNING :  Am  I  rightly  in- 
formed that  the  papers  have  been  sent 
to  the  Colonial  Office  for  deoisioa  ? 

Baboh  H.  db  WOBMS  :  Yes ;  that  is 


THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACT 
MB.ARTHnKWILLIAMS(01amor- 
can,  8.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
fox  the  Home  Department  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  decided  whether  the  in- 
-quiry  into  the  working  of  the  Welsh 
Banday  Closing  Act  would  be  made  by 
Beleot  Committee  or  by  a  Boyal  Oom- 
misstoD  i  and  when  the  inquiry  would 
be  entered  upon  F 

Thb  SEOBErTARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEFABTMENT  (Ua. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Oovemiaent  have  decided  that  the  in- 

2uiry  shall  be  by  meant  of  a  Boyal 
bmmiBBLoa.     The  inquiry  will    com- 


menoe  as  soon  as  the  necessary  arranga- 
mente  can  be  made. 

THE  NAVAL  FROQEAMME. 
Sib  HENRY  R08G0E  (Manchester, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  with  his  sane- 
tion,  as  intimated  in  the  Timt»  of  23rd 
March,  that  the  designs  of  the  nev 
battle  ships,  upon  whi^  it  is  propoead 
to    spend     many    millions    sterling    of 

fublic  money,  are  to  be  referred  to  the 
oatitution  of  Naval  Architects  at  its 
next  ordinary  meeting  for  consideration 
and  discussion,  and  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  doubts  entertained  respecting 
them  ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  pub- 
lished  statement  that  the  meeting  ia 
question,  which  will  probably  comprise, 
as  usual,  many  no  a -professional  visitors, 
is  "  a  competent  and  technical  body  " 
for  such  a  purpose ;  and  whether  he  will 
consent  to  substitute  for  the  proposed 
semi-public  meeting  a  carefully  consti- 
tuted Commission  or  Committee,  oom* 
posed  of  scientific,  naval,  and  other 
persons,  possessing  suitable  means  for 
oarrying  out  the  necessary  invesUgi^ 

*Thb  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (LordG.  Hamilton.  Middlesex, 
Ealing):  Ihavenointentionofreferring 
the  designs  of  the  new  battleships  to  tht 
Institution  of  Naval  Architecte  for 
approval  or  rejection,  as  the  question 
suggests,  but  with  my  permission  Mr. 
W.  H.  White,  the  Director  of  Naval 
Construction,  proposes  at  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  Institution  to  read  a  paper 
explanatory  of  these  designs,  and  ia 
reply  to  certain  allegations  made  con- 
cerning them  in  the  public  Press.  A 
Commission  on  the  design  of  war  ships 
has  more  than  once  been  appointed.  Id 
every  case  it  has  led  to  great  delay,  ex- 
pense, and  unsatisfactory  compro  mises,  for 
which  no  one  is  individually  responsible. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  repeat  the  experi- 
ment, especially  as  the  Naval  Lords  and 
the  Service  generally  have  thorough 
confidence  in  the  capacity  and  experience 
of  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction, 
Mr.  W.  H.  White,  as  a  designer  o^ 
warships. 

S£B  E.  J.  BEED  (Cardiff) :  May  I 
ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  has  any  objea- 
tion  to  my  seeing  the  designs  of  the 
ship  before  they  are  discussed  before 
the  Institution  of  Naval  Architects  ? 

*Loed  G.  HAMILTON :  Certainly. 
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Sir  E.  J.  REED:    Does  the  noble 
Lord  mean  yes  or  no  ? 

♦LoHD  G.  HAMILTON  :  No ;  certainly 
not. 

IRELAND^MOONLIOHTING. 
Mb.  MAOABTNET  asked  the  Chief 
Beoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland  whether  his  attention  liad  been 
called  to  the  following^  statement,  which 
appeared  in  the  Da^^  Sxpr$s9  on  2l8t 
Marsh: — 

*'The  townland  of  Boon,  near  Ennia,  whs 
on  Tuesday  night  the  scene  of  a  serious  moon- 
lighting raid.  The  houses  of  a  number  of 
farmers  in  the  district  to  whom  Poor  Law 
TOting  papm  had  been  distributed  the  previous 
da^  were  yisited  by  a  party  of  men  partly  dis- 
guised, carrying  sticks,  who  demanded  the 
Cpers;  the  houses  of  two  farmers  named 
<Inem^  were  first  yisited,  next  that  of 
John  Heffeman,  from  all  of  whom  the  papers 
were  taken.  Pat  LawIor*8  was  next  yisited, 
but  here  Lawlor  and  his  son  were  prepared  for 
the  moonlight  visitors,  who  promptly  oecamped. 
At  the  house  of  Michael  Lawlor  the  raiders 
last  with  a  stubborn  reeistanoe,  and  in  the 
mel^  Lawlor  got  a  deep  out  on  the  head.  The 
imiders  were  here  baffled  in  their  object.  In  all, 
the  papers  were  taken  from  six  houses.  A  very 
bitter  contest  is  being  conducted  in  the 
electoral  division  of  the  Poor  Law  Union  of 
Ennis;  the  candidates  are  Mr.  PaulSkehan, 
Secretary  to  the  Branch  of  the  National 
League  formerly  existing  at  Doora,  and  Blr. 
John  Lynch,  and  the  houses  which  were  raided 
belong  to  the  supporters  of  the  latter." 

Whether  any  arrests  had  since  been 
made ;  and  whether  he  would  take  steps 
to  prevent  any  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  election  at  Doora  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Oon- 
stabulary  authorities  report  that  the 
fJBUsts  are  substantially  as  stated  in  this 
question,  but  that,  so  far  as  the  police 
are  aware,  the  number  of  houses  visited 
was  five.  The  raid  was  made  at  about 
midnight  on  19th  March.  Two  of  the 
fiirmers  surrendered  their  voting  papers 
at  once  upon  their  being  demanded,  a 
'third  refused  to  do  so,  but  upon  three 
of  his  windows  being  completely 
smashed  from  outside,  his  wife,  to 
prevent  further  injury,  surrendered  the 
paper.  When  the  house  of  Lawlor  was 
broken  into  he  resisted,  receiving  a  cut 
on  the  head  by  being  struck  with  a 
stick,  the  wound,  however,  not  being 
serious.  He  forced  a  hatchet  from  one 
of  his  assailants  while  the  other  men 
were  engaged  in  breaking  his  windows. 
They  had,  however,  to  leave  without  his 
paper,  and  they  were  equally  unsuccessful 
at  nis  brother's  house.    The  object  of 


the  raid  was  to  prevent  these  farmer» 
from  voting  against  Mr.  Skehan,  the 
secretary  of  the  late  local  branch  of  the^ 
National  League,  printed  notices  having 
been  posted  on  the  doors  and  houses  of 
several  of  the  voters  calling  upon  them, 
to  support  the  League  candidate.  Na 
person  has  been  so  far  made  amenable. 
The  intimidation  has  proved  ineffectual, 
the  other  candidate,  Mr.  Lynch,  having 
been  elected,  I  understand,  by  a  majority 
of  30  votes. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.)  : 
Is  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  awar» 
that  moonlighting  was  unknown  in  Clare 
until  his  policy  was  introduced  P 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe  that 
Clare  has  distinguished  itself  in  every 
variety  of  agrarian  crime. 

PENSIONS— MODE  OF  PAYMENT. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
would  consider  the  advisabilty  of  adopt- 
ing some  plan  by  which  pensioners 
may  be  enaoled  to  draw  their  pensions 
weekly  or  monthly  through  the  ma- 
chinery supplied  by  the  Post  Office  ? 

«Mr.  RAIKES :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  specify  the  particular  pensions 
to  which  he  refers.  As  regards  weekly 
pensions,  I  may  say  that  some  short 
time  ago  the  Treasury  expressed  itseli 
averse  to  the  payment  of  pensions  weekly 
which  is  necessarily  a  very  expensive 
arrangement. 

IRELAND— FBNIT  PIER, 

Mr.  BIOOAR  (Cavan)  asked  tbe^ 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings  before  the  last  Kerry  Orand  Jury,. 
when  an  application  made  by  the  oess- 
payers  of  the  barony  of  Irraghtioonnar«. 
to  have  the  necessary  steps  taken  to  in- 
vestigate the  expenditure  of  £95,000 
obtained  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
pier  at  Fenit  was  refused  by  a  majority 
of  10  to  8 ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  by 
the  direction  of  the  previous  Grand  Jiunfr 
the  opinion  of  eminent  counsel  had  bem 
obtained  in  the  matter,  which  stated 
that  several  thousand  pounds  had  been 
misapplied  by  the  Harbour  Board  p 
whetner  that  opinion  was  laid  before  ths^ 
present  Ghrand  Jury  before  they  came  ta> 
their  decision ;  whether  some  of  th» 
members  of  the  Ghrand  Jury  who  voted 
aeainst  the  proposed  investigation  wen» 
auo  members  of  the  Harbour  Board 
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and,  if  so,  how  maDj ;  whether,  under 
the  oiroamstanoes,  he  will  direct  the 
Board  of  Works,  from  whom  the  loan 
was  obtained,  to  hold  a  jpnblio  inquiry 
into  the  manner  in  which  the  £95,000 
has  been  expended,  and  to  ascertain 
whether  the  pier  has  been  completed  ac- 
cording to  the  original  contract  and 
spedhcation :  whether  sheds  and  cranes 
as  provided  for  by  the  specification  have 
been  erected ;  and  whether  the  condition 
laid  down  by  instructions  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  at  the  time  when  the  rate- 
payers were  asked  to  sanction  the  loan, 
▼is.,  that  no  portion  of  the  loan  should 
be  allocated  to  the  canal  or  any  other 
purpose  than  the  erection  of  the  pier, 
nas  been  strictly  adhered  to  ? 
♦Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksov,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 
afraid  that  I  can  add  nothing  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  to  the  hon.  ICem- 
her  for  North  Meath  on  Friday  last ;  the 
matter  has  not  been  brought  officially 
before  the  Treasury  or  the  Oomnissioners 
of  Public  Works. 

TITHE  DI8TBAINTS. 

Mb.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS  (Oardi- 
ganshire)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  bad 
received  any  information  as  to  the  con- 
jhiet  of  the  police  at  Tredafydd  Farm,  in 
file  parish  of  Penbryn,  during  the  tithe 
distraints  there  on  1 9th  March;  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that  the  police  charged 
and  batoned  the  peasants,  who  had 
given  no  other  cause  of  offence  than 
lighting  a  bonfire ;  and  whether  three 
of  the  police  set  upon  and  beat,  amongst 
others,  an  old  man  who  had  made  no 
sort  of  disturbance  or  threatened  any 
resistance  ?  He  also  asked  who  was  the 
Superintendent  of  Police  who  supplied 
to  the  Chief  Oonstable  of  Cardiganshire 
the  information  that  the  peasants  of 
Penbxyn  were  determined  to  ill-use  the 
bailiffs  employed  to  levy  tithe  distraints 
on  19th  March  last ;  at  what  date  such 
information  was  g^ven ;  and  whether  it 
was  given  in  writing  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
b^  the  Chief  Constable  that  during  the 
distraints  for  tithe  at  Penbryn  on  the 
19th  ult.,  on  approaching  a  farm  called 
Tredafydd,  he  saw  a  large  volume  of 
smoke  issuing  from  the  yara,  and  before 
the  police  reached  the  place  a  volley  of 
stones  was  thrown  at  tbem  from  the 
direction  of  the  amoke.    On  entering 


the  premiaee  the  police  were  atta^k^d 
with  pitchforks,  several  of  which  wer» 
taken  from  the  crowd,  and  a  man  with 
a  knife  in  his  hand  was  also  sdsed  by 
the  police.  The  Chief  Constable  is  not 
aware  that  any  old  man  was  beaten  by 
the  police,  but  some  of  the  crowd  were 
injured  in  the  scuffle.  I  will,  if  the  hon. 
lumber  wishes  it,  give  lum  privately 
the  name  of  the  superintendent  who 
ffave  the  informatioa  referred  to.  The 
information  is  in  writing,  and  is  dated 
the  1 6th  of  Mareh,  1889. 

IRfiLAND^FATHBR  FARRELLT. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  IreUnd  if  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  report  that,  on  the  Rev. 
Father  Farrelly  going,  on  Wednesday 
evening,  to  the  police  barrack  in  Ark- 
low  to  surrender  himself  to  the  police, 
accompanied  by  his  parish  priest,  the. 
Rev.  James  Dunphy,  Constable  Sack- 
well  caught  Father  Farrelly  by  the 
throat,  in  the  presence  of  an  excited 
multitude ;  had  ne  received  any  Report 
of  the  reasons  given  by  the  police  for 
batoning  the  people  on  this  occasion, 
wounding  eight  men;  and,  what  steps 
did  he  intend  to  take  to  inquire  into  the 
occurrence  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  S.) : 
May  I  ask,  before  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  replies,  if  it  is  the  case  that  the  Rev. 
Father  Farrelly  went  to  the  barrack 
in  an  excited  state,  considerably  under 
the  influence  of  drink,  and  seizing  hold 
of  the  bell -rope,  commenced  to  ring  the 
bell  in  order  to  attract  the  people ;  and 
whether  any  further  force  was  used  than 
was  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the 
rev.  gentleman  from  ringing  the  bell  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  facts  aro 
as  follow :  Father  Farrelly  had.  it  ia 
true,  written  to  the  Constabulary  stating 
that  he  would  surrender  himself;  but 
he  at  one  time  appeared  unwilling  to  do 
so,  and  therefore  it  was  that  his  house 
was  broken  open  with  a  view  to  his 
arrest.  The  house  was  barricaded,  and 
the  police  were  within  their  leg^  right 
in  what  they  did.  It  is  not  true  that, 
upon  the  occasion  of  Father  Farrelly 
going  to  the  police  barracks  to  surren- 
der himself,  he  was  assaulted  by  the 
nolice 

Mb!  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Per- 
haps  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  is  now 
in  a  position  to  answer  some  questions 
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thra^f  ore,  be  seen  that  this  is  not  in  any 
reepeot  a  i^aeetion  of  vivalrj  between  two 
great  and  important  towns,  bat  a  public 
question  which  ought  to  come  before  the 
National  Legislature.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Instruction  which  stands  in  my  name 
upon  the  paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  it  be  an  Instmotion  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Merwy  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill 
that  they  have  power  to  inqoire  whether  or  not 
any  momficationB  of  the  constitation  or  mode  of 
election  of  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  may  be  neceesary  or  expedient,  and  to 
make  provision  for  the  same  aooordinffly ;  and 
that  all  Petitions  against  the  said  BiS  already 
presented,  and  all  retitions  which  may  be  pre- 
sented not  later  than  seven  clear  days  before 
the  sitting  of  the  Committee,  rating  to  matters 
raised  in  paragraph  16  of  the  joint  Petition  of 
the  Manchester  Corporation  and  otiiers,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee ;  and  that  such  of 
the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard  by  tliem- 
selves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be 
heard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they  think  fit,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
such  Petitioners."— (^ir  IF,  U,  HwUtkworth,) 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) : 
On  the  last  occasion  when  this  question 
was  before  the  House,  the  great  interest 
that  is  taken  in  it  not  only  by  Manchester 
but  by  all  the  large  towns  in  Lancashire, 
was  shown  by  the  presence  in  the.  Lobby 
of  many  of  the  Mayors  and  town  clerks 
of  corporate  boroughs,  who  would  not 
have  been  there  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
interest  felt  in  the  matter  by  those  whom 
they  represented.  I  wish  altogether  to 
repudiate  the  suggestion  which  was  then 
made  by  hon.  Members  who  represent 
Liverpool,  that  the  directors  and  share- 
holders of  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal 
Company  wish  to  some  extent  to  steal  a 
march  upon  Liverpool  by  obtaining  an 
alteration  of  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill.  I  repudiate  it,  because  the  question 
of  voting  by  proxy  and  enlarging  the 
area  from  whicn  the  Mersey  Docks  and 
Harbour  Board  are  to  be  chosen  was 
one  which  attracted  considerable  atten- 
tion long  before  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  Scheme  had  any  chance  of  being 
carried  out.  The  great  object  in  view 
has  been  to  strengthen  and  increase  the 
representation  of  districts  other  than 
Liverpool.  At  the  present  moment  I 
believe  there  is  only  one  member  of  the 
Dock  Board  who  resides  at  any  distance 
ixom  Liverpool,  and  he  is  the  represen- 
tative of  tne  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce.    I  trust  that  the  House  will 


support  the  Listruotion  which  has  beea 
moved  by  my  hon.  Colleague. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instmetion  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour 
Board  Bill  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
whether  or  not  any  modifioations  ef  the  consti- 
tution or  mode  of  election  of  the  Mersey  Docks 
and  Harhour  Board  may  be  necessary  or  expe- 
dient, and  to  make  provision  for  the  same  ao« 
cordin^ly ;  and  that  all  Petitions  against  Mi% 
said  Bill  already  presented,  and  all  Petitions 
which  may  be  presented  not  later  than  seven 
dear  days  before  the  Sitting  of  the  Committee, 
relating  to  matters  raised  in  paragraph  16  of 
the  joint  Petition  of  the  Manchester  Corporation 
and  others,  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  and 
that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or 
Witnesses,  be  hoard  on  their  Petitions,  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  against  such  Petitioners. 

ROYAL   ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  House  went — and  being  re- 
turned— 

Mr.  Spbakeb  reported  the  Koyal 
Assent  to — 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  Act, 
1889. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

RESULTS  FEES. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretuy  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
rule  prohibiting  the  teaching  of  agri- 
culture in  mixed  schools  out  of  school 
hours  dates  from  29th  February,  1888  ; 
if  so,  is  not  Mr.  L.  Byan,  Trooperstown 
National  School,  entitled  to  be  paid 
results  fees  for  the  ten  months  he  taught 
prior  to  that  date,  and  will  steps  be 
taken  to  pay  him  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABT  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man* 
Chester,  E.):  The  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  inform  me  that  so 
far  back  as  18th  August,  1887,  Mr. 
Hyan  acknowledged  in  writing  that  he 
had  received  a  copy  of  the  Board's  rules, 
which  copy  contained  a  specific  direction 
that  if  boys  and  girls  in  a  mixed  school 
are  taught  agriculture,  the  instruction 
must  be  given  wholly  within  the  ordi- 
nary sehool  hours;  and,  further,  the 

2X2 


i2fi7 


Boyeotting. 


{COMMONS} 


Boffeotimg. 


ISSS 


teaobers  were  distinctly  informed  that 
all  pupils  examined  on  or  after  the 
Ist  March,  1888,  would  be  examined  in 
accordance  with  the  new  rule.  The 
school  of  Mr.  Hyan  'waR  examined  in 
May,  1888,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
express  directions  issued  to  him.  he  had 
failed  to  carry  them  out.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Commissioners  are  un- 
able to  pay  him  results  fees. 

IRELAND— DEFECTIVE  POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  a  great 
increase  had  taken  place  in  the  number  of 
letters  distributed  at  Bauravilla  (near 
Skibbereen) ;  whether  representations 
have  readied  him  that  the  present  pos- 
tal delivery  is  defective  and  causes 
much  inconvenience  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  a  sub-post  office  to  be  opened  at 
Bauravilla  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  R^iKES,  University  of  Cam- 
bridge) :  The  correspondence  for  Bau- 
ravilla is  very  small  in  amount,  and  I 
am  afraid  that  there  has  been  no  in- 
crease since  the  question  of  the  Postal 
Service  was  last  examined.  Applica- 
tions have  been  made  to  me  for  an  im- 
provement of  the  service,  but  the  cost 
of  the  present  arrangements  already  ex- 
ceeds the  revenue,  and  I  regret  that  I 
am  unable  to  increase  the  existing  de- 
ficiency by  going  to  the  expense  of 
establishing  a  Post  Office  at  Bauravilla. 

MALICIOUS  DAJVIAGE. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  ridffe  of  cabbages, 
measuring  100  yards,  belonging  to 
Daniel  Shanahan,  residing  near  Tralee, 
was  maliciously  mowed  down  last  week; 
whether  Daniel  Shanahan  had  refused 
to  vote  for  a  popular  candidate  at  an 
election  for  a  Poor  Law  Guardianship  ; 
what  is  the  estimated  value  of  the  ridge 
of  cabbages ;  and  whether  any  arrests 
have  been  made. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  it  is 
the  case  that  on  the  night  of  the  18th  or 
morning  of  the  19th  March,  a  ridge  of 
cabbage  plants  measuring  about  100 
yards  in  length,  the  property  of  a  re- 
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specfcable  farmer  named  Daniel  Shana- 
han, was  maliciously  destroyed.  The 
plants  were  cut  to  the  roots  apparently 
with  a  scythe.  It  is  the  case  that  Mr. 
Shanahan  had  refuse  to  vote  for  a 
popular  candidate  for  the  office  of  Poor 
Law  Guardian.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  plants  is  £H.  No  person  has  been 
so  far  made  amenable ;  but  the  police 
are  still  engaged  in  making  inquiries. 

BOYCOTTINO. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.> 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  hie 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  charge  of  Baron 
Dowse,  published  in  the  J^ettmanU 
Journal  of  the  12th  March — 

*'  I  am  also  informed  by  the  proper  authori- 
ties, who  can  speak  with  confidence  on  these 
matters,  that  the  crime  of  boycotting  has  de- 
creased of  late ;  that  whereas  there  were  some 
years  ago  seyeral  hundreds  of  persons  in  the 
county  Doycotted,  the  number  is  Tory  ccmsider- 
ably  decreased,  and  in  the  month  of  January  of 
this  present  year  the  agrarian  outrages  in  Kerry 
onlv  amounted  to  five  in  number,  as  compared 
with  a  very  considerable  number  in  former 
years.  WeU,  now,  I  am  very  glad  to  be  able 
to  say  that  there  is  a  deorease  in  the  number  of 
boycotting^  offences.  The  number  of  persons 
boycotted  in  February  1888  was  131,  and  now 
the  number  is  only  33." 

Whether  he  was  aware  that  similar 
statements  regarding  the  decrease  of 
crime  have  been  made  by  the  Judges  in 
every  county  in  Ireland ;  and  if  it  would 
be  possible  to  lay  the  charges  of  the 
Judges  at  the  Spring  Assizes  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  learned  Judge's 
address  at  the  late  Spring  Assises  with  re- 
gard to  the  large  decrease  in  boycotting 
and  agrarian  crime  in  the  county  Kerry. 
It  is  likewise  the  case  that  in  other 
counties  in  Ireland,  where  the  Jud{^ 
at  the  late  Assizes  have  commented  on 
crime,  they  have  also  been  able  to  con- 
gratulate the  people  in  regard  to  its  de- 
crease among  them.  The  oourse  sug- 
gested in  the  last  paragraph  would,  if 
feasible,  doubtless  afford  some  interest- 
ing information  and  light  with  respect 
to  the  considerably  improved  state  of 
affairs  throughout  Ireland;  but,  inas- 
much as  there  is  no  official  record  of  the 
addresses  of  Judges  of  Assize,  it  has 
been  the  practice  not  to  lay  them  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House. 
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_  „  ,.»«^  mence  as  aoon  as  the  necessary  arrange- 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA-SIR  P.  NAPIER  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^              "^^            •^ 

BROOME. 

Mb.    CHANNINO     (Northampton-  THE  NAVAL  PROGRAMME, 

shire,  E.)  asked  the  ITDder  Secretary  of  Sib  HENRY  R0800E  (Manchester, 

State    for   the  Colonies    whether  Her  S.):  I  heg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Majesty's  GovemmeDt  had  come  to  any  Admiralty  whetiier  it  is  with  his  sano- 

decision  as  to  the  termination  of  Sir  F.  tion,  as  intimated  in  the  TSmea  of  2drd 

Napier  Broome's  appointment  as  Gk)yer-  March,   that  the  designs  of  the  new 

nor  of  Western  Australia  at  the  close  of  battle  ships,  upon  which  it  is  proposed 

his  six  years  of  office  in  June  next  ?  to    spend    many    millions    sterling    of 

The      UNDER    SECRETARY     of  publw  mo  nev,  are  to  be  referred  to  the 

STATE  Foa  ths  COLONIES  (Baron  fngtitution  of  Naval  Architects  at  its 

Hbnbt  de  Wobms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) :  next  ordinary  meeting  for  consideration 

Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  do  not  intend  and  discussion,  and  for  the  settlement 

to  advise  the  Queen  to  extend  Sir  F.  of  certain  doubts  entertained  respecting 

Napier  Broome's  term  of  employment  as  them  ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  pub- 

Oovemor  of  Western  Australia  for  any  Hshed  statement  that  the  meeting  in 

definite  period,  but  he  may  have  to  re-  question,  which  will  probably  comprise, 

main  there  for  some  time  beyond  the  as  usual,  many  nonprofessional  visitors, 

2nd  June  next,  if  his  successor  cannot  is  *'  a  competent  and  technical  body  ^' 

4urrive  by  that  date.  for  such  a  purpose;  and  whether  he  will 

consent  to  substitute  for  the  proposed 

CHIEF  JUSTICE  ONSLOW.  semipublic  meeting  a  carefully  oonstJ- 

\JF      mjA-KrxrTxrn      i,  ^  *u     tt  ^  ^^^^  Commission  or  Committee,  com- 

Mb.   CHANNINO  asked  the  Under  ^^  ^^   scientific,   naval,   and    other 

Secretary  for    State    for  the  Colonies  persons,  possessing  suitable  means  for 

whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what  decision  J^^inff  out  the  necessary  investiga- 

had  been  come  to  by  the    Executive  *jQngp 

Council  of  Western  Australia  in  the  ♦^gjj  pjj^gT   lORD  op  thb  ADMI- 

case  of  the  Petition  against  Chief  Justice  r^lxY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 

Onslow  referred  to  them  some  time  a^o  ?  galing) :  I  have  no  intention  of  referring 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :    No  decision  ^^^  ^^<        ^^^^  ^ew  batUeships  to  thi 

has  been  come  to  by  the  Governor  and  institution    of    Naval     Architects    for 

Executive  Council;    hut  the  Governor  approval  or  rejection,  as  the  question 

has  reported  that  he  has  laid  the  papers  suMests,  but  with  my  permission  Mr. 

on   the    case    before    the    LegislaUve  yf^^    '^^j^e,  the  Director  of  Naval 

TSi*^    nxiAWJTKrn     a      t    •  k*i    •  Construction,  proposes  at  the  next  meet- 

Mb  CHANNINO :  Am  I  nghtly  in-  •      ^^  ^he  InrtitOtion  to  read  a  paper 

fonned  that  the  papers  have  been  sent  explanatory  of  these  designs,   and    in 

to  the  Colonial  (Jffice  for  decision  ?  ^^^j     ^o  certain  allegations  made  con- 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  Yes ;  that  is  ^j;^  ^^^  j^  the  public  Press.     A 

eorrect.  CJommission  on  the  design  of  war  ships 

has  more  than  once  been  appointed.    In 

THE  WELSH   SUNDAY  CLOSING  ACT  every  case  it  has  led  to  great  delay,  ex- 

Mb.  ABTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor-  pen8e,and  unsatisfactory  compromises,for 

|;an,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stato  which  no  one  is  individually  responsible, 

for  the  Home  Department  if  the  Go-  I  am  not  disposed  to  repeat  the  experi- 

vemment  had  decided  whether  the  in-  ment,  especially  as  the  Naval  Lords  and 

^uiry  into  the  working  of  the  Welsh  the    Service  generally  have    thorough 

Sunday  dosing  Act  would  be  made  by  confidence  in  the  capacity  and  experience 

Select  Committee  or  by  a  Boyal  Com-  of  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction, 

mission;  and  when  the  inquiry  would  Mr.  W.   H.  Whito,  as  a  designer  of 

be  entored  upon  ?  warships. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob  Sib  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff) :    May  I 

THB     HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mb.  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  has  any  objeo- 

Matthews,     Birmingham,     E.)  :    The  tion    to  my   seeing  the  designs  of  the 

Government  have  decided  that  the  in-  ship    before  they  are  discussed  before 

•quiry  shall  be  by  means  of  a  Royal  the  Institution  of  Naval  Architects  ? 

Commission.      The  inquiry  wiU    com-  *Lobd  G.  HAMILTON :  Certainly. 


ISSS 


which  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  on  Wednesday,  and  he  himself  on 
Friday,  were  unable  to  answer.  Waen 
a  joint  letter  written  to  the  police  ai 
thoritiea  by  Father  Clarke  aod  Fathi 
Farrelly  announoini;  their  readinesa 
be  ureBtad ;  why  was  the  warrant  for 
their  arrest  held  orer  for   fire  weeks, 
when    the  police   conld  hare    arrested 
Father  Farrelly  erery  day ;    why  was 
the  first  step  they  took  the  brookiag  io 
of  Father  Farrelly's  house  in  the  dead 
of  night  ;    and  what  was  the  legal  ai 
thority  under  which  the  police  acted  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOnU :  I  think  it 
would  be  more  convenient  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  should  put  these 
questions  down  upoD  the  papar. 
Hb.  sexton  :  I  did. 
Hh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Although  I 
hare  Been  a  report  from  the  police  I  am 
unable  to  answer  the  questions  except 
from  reoolluction.  With  regard  to  tha 
first  question  I  do  not  know  whether  a 
joint  letter  was  sent  by  the  two  reverend 
gentlemen  referred  to,  but  the  oircum- 
atanoes  which  transpired  showed  that 
they  were  by  no  means  anxious  to  be 
arrested.  In  regard  to  the  breaking 
into  Father  Farrellr's  house  at  the  dead 
of  night  my  belief  is  that  it  occurred 
early  in  the  morning.  The  police  sum- 
mooed  Father  Farrelly  to  come  out,  and 
finding  that  their  summons  was  not 
responded  to,  and  that  the  house  waa 
barricaded,  they  broke  into  it,  and  did 
sot  find  that  Father  Farrelly  was  there. 
As  to  legal  authority,  I  believe  that  all 
the  police  did  was  entirely  within  their 
legal  rig  lit. 

MK  SEIXTON :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  affirm  the  very  unusual  Bug- 
gestiou  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  hare  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County.  N) : 
An  intimate  acquaintance  with  Father 
Farrelly  enables  me  to  say  that  the 
insinuation  conveyed  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  will 
be  regarded  by  everybody  who  knows 
Father  Farrelly  as  a  gross  and  cowardly 
calumny. 

Mr.  W.  CORBET:  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seen  in  a  local  Tory 
paper  a  statement  that  when  the  train 
arrived  at  Arklow,  Father  Farrelly  went 
on  to  the  platform  and  aeked  the  ser- 
geant of  police  if  he  had  a  warrant  for 
Mr.  8*tUnt 
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his  arrest ;  that  the  sergeant  repliad  ia 
the  negative,  and  Father  Forrellj  than 
went  away  stating  that  he  would  be  pn- 
pared  to  give  himself  up  at  10  o'clock  oi 
the  following  morning?  A  large  crowd 
had  assembled  who  nootad  the  polios, 
but  Father  Farrelly  advised  them  to  go 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
seen  the  report  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  but  if  it  is  correct  it  is  in  no 
way  inconsiatent  with  the  statement  I 
just  made,  that,  notwithstanding  the 
joint  letter,  Father  Farrelly  displayed  no 
extreme  readiness  to  be  arrested. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
eventually  the  rev.  gentleman  went  to 
gaol  of  his  own  accord,  aocomponiad  bj 
two  officers  in  plain  clothes  F 

Ma.  JOHNSTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  able  to  say  why  Father 
Farrelly  rung  the  bell  ? 

Mb.  A .  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  reapoot- 
fully  point  out  to  hon.  Members  that 
most  of  the  questions  put  to  me  have  a 
very  indirect  reference  to  the  queatioii 


I  must  ask  that  notioa 
should  Se  given  of  them. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Couafr.  N.)  : 
]e  hoQ.  Member  for  South  BellMt 
(Mr.  Johnston]  has  stated  that  the  Bev. 
Father  Farrelly  was  drunk  on  a  oertois 
occasion,  and  I  desire  to  oak  him  a 
question  on  the  subject. 

«Mb.  speaker  :  I  would  point  oat 

to  the  hon.  Member  that  that  would  b« 

most  irregular  proceeding.     The  ex- 

ession   referred   to  waa  used  by  th« 

in.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 

Belfast  in  a  supplementary   ^uestioD* 

and  may  be  taken  as  an  illustrabon  of  th« 

abuse   of  the  practice  of  putting  thflea 

supplementary  questions.     I  think  it  it 

right  that  the  matter  should  be  allowed 

to  rest  there.     It  would  be  out  of  order 

for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  tat 

Dublin    County    to    ask    anj   further 

question  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  It  waa  beoaose  .1 
knew  I  had  been  somewhat  out  of  oidw 
that  I  rose  to  put  this  question ;  and  I 
DOW  throw  myself  on  the  iadulgenoe  of 
the  House,  in  order  that  I  may  b« 
enabled  to  put  the  question.  A  gruu 
imputation  has  been  cast  on  the  UeT. 
Father  Forelly  by  the  hon. 
the  Member  for  South  Belfast. 
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in  th«  direction  of  makiDg^  the  Board 


*Ms.  8PBAKB&:  There  was  no  doubt 
ea  imputatioii  thrown  out,  but  it  waa 
iireleTant  and  aroae  in  a  eupplemen- 
tarjr  queatioD,  which  I  ehonld  never 
hare  allowed  to  have  been  put  on  the 
Paper  had  it  been  aubmitted  to  me.  It 
waa,  howeTor,  put  before  I  ooutd  inter- 
fere, and  it  waa  met  with  adenial  by  au 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  oppoaite  aide  of 
the  HouBe,  aud  there  the  matter  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  rest. 

Ma.  CLANCY:  I  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast either  to  give  hii  authority  for  the 
Btatement  he  has  made,  or  to  with- 
draw it. 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mb.  B£XT0N  (Belfast.  W.):  I  wiah 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Cluef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
whether  there  was  anything  in  the  de- 
tailed Beport  of  the  arrest  of  the  Rev, 
Esther  Farrelly  that  could  justify  the 
imputation  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston)  ? 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFUUB :  I  have  given 
the  whole  substance  of  the  Report,  and 
told  the  Ilouae  that  the  rev.  gentleman 
seemed  to  have  been  excited,  but  there 
was  nothing  at  all  that,  so  far  as  I 
know,  would  in  any  way  bear  out  the 
imputation  that  ba^  been  made. 

SLIQO  LUNATIC  AaYLDM. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  had  any 
objection  to  publiahiug  and  distributing 
among  Members  copiua  of  the  plan  for 
the  re- organisation  of  the  Board  of 
Lunatic  Aayluma,  which  was  discussed  in 
a  Circular  issued  9th  May,  IBee  ;  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  the  Sligo  Luuatio 
Asylum  wsuld  in  future  consist  of  19 
gnardiane,  of  whom  five,  who  are  to  be 
Srand  jurore,  will  be  appoin  ed  by  his 
£zoellenoy ;  and  whether  there  was 
any  intention  of  modifying  this  arrange- 
ment in  the  direction  of  electing  the 
Board  on  popular  lines  ? 

He.  a.  J.  BALFODB:  I  have  no 
objection,  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  it.  Sligo  and  Leitrim  Asylum  will 
have  a  Boud  of  19 ;  nine  nominated  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  direct,  10  by  the 
Iiurd  Lieutenant  from  name*  submitted  ' 
to  him  by  the  Grand  Juries.  The  new  | 
plan  la  itself  an  important  modification 


POSTAL  DEL1VBHIE8. 
Ids.  CONWAY  Baked  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  representations  had 
reached  him  of  the  inaufficienoy  of  the 
number  of  deliveries  of  letters  in  the 
populous  district  of  Anghacashel,  five 
miles  from  the  Drumahanbo  Post  Office, 
County  Leitrim,  which  waa  only  three 
per  week ;  whether  the  postmaster  of 
the  office  at  Drumsbonbo  had  the  power 
of  regulating  the  deliveries ;  whether 
the  cost  for  the  daily  delivery  of  letter* 
would  amount  to  more  than  la.  per 
week  ;  and  whether  arrangements  could 
be  made  for  the  daily  delivery  of  letters 
in  the  district  f 

•Ma.  BAIKES:  It  is  true  that  the 
official  delivery  of  letters  at  Augha- 
caahel  is  at  present  restricted,  as  the  hon. 
Member  states,  to  three  days  a  week, 
but  even  this  accommodation  entails  an 
expenditure  which  more  than  absorbs 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  letters, 
and  I  regret  that  I  should  not  be  justi- 
fied in  sanctioning  a  post  six  days  a 
week,  although  the  cost  would  probably 
not  exceed  the  sum  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member,  unless  the  deficiency  is 
guaranteed  by  the  reside  uts. 

BOUAN  CATUOUC  CHAPLAINS. 

Mb.  CONWAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
could  state  why  the  present  Roman 
Catholic  Chaplain  of  Leeds  Gaol 
received  only  £S0  a  year,  whereas  hii 
predecessor  received  a  salary  of  £125  ■ 
per  annum ;  whether  the  Protestant 
Chaplain  received  £350  per  annum  and 
the  use  of  a  house  ;  whether  the  present 
Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  attended  to 
Che  religious  necessities  of  at  least  an 
average  of  120  prisoners;  and  if  hs  , 
would  consider  the  propriety  of  remedy- 
ing to  some  extent  this  difference  of 
position  between  the  chaplainaP 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Fifty  pounds  m  . 
year  is  the  salary  applicable  to  the 
present  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  at 
Leeds  Prison,  under  roles  approved  by 
the  Treasury,  and  based  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House,  of  the  year  1670,  to  which  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member.  The  present 
prieat'a  predeoeaaor  was  appointed  ia 
1871,    by  the  late  Loo«l  Authority,  a* 
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[j;  W.  If  SMITH  :  Tb*  Tim  mO^ 
•/>  tM  L/zrl  Pnai&ws  aad  tJbc 

nfofT^   V>  viifr^    f oJlj    eriiuB.d«nd  br 

ti^muf^^Afm  vitb  <Hli4gr  nynm.  ntati  rja>  on 

ft  ««*  X^/t  th//U^^  «ZpilpdjiWt  At  pnHMf&t 

V>  riuUr^  thi^<;faMi|[^4  in  tLn  tsfMjkfgry  grant 
wbi/;b  VIM  ctigg«iiu4. 


Jmiouuj  Ih^  ij>  lb 

p^jfrfofned  by 

RATKKB 
▼oud  iicir  an 
Bank   lor    the  linm 


IXSAK'i  xfTin  AMKShHKS'l  BILL, 

Mil.  JOHN  (yjHhUnn  'Vrf/nwich,: 
J  ^/«^  V/  luk  tb^  FiriM  I»rd  of  tbe  Tre»- 
mury  wfuU  urh  i}ih  inUr&tJO&ii  of  Govfrm- 
0««bt  with  ThlHTHfuyh  Ui  tfa«  LuDa^y  Acta 
Ar/i^ndmiiixt  Bill  of  liuit  HoMnon  ? 
«Mii.  W.  jr  HMITII:  The  Bill  to 
w}ii';h  th#9  fion,  Memb«fr  nfen  will 
probably  r<;a«h  thin  House  thia  week, 
and  the  Oo  vera  merit  will  do  what  they 
i'MU  Ui  enable  the  Bill  Ui  paaa  in  the 
i'AfHtm  of  the  ifTHmftii  H*nm\on^ 

HVMISVJ^  OK  THK  liOrjHK— THK 
KAHTKK  ADJOfJKNMKNT. 

Mh,  JOHN  KLLIH  (N/ittir.gham, 
KiinhdifTej :  I  wjnh  to  auk  the  Fimt  Lord 
of  the  Treaaurv  whether  he  can,  for  the 
c/inveni^mee  of  Membem,  nay  when  the 
If ou«e  will  adjourn  im  Kaiiter  ? 
"^M ft.  W.  If.  HMITH :  I  hope  to  be  in 
a  iioffition  t<i  give  the  Houne  infrirmation 
liM  to  the  vieim  of  the  Government  on 
thin  Nubj<w;t  on  Thuriiday. 

TIIK  I'OHT  OKFir;K  HAVINriH  HANK. 

Mil.  JAMKH  UOWLANDfl  (Fins- 
bury):  I  be|r  to  afik  the  Pofitmaater 
(ieneral  whotrier  he  can  state  the  amount 
voUid  for  extra  work  in  the  Savings 
Bank  I  department  of  the  General  Post 
O/fice  in  tlio  Estimates  for  1886.7, 
1HH7'H,  and  1H88-Ii  respectively,  together 
with  the  amounts  actually  paid  on  this 
head  for  1880-7  and  1887-8,  and  the 
amounts  paid  or  duo  for  1888-9  ;  and, 
as  the  examination  and  comparison  of 
dopositorH'  books  with  the  ledgers  of  the 
Dopartmont  is  one  of  the  most  effective 
cluioks  ou  both  the  local  postmasters  and 
tlu)  work  of  the  ledger  clerks,  whether 
he  will  state  the  total  number  of  deposit 
books  rocoivod  for   examination    from 

Air.  Buchanan 


£10,.VjO  ;  1»»^9,  £lOLdM.  Ike 
amrmnta  expended  were :  —  lSa6  7. 
£11,522;  IftSTS,  £13,3M ; 
amonnt  for  1889-90,  £l«.000. 
tr/tal  number  of  depoais  books 
for  examination  from  the  IM  of  Ji 

1888,  to  the  1st  of  Jaanaiy,  1889, 
1,036,319.     Of  tfaaae,    1,078,803 
examined  during  official  hosiB. 
number  examined  on  extia  duty 
'^58,016.     Between  the  M  of  Jamiaij, 

1889,  and  the  2.3rd  of  Maidi  last,  391 
established  male  derka  were  omplojod 
on  extra  work.  This  extra  woA  ia 
mainly  piece  work,  and  ia  allflttfwl  to 
those  who  volunteer.  I  cannot  giv^  Ae 
number  of  hours  of  extra  work  per* 
formed  by  each  one  of  tfaem.  I  may 
add  that  I  am  taking  steps  to  redoeo 
the  amount  of  extra  duty. 

THE  SPEaAL  COHMISfllOK. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIEN:  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo 
Department  whether  it  was  from  the 
Home  Office,  or  from  the  Prisons  Board, 
or  the  Governor  of  liGllbuik  Prison, 
Mr.  Soames  obtained  the  privflefo  of  a 
private  interview  with  James  MuUett 
for  his  (Mr.  Soames's)  representatiTe, 
Mr.  Thompson ;  if  Mr.  Thompson  was 
not  a  solicitor  was  the  private  interview 
accorded  to  him  according  to  ordinaij 
rule ;  if  not  according  to  ordinary  role, 
whv  was  the  private  interview  granted ; 
and  could  other  solicitors  expect  similar 
privileges  for  their  representatives  f 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  several 
times  already  stated  that  Mr.  Soamea 
obtained  the  privilege  of  the  interview 
in  question  from  the  E^rison  Commis- 
sioners. The  private  interview  was 
allowed  according  to  usual  practioOi  and 
the  representatives  of  other  solioitors 
may  expect  similar  privileges  under 
similar  circumstances. 
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Mb«  LABOnOHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  communicated  with  Mr.  B. 
Anderson,  Sab-Commissioner  of  Police, 
in  regard  to  his  having  written  a  letter 
to  the  Tim0*  upon  matters  which  came 
l>efore  him  owing  to  his  connection  with 
the  Detective  Department  of  the  Home 
Office ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  communication  ;  whether  he  has 
observed  that  Mr.  Anderson  stated  in 
his  letter  to  the  I^tMi  that  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  appealed  to  him  to  help  him  in 
finding  a  witness  to  prove  what  he 
called  the  American  part  of  the  case 
of  the  2VmM  against  the  Irish  Members 
and  others,  and  that  it  appears  from  the 
tenour  of  the  letter  that  the  relations  of 
Mr.  Anderson  with  the  Home  Office 
and  with  the  Irish  Office  were  kept 
secret;  and  whether  he  can  state  if 
those  relations  were  'known  to  Mr. 
Macdonald  through  his  beine  informed 
of  them  by  anyone  connected  with  the 
Home  Office  or  with  the  Irish  Office  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Considering  the 
circumstances  of  extreme  provocation 
under  which  Mr.  Anderson's  letter  was 
written,  I  have  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  make  any  official  communication  to 
him  on  the  subject.  I  am  not  aware  by 
what  channel  or  to  what  extent  the 
relations  of  Mr«  Anderson  with  the 
Home  Office  or  the  Irish  Office  became 
known  to  Mr.  Macdonald. 

INLAND  REVENUE— WEDDING  RINGS 

Mb.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  whether  the  attention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  at  the  recent  Birming- 
ham Assizes  the  Guardians  of  Wrought 
Plate  of  Birmingham  successfully  sued  a 
jeweller  for  fines  amounting  to  £720 
(reduced  to  £50  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  learned  Judge  who  tried  the  case) 
for  selling  plain  9 -carat  ^old  rings, 
unhallmarkecl,  such  rings  being  held  to 
be  wedding  rings,  and  therefore  liable  to 
the  duty  oi  17s.  per  ounce,  and  that  the 
Guardians  are  prosecuting  in  another 
case  in  which  the  fines  are  estimated  at 
£2,000;  whether  Her  Majesty'sGKivem- 
ment  require  that  every  plain  fl;old  ring 
should  be  treated  as  a  wedding  ring, 
whether  sold  as  a  wedding  ring  or  other- 
wise ;  whether,  seeing  that  no  drawback 
of  duty  is  allowed  upon  the  export  of 
wedding  rings,  he  can  issue  such  instruc- 


tions to  the  various  assay  offices  as  will 
permit  manufacturers  to  execute  foreign 
orders  for  plain  gold  rings,  and  to  export 
them  without  the  obligation  of  assay  or 
payment  of  duty  ;  and  whether,  seeing 
the  difficulty  in  regard  to  our  home 
trade  of  detmnining  what  is  and  what  is 
not  a  wedding  ring,  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  abolishing  the  duty  upon 
all  plain  gold  rings  ? 
*Mb.  JACKSON :  The  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  been 
called  to  the  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  and  the  facts  are  as 
stated.  In  the  absence  of  any  legal 
definition  of  a  wedding  ring  all  plain 

fold  rings  are  primd  facie  liable  to 
uty,  though,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
practice  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue 
has  been  not  to  take  proceedings  in  cases 
when  the  rings,  if  solid,  exceed  7  dwts. 
in  weight,  or,  if  hollow,  exceed  5-16  in. 
in  inside  breadth.  In  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  the  jury  held 
that  the  rings  were  wedding  rings  and 
were  sold  as  such,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  question  ''  What  is  a  wed- 
ding ring  ?  "  is  one  peculiarly  fitted  for 
a  jury  to  decide.  With  regard  to  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  I  may  say  that  the  provision 
disallowing  drawback  upon  the  export 
of  wedding  rings  was  made  so  far  back 
as  1820,  probably  on  account  of  the 
difficulty  tne  Customs  found  in  examin- 
ing such  small  articles  As  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  gold  plate  duty  is  derived 
from  wedding  .rings,  both  this  and  the 
concluding  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
are  intimat^y  connected  with  the  general 
question  of  tibe  repeal  of  the  duty,  which 
has  for  some  time  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

THE  HUBBIOANE  AT  SAMOA. 
Sir  C.  PALMER  ( Jarrow) :  I  wish 
to  ask  tlie  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  can  give  any  information  as 
to  the  escape  of  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Calliope^  in  the  hurricane  off  Samoa, 
which  proved  so  disastrous  to  the  squad- 
rons of  other  Powers ;  what  class  of  ship 
she  was ;  and  whether  she  owed  her 
safety  to  her  greater  steaming  power,  or 
to  tlie  superior  seamanship  of  tne  crew  ? 
Any  information  the  First  Lord  can 
give  would  be  specially  interesting,  in 
view  of  the  debate  upon  which  the  House 
is  Skbout  to  enter. 
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LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
have  had  do  information  since  Saturday 
morning  of  the  sad  catastrophe  that  has 
occurred  to  the  German  and  American 
Squadrons  at  Samoa.  Early  on  Saturday 
morning  I  received  a  telegram  from  the 
Naval  Commander-in-Chief  in  New  Zea- 
land waters,  stating  that  a  hurricane, 
which  suddenly  broke  over  Samoa,  had 
totally  destroyed  the  German  and 
American  Squadrons,  but  that  the 
Calliope  had  escaped  and  got  out  to  sea ; 
and  he  adds  that  she  was  uninjured  as 
regards  her  engines  and  her  hull,  from 
which  I  infer  that  she  suffered  some 
minor  injuries.  The  Calliope  is  a  vessel 
of  the  *'  C "  class,  and  we  have  no 
particulars  at  all  as  to  how  she  effected 
her  escape.  Perhaps  I  may  be  per- 
mitted, as  representing  the  English 
Board  of  Admiralty,  to  express  here 
publicly  our  deep  regret  and  sympathy 
at  the  terrible  calamity  which  has 
befallen  the  Squadrons  of  two  friendly 
Powers. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) : 
Can  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  give 
the  House  the  names  of  the  officers  of 
the  Calliope  f 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  They  are  in  the 
Ntivy  List,  and  can  be  seen  by  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  goes  into  the  Library. 

THE  SUGAR  BOUNTY  CONVENTION. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford,  N.  )• 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state 
when  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  Sugar 
Convention  will  be  laid  before  the 
House  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  the 
Bill  dealing  with  this  subject  will  be 
introduced  next  week. 

ISklR.  MUNDELL  A  :  I  have  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  lay  on  the 
Table  the  full  correspondence,  a  portion 
of  which  has  already  appeared  in  the 
newspapers,  between  him  and  a  firm  of 
wholesale  confectioners  on  the  subject 
of  the  Sugar  Convention  ? 
♦Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  Some  of  the 
letters  are  private,  and  therefore  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly  expect 
them  to  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian): 
The  question  is  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  lay  on  the  Table  the  letters 
asked  for,  which  may  be  material  in 
regard  to  the  question  to  which  they 

Sir  C  Palmer 


relate.  They  are  public  doquments 
belonging  to  a  public  office. 
*Babon  H.  de  WORMS :  My  private 
answer  to  a  private  letter  from  the  firm 
referred  to  cjionot  be  called  o£B.oiaL 
The  other  letters  have  been  published 
by  the  firm. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  will  move  for 
the  production  of  the  documents  as  a 
Return,  and  I  trust  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  will  see  the  importance  of 
giving  them. 

THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  what  will  be  the  business 
taken  on  Thursday  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  hope  on 
Thursday,  first  of  all,  to  take  the  Re- 
port of  the  Naval  Resolutions,  which 
we  trust  we  will  be  able  to  conclude  in 
Committee  to-day.  After  that  we  pro- 
pose to  take  Supply. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  What  wiU  be  the 
course  if  the  Resolutions  are  not  finished 
to-day,  as  to  which  there  is  considerable 
doubt  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  enter- 
tain any  doubt  that  the  Committee  will 
be  able  to  finish  the  Resolutions  to- 
night.    They   were  introduced  to   the 
House  on  the  7  th  of  March,  they  were 
considered  further  on  the  21st  of  March, 
and  now,  on  the  1st  ef  April,  a  whole 
evening  may  be  spent  upon  them;  and 
as  they  are  only  the  foundation  for  a 
Bill  on  which  discussion  ?rill  probably 
arise,  I  think,  if  I  may  venture  to  say 
80,  it  would  be  somewhat  unreasonable 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Committee 
stage  should  be  protracted  beyond  this 
evening. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  move  the  Closure  to- 
night, and  so  stop  the  debate  ? 

No  answer  was  given. 

IRELAND— ACTIONS  OF  EMEBGENCT 

MEN. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  he 
has  any  information  as  to  the  reported 
burning  of  the  houses. of  evicted  tenants 
at  Clongorey  by  emergency  men,  ac- 
companied by  a  large  force  of  police; 
and  whether,  as  the  execution  of  the 
law  had  been  completed,  the  Gtovera- 
ment  authorized  the  use  of  the  forces  of 
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the  Grown  to  effect  this  destruction  of 
property  ? 

Mr.  BAL^OTJE:  The  police  were 
there  simply  to  protect  the  persons  in 
charge  of  the  houses  from  which  the 
tenants  had  been  evicted.  The  hon. 
Member's  version  of  the  story  is  not 
quite  accurate. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Captain  Henry  Ferryman  Bowles, 
County  of  Middlesex  (Enfield  Division). 

GOVERNMENT     DOCKYARDS- 
DISCHARGE  OP  WORKMEN. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOB :  May  I  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  why  it  is  that  240  men  were 
discharged  irom  the  Haulbowline  Dock- 
yard on  Saturday  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  only  re- 
ceived notice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  there- 
fore have  not  had  time  to  obtain  any 
information  in  regard  to  the  matter  to 
which  it  refers ;  but  I  imagine  that,  if 
there  has  been  any  discharge  of  work- 
men at  Haulbowline,  it  is  because  the 
works  they  have  been  engaged  upon 
have  been  completed. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  (a)  the 
expenditure  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £21,500,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
and  completing  for  sea  vessels  for  Her  Majesty^s 
Navy  :  of  this  expenditure  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£10,000,000  to  be  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  in  the  seven  years  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1896 ;  and  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£11,500,000,  to  be  issued  out  of  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament  for  Naval  Services  during 
the  five  financial  years  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  IS94:*— {Lord  Otorge  Hamilton.) 

Amendment  again  proposed. 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
first  word  *'  That,"  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  having  reg^ard  to  the  statements  made  daring 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament  by  the  First 
LfOrd  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  arma- 
ments of  the  Country  for  the  purpose  oi  De- 
fence, and  seeing  that  the  Nation  was  assured, 
in  the  recent  SjpMoh  from  the  llirone,  that  Her 
Majesty's  relations  with  Foreign  Powers,  which 
were  of  the  moet  peaoef  ol  oharaoter  last  year, 
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remain  in  the  same  satisfactory  condition,  this 
Committee  deems  it  expedient  to  authorise  ths 
expenditure  asked  for  by  the  Government,*' — 
{Mr.  Cromer,) 

—  instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise  to  suggest, 
subject  to  the  pleasure  and  rule  of  the 
House,  that  we  shall  be  adopting  a  more 
regular    course    if   we  can  arrange  « 
change  in  the  form  of  the  question  as  it 
has   been  put.     The  commencement  of 
the  original  Motion  is  on  the  subject  of 
expenditure,  and  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  also  refers  exclusively    to 
expenditure;   but  the  original  Motion 
passes  off  from  the  subject  of  expendi- 
ture to   what  is  a  totally  distinct  ques- 
tion— namely,  the  manner  in  which  the 
expenditure  is  to  be  provided.     I  own  I 
am  aware  jthat  there  is  an  Amendment 
on  the    Paper,   and  that  it  will  follow 
naturally    that  all    the  words  of   the 
original   Motion  should  be  left  out   in 
order  that  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  should  be  inserted  ;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  more    advantageous    and 
more  regular  if  the  Amendment  to  leave 
out  certain  words  could  be  limited  to  the 
first  three  lines  of  the  original  Motion, 
ending  at  the  word  ''  Navy,"  so  that  the 
Government  proposal  for  the  expendi- 
ture would  then  be  met  with  a  distinct 
refusal  of  that  expenditure,  after  which 
would  come  the  specific  subject  of  the 
second    part    of   the  Resolution    with 
regard  to  the  mode  of  providing  the  ex- 
penditure.     Everyone  will  see  that  the 
two  questions  are  entirely  distinct,  and 
I  desire,  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  permit  it  to  be  done,  to  dis- 
entangle those  two  subjects,  and  in  order 
to  do  so  I  suggest  that  the  form  of  the 
question  should  be  altered,  and  that  the 
Amendment  should  only  be  to  leave  out 
the  words  down  to  the  word  **  Navy." 
This  can  only  be  done  by  the  general 
permission  of  the  House,  which  might 
approve  of  the  first  part  of  the  Besolution 
and  disapprove  of  the  second,  or,  on  the 
other  hana,  might  disapprove  of  the  firat 
part.     I   am  bound  to  aay  I  think  it 
would  rather  tend  to  expedite  business. 
Of  course  the  Motion  could  be  made  in 
Committee    or    on    Beport,    when    a 
separate  diaouaaion  might  ooonr  with  a 
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fresh  start.  But  I  conceive  that  upoa 
all  these  questions  the  original  Oom- 
mittee  stage  is,  according  to  Parliamen- 
tary usage,  the  proper,  most  fitting,  and 
best  time  for  the  discussion  of  the  merits 
of  the  subject.  I,  therefore,  venture  to 
make  this  sugmstion. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wUl  not  enter 
into  discussion  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  most  usual  course 
to  pursue  with  regard  to  such  Besolutions, 
but  my  impression  was  rather  different 
from  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  that  Besolutions  were  accepted  by 
the  House,  and  that  the  serious  discus- 
sions of  an  important  character  were 
taken  on  the  Bill  founded  on  the  Resolu- 
tions. I  have  some  reason  to  complain 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
only  appeared  on  the  Paper  on  Saturday 
morning,  although  the  Government 
Besolution  has  been  on  the  Paper  since 
the  2nd  March.  I  shall  offer  no 
opposition  to  any  course  which  is 
calculated  to  facilitate  the  progress  of 
business  and  which  will  enable  the 
Committee  to  come,  this  evening,  to  a 
decision  on  the  Resolutions  as  a  whole. 
But  I  think  it  would  be  unreasonable 
that  a  discussion  of  this  character  should 
be  protracted,  especially  after  we  recog- 
nize the  fact  that  the  Amendment  now 
nought  to  be  considered  is  one  which 
has  only  been  produced  three  weeks 
after  the  original  Resolution  appeared 
on  the  paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  for  a  pledge  that 
the  discussion  will  conclude  this  evening, 
I  must  ask  him  how  long  the  discussion 
which  will  precede  the  consideration  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh,  will  occupy  ?  I  am 
afraid  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
49ury  could  not  tell  me  that,  and,  there- 
fore, I  would  advise  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  g^ve  notice  of  his  Amendment 
for  the  report  stage  on  Thursday. 

*Mb.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
will  take  that  course.  But  I  would  re- 
mind the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  there  has  only  been  one  debate  on 
the  general  subject  of  the  Resolutions, 
and  that  did  not  last  a  whole  day.  I 
thought  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Resolution  until  after  the  amend- 
ments to  the  general  question  were  on 
the  Paper,  and  about  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  Gkuktone 


*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  must  point 
out  that  an  interval  of  a  fortnight 
elapsed  between  the  statement  of  nor 
noble  Friend  the  Frst  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  first  discussion,  and 
during  the  whole  of  that  fortnight  it  was 
open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  put 
his  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTBT  (Bradford, 
W.) :  Many  of  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  think  the  Amendment  first  to  be 
discussed  is  of  far  more  importance  than 
that  of  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Edinburgh.  Surely,  when 
a  question  of  policy  of  a  most  dangerous 
character  is  submitted  to  Parliament,  we 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  pass  the  Reso- 
lution as  a  matter  of  form.  Those  of  us 
who  have  any  experience  in  this  House 
know  that  when  it  is  declared  expedient 
that  a  certain  sum  of  money  should  be 
expended  by  Parliament  for  a  specific 
purpose,  it  is  always  open  to  debate.  I 
do  not  think  the  House  of  Commons  has 
ever  been  called  on  in  recent  times  to 
decide  on  a  more  serious  financial 
question  than  this  one.  I  myself  oppose 
both  the  substance  and  the  form  of  the 
Government  Resolution,  and  I  believe 
that  in  so  doing  I  am  in  accord  with 
many  hon.  Members  sitting  on  these 
Benches.  Therefore  it  will  seem  strange 
to  us  and  to  the  country  if  the  closure 
should  be  attempted  at  a  time  when  we 
are  asked  to  take  into  consideration  an 
important  question  of  policy. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
It  is  extremely  inconvient  that  reference 
should  be  made  to  the  closure  as  if  it 
rested  entirely  with  the  leader  of  the 
House.  As  it  appears  not  to  be  the  wish 
of  the  House  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerstun  should  be 
withdrawn,  it  is  not  convenient  that 
this  preliminary  discussion  should  be 
prolonged. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFOBD 
(Marylebone,  E.):  I  do  not  see  that 
anything  which  has  transpired  in  this 
conversation  should  prevent  me  goings 
on  with  the  debate  which  was  not  con- 
cluded when  the  matter  was  last  before 
the  House.  Now,  I  considered  the  re- 
marks made  to  the  House  the  other' 
night  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hag- 
gerston  to  be  most  important  for  two 
reasons — first,  because  as  I  am  well 
aware  a  large  number  of  people  in  the 
country — many  of  them  working  men 
— hold  the  hon.  Member's  views ;  and, 
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eeoondly,  beoause  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
workinff  man'e  Bepreaentativey  and  I 
ehould  like,  if  possiDley  to  upset  some 
of  his  arguments  in  a  perfeetly  argu- 
mentative way.    I  was  not  at  all  as- 
tonished that  ike  hon.  Member  appeared 
to  be  puzzled  and  mystified  as  to  why 
so    large  an    amount    of  money    was 
necessary ;  but  I  will  show  him  how  it 
eame  about.     He  said  very  rightly  that 
we  were  always  getting  into  scares  like 
this,  and  the  GK)vemment  of  the  day 
promptly  came  forward  and  wanted  to 
lay  out  a  large  sum  of  money,  as  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  country.     The 
hon.  Member  has  referred  to  some  of  us 
as  experts,  and  has  complained  of  our 
action,  but  as  a  fact,  what  I  desire  to 
do  in  to  awaken  the  country  to  a  state- 
ment of  fact.  I  do  not  want  to  create  a 
scare ;  I  only  want  the  truth  to  be  made 
known.      The  hon.    Member   said    he 
bad  a  duty  to  perform  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.    So,  Sir,  have  I.    Now,  J3ir, 
before  I  sit  down  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  him  that  he  took  a  very  bad 
dato  for  the  purposes  of  his  argument 
when  he  referred  to  the  Naval  Estimate 
of    20    years    aeo,    for    in  that   year 
the  country  had  begun  for  a  variety  of 
reasons  to  reduce   its  Naval  Estimate, 
which  ought  to  be  taken,  from  a  busi- 
ness point  of  view,  as  the  rate  of  insur- 
ance  for  the  country.     Twenty   years 
ago   the  nation's  imports  and  exports 
amounted    to    £334,000,000,    and  the 
Naval  Estimate  was  only  £10,000,000. 
Now,  the  imports  and  exports  have  risen ^ 
to  £680,000,000  and  our  Naval  Estimate' 
is  £1,000,000  less.    Twenty  years  ago, 
consequently,  the  rate  of  insurance  we 
were  paying  in  the  shape  of  our  Naval 
Estimate  was  3*41  ;  now  we  are  only 
paying    1*85.      If   the    hon.    Member 
claim^  that  we  should  have  no  Naval 
Estimate    at  all,  then   there  might  be 
some  merit  in  his  argument,  but  he  is 
not  justified  in  saying  that  we  are  paying 
too  much  now  as  compared  with  the  basis 
of  payment  20  years  ago.    We  must 
have  a'  navy  to  protect  our  commerce. 
The  hon.  Member  would  not  say  to  his 
constituente  that  the  food  supply,  the 
commerce,    and    the  shores  of    Ghreat 
Britein  shall  not  be  defended  at  all; 
and,  if  defence  is  to  bo  undertaken  at 
all,  it  should  be  done  in  a  business-like 
way,  and  not  as  the  two  Front  Benches 
have  been  doinff.   Why,  thev  must  con- 
fess that  they  have  adopted  prindiples 


dictated  mainly  by  Party  reasons  and 
not  by  the  completeness  of  the  defence 
of  the  oountnr.  If  not,  why  did  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  state  on  a 
previous  occasion  that  the  country  was 
paving  too  much  for  the  Navy  ? 

tx>Bo  GEOHGE  HAMILTON :  No. 

Lord  C.  BEBESFOBD:  The  noble 
Lord  expressed  the  hope  that  he  might 
reduce  the  Estimates,  and  stated  that 
the  then  shipbuilding  vote,  if  carried 
out,  would  run  the  fleet  up  to  a  sten- 
dard  which  would  be  ample  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  country.  I  do  not  blame 
the  right  hon.  Q-entleman  for  tacking 
ship.  I  told  him  he  would  have  to  do 
it.  My  point  is  that  he  should  not  have 
put  the  rocks  in  his  own  way ;  he  should 
have  put  the  necessity  for  the  increase 
before  the  country.  But  let  me  con- 
tinue my  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston.  In  the  last  20  years  the 
tonnage  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  has 
risen  from  5,700,000  to  9,135,000  tons ; 
and  if  the  Estimate  of  20  years  ago  was 
sufficient  for  the  commerce  of  that  day 
it  is  not  sufficient  now;  and  yet  the 
Estimate  of  to-day  is  less  by  £1,000,000. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  two  prominent 
European  Powers  have  increased  their 
Naval  Estimates  in  the  last  20  years  by 
four  and  a-quarter  millions  a  year. 
The  population  of  this  country  has  in- 
creased 8,000,000  or  9,000,000,  and  the 
imports  have  doubled  during  the  last 
20  years,  and  can  it  be  said  that  if  a 
navy  of  a  certain  strength  was  required 
then,  a  stronger  navy  is  not  now  neces- 
sary? 

*Mr.  CBEB£EB  :  I  made  no  such  ad- 
mission as  that  which  the  noble  Lord 
asserte.  I  did  not  say  that  the  Navy 
20  years  ago  was  either  adequate  or  ne- 
cessary. I  said  nothing  upon  the  point, 
and  the  noble  Lord  is  quite  in  error  in 
putting  into  my  mouth  words  I  did  not 
use. 

LORD  0.  BERESFOED :  Then  I  do 
not  see  where  the  hon.  Member's  argu- 
ment is.  I  understood  him  to  put  u>r- 
ward  as  an  argument,  that  there  was 
an  increase  in  the  Naval  Estimates  now 
over  those  of  20  years  ago.  I  am  sorry 
if  I  misunderstood  him. 

*Mb.  GREMEB  :  That  is  true.  I  in- 
stituted a  comparison  between  the  ordi- 
narv  Navid  Estimates  now,  and  the 
ordmary  naval  expenditure  20  vears 
ago,  pointing  out  the  increase  which  has 
tfjcen  place  daring  this  period. 
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LORD  0.  BERESFORD :  I  fail  to 
see  the  hon.  Member's  object  in  intro- 
duciDg  it. 

«Mb.  CREMER  :  I  pointed  out  the 
increase  which  had  taken  place  as  eyi- 
dence  of  the  demands  which  are  continu- 
ally being  made  for  increased  expendi- 
ture upon  the  Navy. 

LORD 0.  BERESFORD:  ThenI  want 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  pre- 
pared to  say  that  our  commerce,  our 
shores,  our  trade,  and  our  food  supply 
is  not  to  be  defended  ? 

*Mr.  CREMER :  Yes ;  when  danger 
is  proved  to  exist;  but  not  before.  I 
ask  where  the  danger  is? 

Lord  0.  BERESFORD  :  The  danger 
is  in  being  unprepared.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  the  first  to  agree 
with  me  that  this  country  ought  to  be 

Srotected,  not  in  the  way  it  has  been 
one,  without  any  definite  plans,  without 
the  experts  being  called  together  and 
deciding  what  shall  be  protected  and 
how,  but  after  the  experts  have  made 
out  their  plans  and  given  their  reasons 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  I  find  fault 
with  the  Government  because  they  are 
going  to  do  the  right  thing  in  the 
wrong  way.  I  told  the  Government  the 
other  day  that  they  were  going  to  do 
the  right  thing,  though  they  were  going 
to  do  it  in  the  wrong  way.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Haggerston,  who  has 
brought  forward  his  views  in  a  very  able 
manner,  had  directed  his  remarks  to  the 
right-about-face  of  the  Government  I 
should  not  have  got  up  to  answer  him. 
But,  as  I  understood  him,  though,  per- 
haps, again  I  am  wrong,  the  hon. 
Member  directed  his  shafts  against  the 
opinions  of  what  he  described  as  ^*  the 
cormorants,''  men  like  myself  who  are 
endeavouring,  to  the  best  of  their  ability, 
to  let  the  country  know  what  is  wanted, 
and  to  give  their  reasons.  I  was  very 
much  astonished  to  hear  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  hint  that  a  debate  so 
important  as  this  should  be  in  any  way 
curtailed.  Putting  aside  Party  alto- 
gether, the  defence  of  the  Empire  is  the 
most  important  question  that  could  be 
brought  before  the  House,  and  it  is  de- 
sirable that  every  light  should  be 
thrown  upon  it.  The  argument  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hagger- 
ston is  one  held  by  a  great  number  of 
Eeople,  and  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
e  debated  so  that  people  should  see 
whether  it  is  right  or  wrong.     I  there- 


fore hope  it  will  not  be  curtailed.  Now 
with  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff,  if  they  had  been 
directed  to  vessels  of  the  AdmtrmloL&BS  I 
should  have  agreed  with  him  entirely. 
The  First  liord  of  the  Admiralty  was,  I 
think,  wrong  in  describing  them  as  of 
the  .Admiral  class.  He  said  that  the 
new  ships  were  more  assimilated  to  the 
Admiral  class  than  to  the  lirafalpMr. 
What  I  imagine  him  to  mean  is  that 
they  were  more  assimilated  in  the 
matter  of  auxiliary  armament. 

I^RD  GEORGE  HAMILT9N :  What 
I  said  was  that  the  position  of  the 
armour  resembled  that  of  the  Admiral 
class,  but  that  the  position  of  the  arma- 
ment was  more  of  the  lyafaljiar  class. 

Tjobd  C.  BERESFORD:  I  entirely 
agree  that  the  ship's  platform  whose 
safety  you  have  to  insure  is  not  at  all 
like  that  of  the  Admiral  class.  We  must 
do  our  best  to  make  the  House  under- 
stand this  technical  question.  We  will 
begin  by  the  fact  that  a  first-dass  ship, 
cruiser,  or  any  fighting  machine  must 
be  a  compromise.  First  of  all,  we  start 
with  the  theory  of  an  armoured  battle- 
ship that  cannot  be  sunk  or' put  out  of 
action  unless  its  armour  is  pierced. 
Secondly,  we  must  put  down  the  weight 
of  the  armour  and  what  we  are  going  to 
put  on  the  ship,  and  then  let  experts- 
discuss  and  decide  where  is  the  best 
point  to  put  the  armour  on.  These  are 
points  which  must  be  talked  over  in 
Committee  at  the  Admiralty.  I  will 
tell  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
CTardiff  that  the  reason  why  I  like  the 
new  ships  is  because  they  are  not  naval 
architects'  ships.  My  idea  of  what  our 
naval  administration  ought  to  be  and  of 
the  mode  in  which  our  naval  architeo- 
ture  should  be  conducted  is  that  it 
should  be  done  in  a  business-like  way, 
as  in  Germany.  In  Germany  the  ex* 
perts  discuss  for  days  what  ships  are 
necessary,  and  make  out  a  plan  and 
sign  a  memorandum  of  their  views. 
First  they  find  out  how  many  shine 
they  want,  and  then  they  lay  down  the 
principles  on  which  the  ships  shall  be 
built.  They  have  opinions  as  to  the 
requirements  from  the  seamen,  the 
engineers,  and  the  artillerymen.  That 
is  what  we  ought  to  do.  Someone 
ought  to  be  made  responsible.  Ships 
should  be  designed  in  aooordanoe  with 
the  views  and  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  men  who  have  to  fight  themi  and 
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not   to  meet   the  plan  of   the    naval 
architect. 

LoBD  R.  OHTTROHILL :  These  are 
Mr.  White's  design. 

Lord  C.  BERESFOHD  :  That  is  so ; 
^ut  what  I  want  to  enforce  is  that  in 
Germany  the  designs  are  first  worked 
out  bj  the  sailors,  and  when  they  have 
decided  on  what  is  necessary,  the  ar- 
-ohitect  makes  the  plans.  That  is  never 
•done  at  our  Admiralty.  I  believe  that 
the  new  ships  will  be  good  ships.  Let 
us  take  the  Thunderer  or  Ajax  class.  I 
think  most  seamen  objected  to  the  Ajax 
class  because  all  the  offensive  power  is 
in  the  centre  of  the  ship,  and 
if  a  shell  got  in,  then  the  whole 
battery  would  be  unmasked.  Now, 
I  am  dealing  with  the  new  design 
— the  Trafalgar  design  and  the  Admiral 
design — and  I  wish  to  compare  the  new 
ships  with  the  Trafalgar  and  the  Admiral 
•class.  The  length  of  the  new  ship  is 
480  feet,  and  it  is  armoured  for  250  feet. 
The  Trafalgar  is  345  feet  in  length,  and 
is  armoured  for  230  feet,  while  the 
Admiral^  with  a  length  of  330  feet,  has 
150  feet  of  armour.  I  believe  that  the 
Admiral  class  could  be  sunk  or  put  out 
of  action  without  piercing  the  armour, 
or,  indeed,  without  firing  big  guns  at 
all.  The  new  ship  presents  to  au  enemy 
a  very  much  smaller  target  than  the 
-citadel  ships  of  the  Trafalgar  class,  and 
its  ammunition  and  loading  places  are 
•completely  covered.  If  the  citadel  be 
pierced  in  the  Trafalgar  class — which  is 
perfectly  possible — your  heavy  g^un  may 
be  put  out  of  action,  because  there  is  no 
«nnour  at  the  base  of  the  turret. 
Another  advantage  of  the  new  class  of 
ships  is  that  they  carry  four  guns,  two 
forward  and  two  afb.  The  armour  deck 
in  the  new  class  of  vessels  is  8  feet  lower 
ihan  in  the  Admiral  class.  This,  in  my 
opinion,  is  an  enormous  advantage. 
Tne  great  danger  that  besets  the  Ad- 
miral class  is  that  an  enormous  amount 
of  armament  may  be  brought  to  bear. 
In  the  new  class  you  will  have  a  five- 
inch  armour  plating  which  will  cer- 
tainly burst  any  shells  charged  with 
high  explosives  which  we  have  such  a 
horror  of  in  the  old  armoured  ships.  In 
<ny  opinion,  the  new  ships  will  be  of  a 
better  build  than  have  yet  been  seen  in 
jiny  country,  and  I  think  you  cannot 
^t  vessels  better  defended,  when  you 
iake  into  account  the  tonnage  and  the 
requisite  thickness  of  the  armour.    The 


g^ns  are  in  excellent  positions  and  are 
excellently  defended.  What  will  hap- 
pen in  action  we  do  not  know,  we 
may  find  that  a  71b.  shell  may  explode 
the  magazine.  I  am  satisfied,  however, 
that  the  protection  of  the  guns  will  be 
ample.  The  hon.  Member  opposite  ( Sir 
E.  J.  Reed)  cannot  say  that  he  approves 
of  the  auxiliary  armament  of  the 
Trafalgar,  There  was  such  an  outcry 
about  protecting  the  auxiliary  armamept 
of  that  ship  that  four  extra  inches  were 
put  on.  I  should  say  that  these  tiew 
ships  will  run  up  to  from  300  to  500 
tons  of  extra  weight,  but  I  maintain 
that  the  mode  adopted  of  putting 
on  the  armour  is  the  best  that 
could  under  the  circumstances  be  used. 
Another  point  of  advantage  is  that, 
whereas  the  freeboard  in  the  barbette 
class  is  18  feet,  and  in  the  Admiral  class 
10^  feet,  it  is  11^  feet  in  the  turret 
class.  Then,  again,  the  barbette  in  the 
new  ships  will  be  23  feet  above  th^ 
water,  whereas  in  the  Trafalgar  it  ii^ 
only  14  feet  and  in  the  Admiral  20  feet. 
What  you  have  to  do  is  to  hit  th6 
enemy's  ships  as  often  as  you  can,  and 
you  are  not  likely  to  hit  them  if  your 
guns  are  under  water.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  new  ships  will  have  a 
speed  of  half  a  knot  more  than  the 
Admiral  class,  which  is  a  point  of  g^eat 
importance.  As  to  the  question  of  size, 
I  believe  myself  that  we  have  now 
arrived  at  the  maximum  of  size  with 
due  regard  to  utility  and  economy.  I 
do  not  think  it  will  pay  either  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine  or  in  the  Navy  to 
build  larger  vessels  with  the  object  of 
getting  more  speed  out  of  them,  and  I 
do  not  believe  you  will  get  many  ships 
to  g^  faster  than  this  new  class,  unles^ 
you  invent  a  new  motive  power.  There 
are  many  reasons  for  believing  that 
these  will  be  good  ships.  The  Govern- 
ment have  acted  wisely  in  trying  to  find 
the  best  type  for  adoption,  and  I  think 
that  if  they  are  ready  to  sit  down  and 
debate  the  subject,  we  are  likely  to  get 
the  best  ships  the  House  of  Oommons 
can  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
(Sir  E.  J.  Reed)  said  that  the  Blahe  and 
the  BUnheim,  which  are  called  protected 
cruisers,  are  not  protected.  Well,  this' 
is  a  case  of  oonpromise.  You  must 
sacrifice  either  speed  or  a  certain  amount 
of  armour.  My  contention  during  the 
short  time  I  was  at  the  Admiralty  was 
that  the  HUk$  and  the  Blenheim  shoold 
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sot  be  arDioured,  biit  that  they  should 
trust  to  their  speed,  and  that,  I  think, 
was  the  best  oompromise  that  could  be 
adopted.  Well,  as  I  have  said  before, 
I  think  the  GoTemment  are  doing  right, 
but  that  they  are  going  about  it  in  the 
wrong  way.  I  beueye  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Oivil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Ashmead  Bartlett^  told  his  con- 
stituents not  long  ago  tnat  the  British 
Fleet  was  able  to  fight  the  combined 
fleets  of  any  two  Powers. 

The  civil  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
BAI/TY  (Mr.  Ashmsad-Babtlbtt,  Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) :  No. 

Lord  C.  BERESFOED  :  Well,  then, 
the  papers  reported  him  wrougly. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I  said 
it  ought  to  be  able. 

Lord  C.  BERESFORD  :  Oh,  then, 
we  agree  entirely.  My  opinion  is  that 
the  country  should  be  made  to  believe 
that  an  expenditure  of  £21,000,000  is 
necessary  now.  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Government  are  coming  round  to 
my  view;  but  I  believe  that  if  they 
came  down  to  the  House  and  said, 
"  Having  looked  into  the  question,  we 
find  that  such  and  such  an  expenditure 
is  necessary,  and  our  policy  is  so  and 
80,"  they  would  have  met  with  no  oppo- 
sition from  anybody,  except  those 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposit-e 
who  think  we  ought  always  to  be  at 
peace.  When  I  criticized  the  Ministerial 
nogramme  some  of  my  brother  officers 
came  to  me  and  asked,  ''  Are  you  going 
to  throw  the  scheme  over?"  1 
answered,  *'  How  can  I  oppose  a  scheme 
which  is  practically  my  own?"  I 
calculated  what  was  necessary,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  ship-building 
votes  of  the  year,  to  defend  all  our 
interests  in  the  event  of  a  war  with 
France  alone.  We  ought  not  to  de- 
part from  this  principle :  that  if  we  go 
to  war  with  any  country  we  should  be 
in  a  position  to  sink  every  vessel  of 
the  enemy,  and  if  you  adopt  that  prin- 
ciple you  can  take  your  Navy  List  and 
make  out  the  same  plan  of  campaign  as 
I  did.  The  (Government  told  me  that 
was  not  necessary.  Well,  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  came 
round 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  have  not 
come  round. 

Lord  0.  BERESFORD:  Well,  that 
is  one  of  the  most  satisfactory  state- 
ments I    have  heard,    because  it  will 

Lwrd  C.  B$ruford 


enable  us  to  show  how  my  noble  Flriend 
has  come  round.  My  mroAer  officers 
came  to  me  and  told  me  to  aoquieaoe  in 
everything.  Well,  I  am  not  going  to 
acquiesce  in  everjrthing.  I  know  that 
£21,000,000  is  not  half  enough  to  spend 
on  the  Navy,  and  what  the  Oovemiimnt 
ought  to  do  is  to  tell  the  people  bo.  Mj 
noble  Friend  (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  ha» 
tried  to  induce  the  House  to  beliere  tiiat 
his  programme  will  meet  the  full  re- 
quirements of  the  country.  I  say  it  will 
do  nothing  whatever  of  the  sort.  Ho 
might  just  as  well  think  we  are  all  going 
to  believe  in  the  historical  associations 
of  this  first  of  April  as  ^  that  we 
are  going  to  anee  with  him  in 
that.  It  cannot  hold  water  at  all* 
My  brother  officers  said  to  me,  "  Half  a 
loaf  is  better  than  no  bread.''  I  said^ 
'*  Certainly  ;  a  Quarter  of  a  loaf  is  better 
than  no  bread,  but,  for  goodness  sake, 
let  the  people  know  it  is  a  quarter,  and 
not  a  whole  loaf."  Mj  noble  Friend 
could  not  get  his  colleagues  on  the  Board 
of  Admirdty  to  sign  a  j[Miper  stating  thai 
this  scheme  is  sufficient  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  country.  The  actual 
addition  to  the  amount  to  be  spent  on 
the  Fleet  will  be  only  £9,535,000.  I 
know  the  Government  will  get  a  much 
better  class  of  ships,  but  what  fhey 
ought  to  do  is  to  keep  up  the  number  A 
their  ships,  so  as  to  oe  able  to  meet  a 
combination  of  any  two  Powers  against 
us.  According  to  my  noUe  Fnend'a 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton's)  own  statement^ 
at  the  end  of  five  years,  the  waste,  in 
respect  of  obsolete  yessels,  will  alone  be 
67  ships,  and  this  programme  will  onlj 
give  us  70  ships.  Keally,  therefore^  ne 
is  going  to  add  three  ships  to  the  Fleets 
looking  at  it  from  that  pomt  of  view.  My 
own  opinion  is  that  if  the  case  were  pat 
before  the  country  in  a  reasonable  sort 
of  way,  the  electors  would  be  willing  to 
vote  anything  that  might  be  neoeesaxj 
for  their  defence,  but  people,  natu-- 
rally,  are  filled  with  doubt,  whoa 
they  hear  statements  such  as  aze- 
constantly  being  made  on  botb 
sides  of  the  House  in  reference  to  the- 
strength  of  the  Fleet.  I  maintain  thai 
if  we  do  not  insist  upon  making  the» 
Government  Departments  fully  respon- 
sible, this  sort  of  thing  will  go  on  for 
ever.  We  shall  be  told  one  month  that. 
''Britannia  rules  the  waves,"  and  that 
we  are  all  right,  and  the  next  that  we- 
have  to  pay  £21,000,000.     My  noUe 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  B.  Ohurohill)  said  not  long  ago 
that  the  entire  question  of  the  strength 
of  your  Fleet  depended  on  your  policy. 
I  cannot  agree  with  him,  because  your 
policv  may  alter  in  a  dog-watch,  or,  if 
jott  like,  the  policy  of  another  country 
may  alter  in  a  dog-watch.  You  ought 
to  have  a  Fleet  strong  enough  to  defend 
all  your  interests  and  to  Keep  peace. 
This  country  ought  to  have  and  must 
have  peace ;  I  assure  you  that  those  of 
us  who  have  earnestly  taken  up  this 
point  of  the  strength  of  the  Navy  think 
more  of  peace  uian  even  Gentlemen 
opposite,  oecause  we  are  acquainted 
with  the  horrors  of  war.  A  strong 
British  fleet  us  a  more  important 
factor  in  the  question  of  the  main- 
tenance of  the  peace  of  the  world  than 
many  hon.  Members  think.  The  first 
thing  that  would  be  asked  by  Foreign 
Powers,  if  England  had  a  Fleet  adequate 
to  meet  all  her  requirements,  would  be 
in  any  emergency— *' What  will  Eng- 
land do?"  I  entirely  object  to  my 
noble  Friend's  argument  that  the 
strength  of  your  Fleet  depends  on  your 
policy. 

LoBD  B.  OHUBOHILL  (Paddington, 
8.) :  Will  mv  noble  Friend  allow  me 
to  interrupt  him  ?  I  will  put  my  argu- 
ment in  the  form  of  a  quory.  Does  he 
not  think  the  British  Meet  would  re- 
quire to  be  much  stronger  in  the  Medi- 
terranean if  we  held  Egypt  than  if  we 
left  her  ? 

Lord  C.  BEBESFOBD:  That  is 
rather  beside  the  question.  I  say  that 
to  keep  the  country  at  peace  should  be 
the  aim  of  every  Englishman,  Uiat  in 
order  to  do  so  a  strong  British  Fleet  is 
essential,  and  that  you  will  never  have 
a  strong  British  Fleet  whilst  you  have  a 
system  which  allows  you  to  do  what  you 
are  doing  now,  and  what  you  did  under 
Lord  Northbrook.  You  should  once 
and  for  all  find  out  what  the  standard 
of  your  fleet  should  be,  and  you  should 
keep  it  up  to  that  standard,  and  have, 
as  far  as  you  can,  a  level  estimate  every 

J  ear.  There  is  one  other  observation 
wish  to  make.  I  do  implore  hon. 
Ctotlemen  to  put  on  one  side  all  ques- 
tions as  to  whose  fault  it  is.  Let  us 
look  at  this  as  a  great  national 
question,  and  bury  afi  Party  ques- 
tions when  we  deal  with  it.  I  am 
sure  I  have  not  always  said  kind 
things    of  my  former  colleagues,   nor 


have  I  allowed  their  plans  to  pass  with- 
out criticism.  I  have,  I  know,  on  one 
occasion,  said  I  would  rather  wait  a  year 
than  have  this  programme  brought  for- 
ward ;  but  since  then  I  have  seen  how 
things  are  managed  by  foreign  nations. 
I  have  seen  how  good  is  their  organisa- 
tion, how  quick  and  apt  they  are  to 
get  the  first  advantage,  if  anything 
should  unfortunately  occur,  of  any  cir- 
cumstance that  in  these  days  of  steam 
and  speed  would  give  them  an  advan- 
tage in  the  beginning  of  a  campaign. 
They  are  better  prepared  in  matters  of 
detflol.  The  two  leading  Naval  Powers 
next  to  ourselves  have  £4,200,000  more 
on  their  annual  Naval  Eistimates  than 
they  had  20  years  ago,  and  yet  their 
lives  do  not  depend  upon  their  naval 
stren^^,  as  our  lives  do.  In  bringing 
my  views  so  constantly  before  the  House 
I  desire  to  support  the  Gt>vemment.  I 
hope  they  will  he  allowed  to  get  to  work 
soon ;  for  every  day  we  lose  important 
time.  The  keels  of  the  ships  should  be 
laid  down  as  soon  as  the  money  is  voted* 
We  may  debate  the  system  of  adminis- 
tration, and  even  the  financial  question^ 
afterwards — they  admit  of  debate  and 
argument ;  but  1  do  not  think  that  the 
question  of  our  defence  and  of  keeping 

Sace  with  our  commerce  does  adnut  of 
ebate.  I  believe  we  are  all  togethei* 
upon  that  point;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  the  House,  though  it  may  find 
fault  with  the  Government  for  this  right- 
about-turn, will  assent  in  enabling  them 
to  lay  down  a  number  of  ships.  Mj 
argument  is  that  you  will  not  take  more 
than  eighteen  months  to  launch  the 
hulls  of  the  vessels,  and  as  soon  as  the 
stocks  are  cleared  other  keels  should  be 
laid  down,  until  we  get  the  ships  up  to 
the  standard. 

«Mb.  OAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.}:  The  House  alwavs  listens 
with  interest  and  pleasure  to  the  noble 
Lord,  not  only  on  account  of  his  ability 
and  acquaintance  with  the  matters  with 
which  he  deals,  but  because  of  his  ob- 
vious sincerity  and  earnestness  in  the 
cause  he  advocates.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  there  was  at  least  one  part  of 
his  speech  in  which,  if  his  object  was  to 
support  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
he  did  not  very  much  advance  their 
cause.  I  allude  to  that  part  of  his 
speech  in  which  he  entered  at  great 
len^  into  details  of  the  different 
designs  of  ships,  and  carried  on  a  dia* 
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eiiBflion  with  my  hon.  Friend  near  me 
•omething  similar  to  that  we  anticipate 
mtthe  Institate  of  Naval  Architects  on  a 
'day  not  far  distant,  with  the  result,  I 
fhink,  of  satisfying  the  greater  number 
of  the  Oommittee  there  was  really   no 
fixed  principle  or  standard  rule  in  reg^ard 
to  shipbuilding;   that  the  whole  busi- 
ness was  such  a  quagmire  of  diverse 
opinions,  that  it  might  seem  the  less 
money  was  embarked  in  it  the  better. 
But,  approaching  the  programme  of  the 
Government,  the  first  objection  I  have 
to  make— the  first  criticism  I  have  to 
pass  on  it — is  connected  with  the  ex- 
treme difficulty  of  ascertainiug  what  the 
Inim  of  money  involved  really  amounts 
to.    The  noble  Lord,  in  stating  his  pro- 
posals, led  off  with,  and  brought  into  the 
lore-front  of   his  statement,  the  good 
^und  sum  of  2 1  ^  millions,  and  such  a 
figure  80  stated  would  naturally  be  taken 
— and  was  as,  a  matter  of  fact,  at  first 
taken — to  mean  that  there  was  to  be 
an  absolute  and  actual  increase  to  this 
extent   over   and   above  the   ordinary 
shipbuilding  expenditure  of  the  country. 
But  in  the  uirther  course  of  his  speech, 
and  in  subsequent  explanations  given, 
other  figures  have  been  mentioned  by 
ihie  noble  Lord  and  others,  and  his  latest 
dictum  is  that  the  whole  sum  involved 
in  the  programme  is   llj-  millions  for 
shipbuilding,  and  even  this  sum  of  11^ 
millions  rests  on  the  supposition  that 
if   there    were    no    such    proposal   as 
the  Gbvemment  now  submit,   nothing 
whatever  would  be  done  in  the  Dock- 
yards or  by  contract,  except  the  mere 
replacement  of  waste   in    the    Navy; 
00   that    even    here    we    do    not    find 
firm  ground  to  stand  upon.  Now,  I  can- 
not but  think  this  was  a  mistake,  and 
an  error  in  tactics  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord.    I  believe  that  he  would 
more  readily  have  commended  his  pro- 
posal   to  us  if  he  had  proceeded  m  a 
precisely  opposite  way — if  he  had,  in  the 
first  place,  endeavoured  to  show  us  how 
Tory  small  an  increment  he  proposed 
over  the  ordinary  rate  of  shipouildinff 
expenditure,  and  then,   when  he  had 
shown    how   small    that   was,  he   had 
paraded  before  us  the  magnificent  cata- 
logue of   0  ships  which  he  would  be  able 
to  provide  for  the  money.    I  know  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  no  idea  whatever  of 
misleading    the    House  or  anyone    by 
ffiving    such   prominence    to    the    big 
figures  with  wkioh  he  started;  but  he 


must  be  aware  that  when  those  werepst 
in  the  foreground  they  would  aink  into 
the  public  mind,  and  if  I  look  fSor 
motives  for  adopting  that  course  I  think 
I  can  Bugg^t  two.  In  the  first  plaoe,  m 
somewhat  unusual  and  not  altogether 
justifiable  course  has  been  followed  in 
this  matter.  While  the  House  of  Oonu 
mens  remained  in  perfect  ignorance  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Gbvemment,  thn 
noble  Lord  and  some  of  his  colleagnaa 
were  going  about  discounting  thn 
popularity  which  their  scheme  miglit 
gain  for  them  among  the  classes  in  the 
community  interested  in  naval  expend!* 
ture ;  and  in  favoured  places,  and  in 
congenial  company — at  banquets  in 
the  Oity  of  London  and  occasionally 
in  the  Provinces,  taking  credit  to 
themselves  for  the  great  things  therj 
were  about  to  do.  It  was  necessary, 
therefore,  to  make  as  much  of  it  ns 
possible.  The  second  motive  was  that 
it  was,  above  all  things  necessary  to  fill 
the  eye,  and  inflame  the  imagination, 
and  impress  the  ingenious  mind,  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebono 
(Lord  0.  Beresford)  and  those  officers  of 
the  Service  who  are  of  his  sohooL 
Whether  they  have  altogether  suooeeded 
in  that  object  I  am  not  very  sure,  be- 
cause, from  what  I  know  of  the  noUo 
Lord,  I  think  he  is  far  too  shrewd  not  to 
see  the  real  state  of  the  case.  But  I 
wish  to  examine  this  large  demand 
which  is  made  upon  us,  and  to  in* 
quire  what  is  involved  in  it,  and 
what  justification  is  put  forward  tor 
it,  but  before  I  do  so  I  ask  the  Oom- 
mittee to  consider  what  is  the  origin 
of  the  GoYemment  proposal.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  O.  Hamilton)  did  not  give 
quite  an  accurate  account  of  the  onffin 
in  his  speech.  The  real  orig^  of  tms 
new  Naval  Programme  is  to  be  found 
in  an  Amendment  moved  about  this 
time  last  year  to  the  Army  Estimatea 
asking  for  the  appointment  of  a  Oom- 
mission  to  inquire  into  the  provision 
made  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire.  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  will  agree  with  me  in  this. 
The  Gbvemment  took  it  into  their 
heads  that  they  were  going  to  be 
beaten  on  a  Division  on  that  Amend- 
ment !  I  do  not  believe  they  would 
have  been,  but,  however,  for  fear  of 
that  result,  they  proposed  to  meet  the 
desire  of  hon.  Members  in  another  way,' 
and  to  inquire  in  a  way,  and  to  a  degree 
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of  oIoMiiMa  not  hitherto  luual,  into 
the  state  of  the  defenoes  of  the  Eiapire, 
and,  KooordineW,  the;  appointed  thit 
Oommitteeof  Hembere  of  the  Cabinet 
of  which  we  hare  heard  ao  much.  Th« 
noble  Lord  somewhat  nnkindlj  i^ored 
this  inoident,  and  aaoribed  hia  preaant 
polioj  to  a  happy  inspiration  of  the 
Qovernment,  who,  he  told  ua,  "reaolred, 
after  a  full  eurrey  made  of  the  reqoire- 
menta  of  the  Navy  and  the  oouati^,  and 
baring  asoertained  what  the  defioienoies 
were,  to  do  oar  beet  to  make  them  good 
with  all  the  rapidity  which  waa  oon- 
eiatsnt  with  good  oonstruotion.  Her 
Uajeaty'a  Government  determined  to 
•dopt  that  principle,  and  our  new  ship- 
building  programme  is  based  upon 
it"  Well,  if  that  were  a  prinoiple 
spontaneoualy  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  it  waa  a  rather  audden 
reaolutioD  on  their  part,  and  not  alto- 
gether conaiatent  with  their  previoua 
•otion.  For  the  last  few  yeara  they 
had  been  redudng  the  Naval  Eati- 
mates,  to  gain  eome  degree  of  temporary 
popularity,  no  doubt,  poaaibly  ii 
jear  to  prevent — ahall  I  oall  iti 
offloial  suioide  of  a  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exahequer,  and  in  the  next  year  to 
avoid  hie  oritioiBme.  They  have  been 
reducing  the  Eetimatea,  and  aeauring 
US  that  all  waa  well  with  the  Navy ;  that 
it  waa  abundantly  adequate ;  and  depre- 
cating sudden  aud  spasmodic  mova- 
mente  in  shipbuilding.  Now,  I  am  not 
going  to  dwell  at  thia  moment  on  this 
One  of  argument— on  theee  assertions 
and  deolarationa  by  the  naval  authori- 
tiaa  of  the  adequacy  of  our  naval 
strength  —  and  to  found  on  them 
my  main  ai^ument  against  the  Oovem- 
mant  poliuy,  for  I  wish  rather  to 
consider  that  upon  its  merits  ;  but  they 
affierd  an  abundant  supply  of  that  (h 
fHAfiw  argument  so  freely  made  use  of 
from  the  front  Bench  opposite.  I  can 
imagine,  for  inatanoe,  if  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  been  engaged  in 
oppoaing  the  Govemmast  policy,  how 
he  would  have  revelled  and  rollicked  in 
tiie  materia]  fumiahed  by  ao  prollfio  a 
mine  of  his  favourite  argument.  But 
while  not  dwelling  upon  them  I  must 
obaerve  that  the  statements  to  which  I 
refer  were  not  expressions  of  opinion  by 
private  Membera  which  might  change 
with  changing  times  aud  oiroumatoncee, 
but  were  the  authoritative  aiisertioaa 
made  by  responsible  Itinistera  of  the 
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Oown  to  the  House  of  Oommons  apon 
whiuh  they  sought  for  and  obtained  sup- 
port  for  their  naval  policy ;  so  that 
it  was  something  mucn  more  serioiu 
than  the  mere  expression  of  opinion  of 

Srivate  Uembere.  But  E  do  not  wish  to 
wellonthatpartofthesubjeot.  The  First 
Lord  proceeded  in  support  of  the  wisdom 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  Ghovernment, 
to  adduoe  the  opinion  of  the  Oommittea 
on  Naval  Estimates,  of  wbich  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  Ohairman  last  year.  H« 
said  it  was  a  marvellous  thing  that  thia 
body  of  Members,  taken  frum  every 
part  of  the  House,  absolutely  agreed 
with  the  view  the  Government  bad 
taken.  I  will  read  the  words  the  noble 
Lord  used,  so  as  to  make  thia  clear — 


tut  uy  Daw  ihip  building  proBTamma  ihould 
beaad  upon  a  full  iuitb/  knd  kaowlod^  ol 


"Was  arriTad  at  acme  mooths  after  the 
daoiiioD  of  the  Govammant,  and  it  i«  a  ourioos 
(xnaoideDoa  beoauaa  it  ihowi  that  ao  tar  f  n>n  this 
inoreua  of  luval  Bipanditura  whioh  we  advo- 
oat«  boing  oaoaaiarily  sHooiBtad,  aa  aoma  think  It 
is,  with  the  tradiUon*,  training,  and  pTadileo- 
tioD>  of  the  Tory  Party,  wa  have  indlaputabla 
avidenoato  tha  oontiary,  a  body  of  man  apadally 
appointed  to  Donrider  queatioD*  of  naTal  eipan- 
ditura  and  tampoiaril}'  dlaaooiatad  from  thair 
political  prqjudioaa  have  arrivad  at  idantioally 
the  aama  oonoloaian*  aa  Her  M^jaatr'a  Oovam* 

Now,  it  is  only  right  to  say  that  thia 
Oomuiittee  determined  from  the  first— 
aud  determined  rightly — that  we  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adequacy  or  strength  of  the 
Navy.  We  were  not  appointed  to  go 
into  the  strength  of  the  Navy,  and  had 
we  done  that  we  should  have  required 
to  take  a  very  large  amount  of  impor- 
tant evidenoe.  It  is  quite  true  we  oouli 
not  exclude  questions  bearing  on  thit 
tubjeot  when  we  happened  to  have  k 
lietinffuished  Admiral  before  us  in  his 
offlaiaT  position,  and  Members  of  th« 
Oommittee  did  ask  such  a  witness 
whether  he  wss  satisfied  with  the  con- 
dition of  our  Fleet,  and  with  th« 
sufficiency  of  that  Fleet  Anyone  whA 
looks  at  the  Seport  of  that  Oon- 
mittee  will  observe  the  singularly  con- 
tradictory answers  received  on  this 
point.  But  the  Oommittee  itselt  con- 
sidered that  the  queetion  of  increased 
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expenditure  on  the  Fleet  was  altogether 
beyond  their  functions,  and  they  gave 
no  expression  to  any  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. What  they  did  inquire  into  was 
the  mode  in  which  the  Naval  Estimates 
were  framed,  and  the  degree  of  in- 
formation, knowledge,  and  professional 
opinion  which  was  at  the  disposal  of 
those  who  decided  upon  them  in  their 
ultimate  shape.  As  result  of  our  inquiry 
into  that  point,  an  hon.  Member  whom  I 
see  opposite  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Beport  to  the  effect  that  every  year  in 
framing  the  Estimates — for  we  were 
then  dealing  with  the  annual  Estimates, 
but  an  expansive  programme  such  as 
this — every  year  in  framing  the  Esti- 
mates the  Naval  Members  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  should  be  called  upon  to 
state  what,  in  their  view,  the  require- 
ments of  the  country  demanded  in  ship- 
building, and  that  that  should  be 
plainly  put  before  the  Government,  and 
that  if  those  views  were  overruled  then 
the  reason  for  that  course  should  be  re- 
corded. I  do  not  give  the  words  of  the 
Amendment,  but  that  was  the  effect  of  it. 
That  Amendment  was  moved,  but  it  only 
received  the  support  of  three  Members 
of  the  Committee.  But  another  Amend- 
ment was  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  and  accepted  unanimously, 
to  this  effect— 

"Tour  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and 
the  Ohovemment  respectively  for  t^e  efficiency 
of  the  Navy  would  be  more  clearly  defined 
and  accentuated  if  the  wants  of  the  country 
were  carefully  considered,  and  a  programme 
drawn  up  and  submitted  by  the  First  Lord 
on  behalf  of  the  Board  to  the  Cabinet  before 
any  decision  is  taken  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
to  be  spent  du.ing  the  year.** 

This  was  a  very  reasonable  proposal 
which  the  Committee  accepted,  but  it 
has  nothing  of  the  character  the  First 
Lord  attributed  to  it.  It  related  solely 
to  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  each  year, 
and  to  their  mode  of  preparation,  and, 
above  all,  it  cannot  be  quoted  as  any  ap- 
proval whatever  of  an  increase  in  naval 
expenditure,  or  as  in  any  way  supersed- 
ing the  tendency  which  anyone  may  have, 
and  which  I  have  not,  of  associating  such 
a  policy  with  the  traditions  and  predilec- 
tions of  the  Tory  Party.  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  explain  this  matter  on  behalf 
of  the  Committee  on  Navy  Estimates  of 
last  year,  and  now  let  me  come  to  the 
actual  proposals  of  the  Government. 
There  are,  undoubtedly,   two  bases  on 
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which  we  may  oonsider  and  decide  what 
is  the  requisite  strength  of  the  Nmvy— 
first,  a  comparison  with  other  Powers: 
and.  secondly,  a.  review  of  the  dntiee 
which  would  be  imposed  upon  the  Fleet 
in  time  of  war.  Those  are  the  two  ariteda 
which  may  be  applied.  The  first  of 
these  is  a  matter  on  which  we  can  all 
form  a  more  or  less  correct  judgment^ 
and  I  would  say  at  once  that  on  the 
mere  comparison  with  other  nations 
taken  by  itself  I  can  find  no  justifioation 
for  any  large  extension  of  our  naval 
strength.  But  let  me,  to  prevent  mis* 
understanding,  say  for  myself  that  I 
accept  in  the  fullest  and  most  oom- 
plete  form  the  doctrine  jdiat  it  ie 
necessary  for  this  country  to  hold 
the  supremacy  of  the  seas,  and  that, 
further,  I  accept  the  doctrine  that  the 
test  and  standard  of  this  supremaoj  is 
that  our  Fleet  should  be  as  strong 
as  the  combined  strength  of  ai^ 
other  two  Fleets  in  the  worli 
That  supremacy  I  b^eve  to  be  the 
traditional  possession  of  this  oountij.  I 
believe  it  is  necessary,  on  account  of  onr 
insular  position,  and  the  extent  of  ovst 
Colonial  Empire,  and  I  further  believe 
that  that  necessity  has  not  been  im- 
paired, but  rather  increased,  bj  the 
development  of  our  trade,  by  the  mul- 
tiplication of  our  interests  in  all  parts 
of  the  globe,  and  by  the  inoreaaed 
facility  of  communication  all  over  the 
world.  But,  above  all,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  we  hold  that  supremacy  of  the 
seas  with  the  consent  of,  and  without 
any  injury  or  grievance  to,  neighbonring 
countries.  I  believe  it  causes  no  jealoo^ 
among  them.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
nation  with  whom  we  are  more  imme- 
diately concerned — France,  the  natum 
occupying  a  naval  position  next  to  onr- 
selves  with  a  long  interval  between  the 
second  and  third — what  is  the  feeling  in 
France  on  the  subject  ?  When  I  waa 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  it  was  nur 
duty  to  read  the  debates  in  the  Frenw 
Chamber  and  in  the  Budp^t  Comnussioa 
in  relation  to  naval  affairs ;  it  was  mj 
duty,  and  at  the  same  time  it  was  a 
source  of  satisfaction  and  pleasure  to 
me.  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  adopt  the 
cynical  saying  of  the  French  philosopher, 
that  our  greatest  pleasure  consists  ia 
contemplating  the  misfortunes  of  other 
people;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  it 
is  a  great  solace  and  relief  to  us 
to    find   that    other    people    are   not 
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exempt  from  the  distresaee  and  cala- 
mities under  which  we  aoffer.     What 
did  I  find  in  thia  course  of  reading  which 
I  strongly  recommend  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber afSicted   with   the  idea   that  our 
Nayy  is  conducted  in  a  deplorablv  bad 
manner  ?    I  found  the  same  complaints, 
the  same  grumblings,    the   same  con- 
demnations we  are  so  accustomed  to 
hear.    They  complained  that  ships  took 
too  long  to  build.    In  passing,  let  me 
congratulate  the  noble  Lord  ;  the  credit 
is  due  to  him  and  his  OoUeaffuesof  hav- 
ing, at  all  events,  wiped  out  that  disgrace 
and    source  of  expenditure  iirom  our 
administration.    I  am   not    sure    that 
France  has  yet  got  over  it.    They  com- 
plained of  the  slowness  in  the  delivery 
of   guns ;    they    quarrelled    over    the 
designs  of  ships  and  guns ;  but  what  I 
wish  specially  to  refer  to  is  this^ — that 
from  first  to  last,  except,  perhaps,  when  an 
occasional  expression  fell  frt>m  some  hair- 
brained  fanatic  injurious  to  this  country, 
there  was  not  a  word  used  in  debate  but 
expressed  full  acknowledgment  of  the 
fact  that  the  English  naval  power  was 
the    strongest,    and    ought  to  be  the 
strongest,  in  the  world.    I  remember 
one  important  authority  expressly  de- 
clared that,    in    respect    to    the    most 
important  classes  of  8hips,»France  could 
not  even  Hvaliser  with  Qreat  Britain. 
So   fully    do    they  admit    the    superi- 
ority of   this  country.      But  now    let 
me    explain    by    a    few    figures    the 
progress  of  shipbuilding  in  France  in 
recent  years.     I  may  say,   putting  it 
briefly,  that  about  20  years  ago  France 
discovered  that  she  had,  in  the  modem 
sense  of  the  word,  no  ironclads  at  all ; 
that  her  ironclads  were  all  of  the  original 
^vpe,    wooden  built,  with  iron  on  the 
sides,  and  vessels  so  constructed  were 
known  to  be  inefficient  compared    to 
others,  and  liable  to  be  racked  and  torn 
asunder  by  the  weight  of  armour  on  the 
sides.    The  French  made  up  their  minds 
that  they  must  create  a  new  fleet  of 
battle-ships.    They,  therefore,  instituted 
m  great  programme  to  be  spread  over 
20  years,  and  it  is  in  the  development  of 
that  programme  that  their  shipbuilding 
expenditure  has  been  increased  year  by 
year.     The  execution  has  not  been,  in 
fact,  so  fast  as  they  expected.    During 
tiie  years  1863-74  the  average  annuiu 
expenditure    on    new  construction  for 
hulls  and  engines  was  £740,709 ;  for  the 
next  three  years  it  was  increased  to  about 


*  £  1 ,  300, 000.    Our  exjpenditure  averaged 
in  the  same  years  £2,220,000.    In  the 
years  1878-79-80  there  was  a  very  serious 
check  in  the  shipbuilding  in  this  country. 
During  that  period  we  almost  touched 
low  water  mark.    The  French  expen- 
diture still  continued  £1,400,000,  and 
ours  was  only  £1,440,000. 
*Thb  SEOBETABY  to  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY   (Mr.    FoBwooD,    Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
is  wrong  in  his  figures.   The  expenditure 
in  England  in  1877-8  for  new  construc- 
tion was  £2,922,000. 
♦Mr.    OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  took  the  figures  from  the  Beturn  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  on    the 
Table,  a  Beturn  of  Naval  Expenditure 
from    1859    to    1888    inclusive.      The 
amounti  £1,440,000,  was  very  little  more 
than  the  French  expenditure.  During  the 
following  threeyearsl881,1882,and  1883, 
the  French  expenditure   remained   at 
£1,400,000,  whUe  ours  was  £1,800,000« 
Since  the  Northbrook  programme  has 
been  brought  into  play  the  French  ex- 
penditure has  risen  to  £  1,700,000  a-year, 
while  the  British  expenditure  has  been 
£3,120,000.      Looking  at  the  relative 
expenditure  of  the  two  countries,  there- 
fore, there  is  no  reason  for  an  extrava- 
gant  expenditure  in  this  country:  we 
ave  kept  well  a-head  of  our  rival.  With 
reeard  to  ships  in  existence  and  ships 
buildinff,  we  have  16  first  class-battle- 
ships of  what  I  will  call  the  most  modem 
type,  ships  which  have  been  launched 
since  1878,  while  the  French  have  12 
and   the    Bussians   five.      Of  vessels 
launched  before  1878,  some  of   which 
are  among  the  strongest  ships  in  our 
Navy,  such  as  the  InJUxible^  the  TinU- 
raire,  and  the  Dn^nought,  we  have  16; 
while  the  French  have  only  two  vessels 
of  iron  and  ten  of  wood,  and  the  Bussians 
have  two.      The  two  French  ships,  the 
Fri&dland  and  Redouhtahle^   are  strong 
vessels ;  but  the  ten  wooden  ships  are 
fast  passinff  into  that  picturesque  cate- 
gory which  Uie  French  style,   ''  8an$^ 
vaUur  $iH&ux.*'    As  to  vessels  on  the 
stocks,  the  comparison  of  this  country  is 
not  so  good;    and  here  I  blame  the 
Government.  It  has  always  been  thought 
better  to  keep  steadily  advancing  than 
to  allow  an  interval  when  the  programme 
might  lapse  into  nothing.    If  the  (Go- 
vernment had  laid  down  new  ships  in  the 
last  two  vears,  even  at  the  risk  of  in- 
creasing the  Navy  Estimates  a  little,  the 
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tnting  the  other  House  of  the  Legis- 
lature the  equal  oo- partner  with  this 
House  in  determining  the  expenditure 
of  the  year.  This  is  not  the  policy 
which  1  would  have  expected  from  a 
prudent  Administration.  The  policy  I 
should  have  recommended  would  haye 
been  to  continue,  in  such  deg^e,  and 
io  such  extent,  and  for  such  a  duration 
of  time  as  might  be  necessary,  the 
process  of  graoually  building  up  the 
strength  of  the  Navy,  until  it  was  fully 
adequate,  in  the  judgment  of  the  re- 
sponsible Ooyemment  and  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  the  duties  required  of  it.  This 
process  I  am  not  prepared  abruptly  to 
discontinue  by  rejecting  the  whole 
of  the  Resolution  now  before  us, 
and  I  deeply  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment,  by  the  con- 
ditions they  haye  attached  to  their  pro- 
posals, by  the  form  in  which  they  are 
put  forward,  and  by  this  neglect  to 
furnish  grounds  for  the  precise  extent 
of  this  demand,  have  made  it  difficult  for 
us  to  support  it,  even  for  those  of  us 
who  yield  to  them  not  one  whit  in  our 
desire  to  maintain  the  position  and 
power  of  the  British  Nayy. 

*Mr.  FORWOOD:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  may  be 
diyided  into  several  chapters,  some 
of  which  are  favourable  to  the  plans  of 
the  Government,  and  some  of  which  are 
not.  In  the  end,  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  somewhat  in  doubt 
as  to  which  side  of  the  fence  he  should 
come  down  upon. 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
No ;  I  distinctly  said  I  could  not  inter- 
rupt a  process,  which  I  thought  was  a 
right  one,  by  flatly  rejecting  the  pro 
posals  of  the  Government.  I  only 
regretted  that  the  Government  had 
made  it  so  difficult  for  us  to  support 
them. 

*Mr.  FORWOOD:  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
shall  have  to  claim  the  indulgence  of 
the  Committee  while  I  lay  some  figures 
before  it,  not  for  the  purpose  of  any  tu 
qwique  argument,  but  in  support  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Home  charges  of  inconsistency  have 
been  brougnt  against  me,  and  I  will  as 
rapidly  as  possible  deal  with  that  branch 
of  the  subject  which  concerns  myself 
personally.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston  has  very  courteously  re- 
ferred to  certain  speeches  I  have  made 
with  regard  to  the  comparative  strength 
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of  the  British  Navy.  The  noble  Iiord 
the  Member  for  Poddington  has  also 
referred  to  those  speeches,  thoagh  in 
not  quite  so  courteous  tones.  [Lord  B. 
Churchill  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Haggerston  has  quite  correotly 
quoted  me,  but  he  has  omitted  to  notioe 
that  a  few  days  after  the  delivery  of  one 
of  the  speeches  referred  to,  I  made 
another  speech  in  which  I  pointed  oat 
that  on  the  former  occasion  I  nad  merely 
quoted  figures  from  an  official  statement 
snowing  the  number  of  different  daaees 
of  vessels  possessed  by  England  com- 
pared with  those  possessed  by  otiier 
Powers,  adding  that ''  I  left  the  moral 
to  be  drawn  by  others,"  as  no  more 
difficult  argument  could  be  entered  upon 
than  to  attempt  to  compare  the  strenii^ 
of  different  smps  of  war — ^that  it  is  one 
upon  which  naval  men  differ,  and  that 
I,  as  a  civilian,  would  not  attempt  to 
deal  with  it. 

«Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  The  words  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  I  quoted,  were  ''  that  the  Navy  of 
England  is  more  than  equal  to  the  two 
greatest  navies  of  Europe — those  of 
France  and  Russia." 

*Mb.  FORWOOD :  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  me  accurately  enough,  bat  he 
did  not  quote  a  subsequent  paragraph 
in  my  remarks  where  I  stated  my  opinion 
was  based  upon  a  comparison  of  the  nu- 
merical strength  of  the  respective  navies. 
An  opinion  on  such  a  subject  may  be 
liable  to  be  changed  as  events  occur.  I 
claim,  on  behalf  of  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty,  that  they  have  taken  the  beet 
means  of  ascertaining  what  is  the  oom- 
parative  efficiency  of  the  Navy.  The 
naval  mancsuvres  afforded  the  first  and 
the  best  means  of  ascertaining  what  ves- 
sels of  war  could  do ;  and  after  going  to 
the  expense  of  those  manoouvres,  it 
would  be  obstinate  folly  to  ignore 
the  experience  so  gained  for  the  sake 
of  maintaining  a  former  opinion.  The 
naval  manoeuvres  developed  for  the 
first  time  the  probable  value  of  vessels  of 
war  in  relation  to  the  blockade  of  an 
enemy's  port.  It  was  from  the  experi- 
ence thus  gained  and  upon  the  advice  of  a 
competent  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  lessons  to  be  learnt  from  the 
mancsuvres  as  well  as  from  consultation 
with  an  able  body  of  colleagues,  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty determined  upon  the  Estimates 
submitted  to  the  House. 
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Mr.  duff  (Banffshire) :  May  I  ask 
what  is  the  reoommendation  of  the 
Oommittee  which  the  hon.  Oentleman  is 
Teferring  to  ? 
♦Mr.  for  wood  :  The  paragraph  in 
the  Report  of  the  Navy  Estimates  Oom- 
mittee 18 — 

'<That  the  responsibility  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  and  of  the  Goremment  woold  be 
more  clearly  defined  and  executed  if  the  wanU 
of  the  country  urere  carefully  considered,  and  a 
programme  drawn  up  and  submitted  by  the 
First  Lord  on  behalf  ox  the  Board  to  the  Cabinet 
before  a  decision  was  taken  as  to  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  spent  in  the  year.*' 

It  was  in  response  to  that  paragraph  of 
the  report  that  the  First  Lord  called  for 
information,  and  obtained  it  in  the 
most  complete  manner  possible,  as  to 
what  would  be  the  wants  of  the  Navy 
under  the  present  conditions  of  na?al 
warfare,  as  these  were  developed  by  the 
naval  manoeuvres.  On  that  information, 
and  on  the  recommendations  of  his 
advisers,  he  has  framed  the  programme 
which  has  now  been  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  basis  of  that  programme 
is  that  our  naval  strength  should  be 
equal  to  that  of  any  two  Continental 
nations.  The  noble  Lord  behind  me 
(Lord  C.  Beresford)  says  that  he 
approves  of  what  the  Admiralty  have 
done,  but  that  they  have  gone  the  wronff 
way  about  it — that  they  never  called 
arouod  their  table  the  sailors,  the  con- 
structors, and  the  artillerymen. 

Lord  C.  B£R£SF0RD:  I  did  not 
say  they  never  did  so,  but  I  want  to 
knuw  whether,  in  this  case,  they  did 
so? 
♦Mb.  for  wood  :  Then  I  can  assure 
my  noble  Friend  that  the  sailors,  con- 
structors, and  artillerymen  have  been 
engaged  during  the  past  six  months  in 
considering  the  details  of  the  various 
ships  that  should  be  included  in  the 
Programme,  and  I  do  not  think  that  a 
more  business-like,  or  complete  arrange- 
ment could  have  been  made  to  ensure 
a  good  and  efficient  shin.  It  has  been 
the  endeavour  of  the  Admiralty  to  gain 
experience,  and  to  prevent  a  recurrence 
of  past  mistakes.  One  of  the  most  im- 
portant matters  in  regard  to  a  vessel  is 
displacement ;  and  care  has  been  taken 
to  leave  a  sufficient  margin,  so  that  when 
a  vessel  goes  to  sea  she  should  float  at 
the  draugnt  for  which  she  was  designed. 
Further,  it  was  determined  that  the 
trials  of  shins  should  not  be  morelj 
measured    mue    trials    with    a    forced 
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draught,  but  that  the  ships  should  be 
taken  out  to  sea,  and  their  speed  ascer- 
tained by  runs  of  considerable  duration 
at  sea.  I  hope  that  I  have  now  cleared 
up  the  Doints  raised  by  my  noble  Friend 
as  to  the  designs  of  these  dijps.  But 
we  went  further  than  that,  llie  First 
Lord  has  already  explained  that  he  was 
not  content  to  have  the  opinions 
of  the  constructors,  and  of  the 
members  of  the  Naval  Board,  but 
that  he  submitted  the  designs  of  the 
ships  proposed  to  be  built  to  an  inde- 
pendent committee  of  admirals  not  con- 
nected with  the  Admiralty.  They  were 
perfectly  informed  on  all  points,  so  that 
their  views  mi^ht  have  greater  weight, 
and  their  opimons  were  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  craft  proposed  to  be  built. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  question  of 
design  further  than  this:  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oardiff  (Sir  E.  Reed)  when 
discussing  the  question  of  design,  pro- 
posed a  higher  wall  of  iron  between  the 
redoubts ;  but  he  did  not  say  that  the 
thousand  tons  of  additional  weight  to  be 
carried  must  be  taken  off  some  other 
part  already  protected  or  some  alteration 
be  made  in  the  dimensions  of  the 
ship 

♦SiK  E.  REED  (Oardiff) :  The  hon. 
Member  is  forgetful.  I  did  not  advocate 
any  alteration  in  the  design  of  the  NiU 
and  Trafalgar.  I  only  advocated  that 
they  should  not  have  a  thousand  tons  less 
armour  than  they  already  carried. 

*Mk.  for  wood  :  At  any  rate,  it  is 
clear  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
carefully  read  the  papers  circulated  with 
reference  to  the  designs,  or  he  would 
find  that  the  armament  of  the  new  ships 
will  require  something  like  500  tons 
additional  displacement  for  the  ad- 
ditional auxiliary  armament  and  rounds 
of  ammunition  to  be  carried.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  in  his  speech, 
endeavoured  to  belittle  the  proposals 
of  the  Oovemment.  [''No,  no."] 
With  that  object,  he  compared  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  coming  five  years 
with  the  expenditure  for  five  previous 
vears.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  has  dealt  with  the 
question  of  expenditure  on  somewhat 
tne  same  lines,  and  he  has  stated  that, 
with  only  the  average  expenditure  of 
the  past  five  years  we  could  have 
completed  what  we  now  propose  to 
do.  Now,  I  am  bound  to  saj 
that    sinoe   mj   noble    Friend    made 
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his  statement  in  this  House,  and  a 
more  complete  and  lucid  statement 
could  not  have  been  made,  an  endeavour 
appears  to  have  heen  made  to  obscure 
and  confuse  the  public  mind  wjth  regard 
to  the  figures.  If  there  was  a  fault  in 
the  statement  of  my  noble  Friend  it  was 
that.  In  his  anxiety  todraw  a  fair  and 
unexaggerated  picture  of  the  scheme, 
the  noble  Lord  understated  rather  than 
exaggerated  the  the  programme  which 
he  laid  before  the  House.  Let  me  re- 
capitulate the  figures  quoted  by  my  noble 
Friend.  He  said  that  within  the  next  five 
years  he  would  finish  the  vessels  now  in 
course  of  construction  and  in  progress 
of  completion  at  a  cost  of  £1,500,000; 
that  he  would  build  and  complete 
in  the  dockyards  in  the  course  of  the 
next  four  years,  certain  new  vessels 
which  he  enumerated,  at  a  cost  of 
£8,650,000  for  hulls  and  engines, 
and  that  he  would  provide  guns  for 
those  vessels  at  a  cost  of  £2,850,000. 
Then  there  would  be  a  certain  number 
of  vessels  built  by  contract  at  a  cost  of 
£10,000,000,  and  my  noble  Friend 
finished  by  stating,  as  any  man  of  com- 
mon sense  would  have  stated,  that  it  was 
necessary  to  leave  a  sum  of  money  in 
hand  available  for  the  commencement  of 
new  work  in  our  Dockyards.  No  one 
dreamt  that  we  were  going  to  cease 
work  in  the  Dockyards  when  the  Ship- 
building Programme  was  complete. 
Whether  the  House  will  pass  the  Navy 
Estimates  in  years  to  come,  by  ap- 
propriating the  surplus  of  £d,000«OOQ  to 
new  construction,  or  use  it  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Estimates,  I  cannot  say 
but  we  at  any  rate  are  entitled  to  regard 
it  as  a  provision  we  have  made  for  work 
to  be  carried  on  in  the  Dockyards.  The 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  the  total  ex- 
penditure proposed  by  my  noble  Friend 
thus  amounts  to  £26,000,000.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  dissents,  and  has  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  when  it  was 
compared  with  our  Naval  expenditure 
of  the  past  five  years,  the  increase  for 
the  next  five  years  was  only  £3,900,000, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  £5,200,000  unac- 
counted for. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.):  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  spoke 
of  ships,  not  of  armaments. 
♦Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Yes,  on  ships,  not 
armaments.  The  hon.  Member  divided 
the  expenditure  on  the  new  programme 
into  two  parts — £5,350,000  for  arma^ 
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ments,  and  £16,150,000  for  hulk  and 
engines.  The  cost  of  the  annamenta, 
he  said,  he  would  leave  on  one  side. 
This  was  rather  a  curious  mode  of 
assessing  the  cost  of  a  war  yessel,  for 
guns  and  ammunition  do  not  fall  from 
the  clouds.  We  propose  to  order  the 
guns ,  to  pay  for  them  as  we  go  on.  Some 
such  idea  may  have  been  entertained  by 
the  Government  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber belonged;  but,  as  matter  of  fact 
people,  we  are  now  going  to  provide  guns 
and  to  pay  for  them.  The  hon.  Member 
further  went  on  to  compare  the  ex- 
penditure we  propose  to  incur  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  last  five  years,  and 
he  tried  to  make  us  believe  that  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  last  five  yeara  averaged 
£3,900,000. 

«SiR  E.  REED :  On  ships. 

*Mr.  FORWOOD:  Yes,  on  ships. 
Now,  I  think  that  quotation  of  figures  i» 
pretty  much  on  a  par  with  the  erroneous 
statements  which  have  been  going  the 
round  of  the  Press  during  the  last  three 
months. 

«SiR  E.  REED:  I  took  the  figures 
from  a  Return  laid  before  the  House  a 
few  weeks  ago  on  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite — a  Parliamentary 
Return. 

«Mr.  forwood  :  I  am  abontto  quote 
from  a  Parliamentary  Return — ^Appen- 
dix C,  Navy  Expense  Accounts,  1 887.8 — 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  will  turn  to  that 
Account,  and  refer  to  the  expenditure  in 
the  years  1883-4, 1884-5,  1885-6, 1886-7, 
and  1887-8,  he  will  find  that  the  total 
for  those  five  years  up  to  the  31st  of 
March,  1888 — the  last  year  for  which 
the  Returns  are  complete  is  £14,225,000. 

"^SiR  E.  REED :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member.  I  did  not  fake  that 
Return,  but  I  took  the  cost  of  construc- 
tion last  year  from  the  Navy  Estimates 
now  before  us. 

*Mr.  FORWOOD:  Then  the  com- 
parison of  the  hon.  Member  is  wrong 
and  misleading,  because  it  gives  the 
expenditure  with  the  incidental  or 
establishment  charges.  £14,225,000 
was  expended  during  five  years  I  have 
mentioned  in  new  construction,  irre- 
spective of  indirect  charges,  or  an 
average  of  £2,845,000  per  annum, 
nearly  £500,000  less  per  annum  than 
the  figures  the  hon.  Member  gave 
as  his  basis  for  comparison.  A  com- 
parison between  what  we  now  propose 
and    the    past    five  years    woidd^    I 
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believe,  condusiyely  prove  the  financial 
soundnesB  of  the  soheme  which  we  have 
laid  before  the  House.     Within  the  five 
years  endina:  the  diet  of  March  next, 
Lord     Northbrook's     additional    pro- 
{Oratmme  would  have    been  commenced 
and  finished,  including  the  purchase  of 
a  number  of  torpedo   and  other  craft 
paid  for  out  of  the  Votes  of  Credit. 
We  do  not  wish  to  depend   on  Votes 
of    Credit,    but    to    make    our    finan- 
cial   arrangements    clear    and    distinct 
before  we  enter  into   shipbuilding  en- 
gagements.   The  abnormal  expenditure 
of    the    past     five    years     represents 
£4,250,000,  which,  deducted  from  the 
total  outlay  of  £15,000,000  during  the 
period,    leaves    the    normal    expendi- 
ture of  the  five  years  at    £2,150,000 
per  annum.     As  our  ordinary  expendi- 
ture   is    to    be    fixed    at    £2,650,000, 
we  are  proposing  to  expend  an  addition 
of   £500,000   per    annum    to    that    of 
the  past  five  years.     We  believe  that 
£2,650,000  is  an  amount  of  money  that 
would  maintain  the  Navy  at  the  stan- 
dard at  which  we  desire  to  place  it.     If 
our  calculations  are  correct,  when  the 
vessels  we  propose  to  build   are  com- 
pleted, the  wastage  of  the  Fleet  will 
amount  to  £2,650,000  per  annum,  and 
if  the  future  House  of  Commons  desire 
to  maintain  the  Navy  at  that  standard 
of  strength,  it  will  be  necessary  to  expend 
the  sum  of  £2,650,000,  or  we  should 
have  the   Navy  falling  back,  and  the 
former   scares    repeated    with    further 
spasmodic    schemes    for    shipbuilding, 
altogether  unsatisfactory  in  the  interests 
of  the  country.     At  this  point  it  may 
be   convenient  that  I  should   refer  to 
the  return  which  has  been  prepared  at 
the    instance  of   the   noble    Lord   the 
Member  for  Paddington. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:    Has   that 
return  been  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

♦Mr.  FORWOOD:  Yes;  but  not 
printed.  This  is  a  proof  which  came 
in  to-day  for  correction,  but  it  is  con- 
venient to  refer  to  it  in  print  rather 
than  in  manuscript.  I  desire  to  give 
hon.  Members  an  idea  of  what  would 
be  the  standard  at  which  the  Navy  will 
be  placed  by  our  proposal.  In  1894  the 
proposed  standard  for  England's  Fleet 
is  77  aimoured  vessels  and  88  protected 
vessels.  It  is  estimated  that  at  the  same 
date  France  will  have  of  vessels  ready, 
building,  or  projected,  48  armoured  and 
14    protected;    Russia    will    have    27 
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armoured    vessels,   with    3    protected; 
Germany  will  have  40  armoured  vessels 
and  10  protected,  and  Italy  will  have  19 
armoured  yessels  and  17  protected.     I 
do  not  give  the  numbers  of  the  smaller 
class  of  vessels.    That   represents  the 
standard  of  the  Navy  at   present  pro- 
posed by  the  lights  now  before  us,  by 
the  experience  of  the  manceuvres,  and 
by  the  opinions  of  officers  most  com- 
petent to  advise  the  Admiralty.      We 
consider  that  when  we  propose  an  ex- 
penditure we  should  avoid   the  faults 
which  have  been  committed  in  the  past. 
One  great  fault  of  Naval  Administration 
has  been  that  we  have  had  vast  paper 
Fleets,  but  sufficient  money  never  taken 
to  rapidly  complete  the  vessels.     I  will 
take  the  last  period,  in   1885*6,  when 
Lord  Northbrook's  scheme  was  proposed, 
the  liability  then  undertaken  for  new 
construction  involved  £9,000,000  sterlins^ 
to.  complete   the    ships    building   ana 
those  to  be  built.     The   House   will 
scarcely  credit  me  when  I  say  that  to 
meet  that  £9,000,000  only  £800,000 
was  added  to  the  normal  shipbuilding 
Vote  for  the  year,  which  was  £2,150,000. 
Of  course  there  were  Votes  of  Credit 
taken,  and  they  came  to  their  aid  in  the 
course  of  the  year.      But  the  present 
Oovemment  desire  to  lay  down  a  proper 
financial  programme  at  the  outset,  and 
not  to  depend  on  fortuitous  Votes  of 
Credit.     But  the  short  supply  of  funds 
did  not  stop  at  shipbuilding.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  has  eliminated  guns 
from  his  figures,  but  the  question  of 
guns  has  a  most  important  bearing  as 
regards  the  readiness  and  the  efficiency 
of  ships  for  service.     In  1885-6,  as  I 
have    said,    £9,000,000    sterling    was 
required  to  commence  and  complete  the 
ships  included  in  the  programme.     And 
what  was  the  amount  of    money  that 
was  taken    for  the  guns?      The  total 
amount  for  guns  and  warlike  stores, 
which  were  then  provided  by  the  Army 
Vote,   was    only    £1,000,000    sterling. 
As  it  takes  about  half  a  million  an- 
nually for  the  ordinary  normal  equip- 
ment and  service  of  tne  Fleet,  practi- 
cally only  £500,000  was  taken  on  ac- 
count of  guns  and  munitions  for  that 
vast    amount    of    shipbuilding.    Com- 
paring  with  that    the    proposed    pro- 
vision   for  the    same   purpose,  in    the 
coming    year    the    present    Admiralty 
take    £1,000,000    in     their    Ordnance 
Vote  for  guns,  ftc.,  with  a  shipbuild. 
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ing  liability  of  £7,500,000,  as  ag^ainst 
£500,000  on  a  shipbuilding  liability  of 
£9,000,000.  In  the  foar  years  ending  in 
1886  the  Ordnance  Vote  for  the  Army 
only  amounted  to  a  total  of  £3,000,000, 
or    an   average   of    £750,000  per  an- 
num, excluding  Votes  of  Credit.     De- 
ducting the  annual   requirements,  the 
amount  available  for  arming  new  ships 
was    therefore    only    £1,000,000.      As 
eleven  millions  in  value  of  new  ships 
had  been  laid  down  in  that  period,  re- 
quiring £3,500,000  for  armament,  the 
deficiency  of  financial  provision  is  at 
once    apparent.      I    think    there    can 
be    very    little    doubt    that    much    of 
our  trouble  has  arisen  from  this  want 
of  prescience  in  the  past.     We  are  de- 
termined, if  possible,   to  prevent  this 
in  the  future.     We  know,  to  our  own 
cost,  what  a  disturbance  there  is  in  the 
year's  finance  by  not  making  a  proper 
provision,    and    not    laying    down    an 
adequate  programme.    Let  us  take  the 
most  recent  of  all — Lord  Northbrook's 
programme.     It  was  estimated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  who  was 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
£800,000  would  be  required  for  three 
years,    £60,000    in    the    fourth    year, 
and  £500,000   in  the  fifth  year.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  wrong  to  the 
extent  of  something   like   £1,100,000, 
and    that   proved   an   additional    bur- 
den   upon  those  who  next  came   into 
Office,  and  disturbed  seriously  the  ar- 
rangements of  the  Admiralty.     There 
is    one    more  point   which  I   wish   to 
emphasize.     I  desire  to  put  before  the 
Committee  the  value,  in  an  economical 
point  of  view,  of  determining   a  pro- 
gramme, and  carrying  it  out  some  few 
years  in  advance.     The  cost  of  our  ships 
has  been  vastly  increased  by  reason  of 
there  being  no  predetermined  arrange- 
ment as  to  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
spent  from  year  to  year.   The  proportion 
of  expenditure  devoted  to  new  construc- 
tion in  the  last  20  years  is  as  follows,  if 
the  whole  estimates  are  taken :  In  the 
first  five  years,  only  12  per  cent  of  the 
whole  estimates  went  for  ne  w  construction 
in  ships;  in  the  next  five  years  the  propor- 
tion was  17  percent;  in  the   following 
five  years  it  was  15  per  cent;  and  in 
the  last  five  years,  I  am  glad  to  say,  24 
per     cent      of     the      total     estimate 
went    into    ships.    I    have  taken   out 
the     cost    of    six    cruisers     and    six 
armoured  vessels  built  during  the  period 
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when  the  smallest  percentage  went  into 
new  ships,  and  have  compared  it  with  the 
cost  of  armoured  vessels  and   oruieen 
when  24  per  cent  of  the  total  estimate 
went  into  ships.  I  find  that  six  armoured 
vessels  and  seven  cruisers  built  in  the 
lowest  period  were  estimated   to  coet 
£2,250,000,   and  the  actual  cost    was 
£3,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  30  per 
cent.      In    the    last    five    years    nine 
armoured  vessels  and  six  cruisers,  cost- 
ing over  £6,000,000  have  been  built 
within  £15,000    of   the  estimate    laid 
before  the  House.     These  figures  point 
to  the  necessity  and  importance,  from  an 
economical  and  administrative  point  of 
view,  of  laying  down  a  programme  and 
taking  measures  that  shall  be  adhered 
to,   and   that  no  spasmodic  efforts  and 
changes  shall  be  made  to  alter  the  pro- 
gramme.    I  need  not  dwell  now  upon 
the  Constitutional  question.     I  am  too 
young  a  Member  of  the  House  to  dwell 
on  what  is  involved  in  placing  this  ex- 
penditure in  a  Bill;    but,   as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  judge  of  the  practice 
of  the  House,  it  is  a  common  and  every- 
day occurrence  for  the  House  to  make 
contracts,  such  as  mail  contracts,  and  to 
enter  into  engagements  with  individuals 
for  a  term  of  years  for  which  the  pay- 
ment is  to  be  met  by  money  to   be 
annually  voted  by  Parliament.  I  see  no 
difference  between  that  course  and  the 
portion  of  the  programme  to  be  built 
in  the  dockyards  in  the  one  Bill  with  the 
contract  portion,  and  that  this  fixed  sum 
of    money   should    be    annually  voted 
by   Parliament    as    it    annually   votes 
money  for  other  services.    I  apologise 
to  the  Committee  for  having  detained  it 
so  long  a  time,  but  I  have  endeavoured 
to  place  before  it  as  the  reasons  which 
I  believe  make  the  proposals  to  be  the 
most  economical  which  could  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  Admiralty. 

*Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  GreenJ :  I 
shall  certainly  not  follow  the  non. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  with  his  statement,  but  I  shall 
approach  this  subject  entirely  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  taxpayer,  and  in  doing 
so  I  can  assure  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  and 
other  Members  of  this  House  connected 
with  the  Navy  that  I  have  no  wish  what- 
ever to  depreciate  the  great  services  of 
the  Navy,  or  to  cripple  it  in  any  way  for 
funds  whenever  these  funds  are  neces- 
sary.   But  I  have  endeavoured  to  aaoer- 
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tain  for  myself  with  regard  to  the  con- 
dition of  our  Navy,  from  the  reports 
of  inquiries  which  have  taken  place  dur- 
ing some  considerable  time  past,  what 
is  the  actual  condition  of  that  oervice.  I 
have  listened  to  all  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  on  this  subject  since  this 
debate  first  commenced,  including  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
it,  and  I  do  not  understand  vet  the  con- 
dition of  the  Navy,  and  I  do  not  think 
very  much  light  has  been  thrown  upon 
the  condition  of  the  Navy  by  the  ad- 
dresses which  have  been  delivered. 
''Who  shall  decide  when  doctors  dis- 
agree ?  "  Certainly,  so  far  as  the  con- 
dition of  the  Navy  is  concerned,  we  find 
men  who  are  supposed  to  be  experts 
difiPering  very  widely  indeed  as  to  the 
actual  condition  of  the  Navy.  I  hope  I 
shall  not  weary  the  House  if  I  recall  the 
Committee  again  to  some  statements  made 
by  those  who  are  supposed  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Navy — Uiose,  at  any  rate, 
who  are  responsible  to  this  House  for 
giving,  and  who  ought  to  give,  something 
like  accurate  information.  It  is  not  very 
long  ago  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty made  a  speech  in  which  he  re- 
viewed the  condition  of  the  Navy,  and 
compared  it  with  the  navies  of  Foreign 
Powers.  He  boasted  at  that  time,  and 
pointed  out  to  an  admiring  audience, 
that  our  Navy  was  equal  to  the  navies 
of  the  three  greatest  European  Powers. 
LoBD  O.  HAMILTON:  I  beg  the 
hon.  Gentieman's  pardon.  I  said  noth- 
ing of  the  kind.  What  he  means  is 
that  I  said  we  had  in  commission  as 
many    ships     as    any    three    Foreign 

Powers.      

♦Mb.  HOWELL:  I  accept  the  hon. 
Lord's  words,  but  let  the  House  judge 
for  itself.  The  noble  Lord  in  the 
autumn  of  1886,  speakine  at  the  Ghiild- 
hall,  said  "  the  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
ships  which  at  the  present  moment  were 
in  commission,  botn  armoured  and  un- 
armoured,  exceeded  the  combined  foroe 
of  three  of  the  greatest  naval  European 
Powers."  And  I  very  well  remember 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Woolwich 
said  on  that  occasion,  if  such  be  the  con- 
dition of  the  Navy,  it  is  certainly  not 
due  to  the  noble  Lord,  for  he  has  only 
just  taken  office;  but,  Mr.  Courtney, 
since  then  we  have  been  spending  a 
very  considerable  amount  of  money, 
and  the  noble  Lord  and  his  colleagues 
have      been      pushing    forward     this 


programme  of  Lord  Northbrook's, 
I  that  has  been  referred  to  again 
'  and  again.  A  very  considerable 
amount  of  money  has  been  spent  in 
recent  times,  which  certainly  ought  to 
haveplaced  the  Navy  in  something  like 
an  eflfcient  condition,  if  it  is  ever  to  be  so. 
The  amounts  spent  since  that  time  have 
been  £13,250,000  in  the  following  year, 
£13,000,000  in  the  next  year,  and  nearly 
£14,000,000  in  the  current  year.  But 
the  noble  Lord  demurred  to  my  interpre- 
tation of  the  speech  at  the  Guildhall,  as 
though  be  did  not  mean  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord  did  something  more.  He 
came  down  to  the  House  and  said 
practically,  the  Navy  is  in  such  a  splen- 
did condition  that  we  are  able  to  reduce 
the  Naval  Vote  this  year,  and  the  Naval 
Vote  was  reduced,  and  a  number  of  men 
were  struck  off. 
LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No. 

♦Mb.    HOWELL:    What!    does  the 
noble  Lord  say  «*No"?     Was  there 
not  a  reduction  made  ? 
LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No. 

♦Mb.  HOWELL :  Well,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  we  were  promised  a  reduction,  and 
if  the  Supplementary  Votes  exceeded  it, 
that  is  quite  another  matter.  Certainly, 
the  number  of  men  was  reduced  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  does  not 
say  '*  No  "  to  that.  The  number  of  men 
was  reduced  by  100. 
LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  No. 

♦Mb.  HOWELL :  WeU,  all  I  can  say 
is,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  tiiose  who  aro 
rosponsible  for  the  Beturns  and  Papers 
published  by  the  authority  of  this 
House  have  not  given  us  honour- 
able and  faithful  Beturns,  for  the  Re- 
turns show  an  actual  reduction  of  100 
men.  I  shall  have  an  opportunity,  per- 
haps, in  later  stages  of  this  discussion 
to  refer  to  the  matter  again,  and  I  will 
ask  some  hon.  Members  who  are  going 
to  ti^e  part  in  it  to  refer  to  the  Navy 
Estimates,  in  which  they  will  find  that 
the  actual  reduction  was  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  that  the  number 
of  men  was  reduced  to  the  number  I 
have  stated.  But,  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
have  a  right  to  go  back  some- 
what further  with  regard  to  this 
question.  Figures  have  been  referred 
to  going  back  over  a  number  of  years, 
leaving  out  altogether  the  expendi- 
toro  on  the  Navy,  speaking  generally, 
and  indudinff  stores  and  men.  Let  us 
see  what  has  been  spent  on  shipbuilding 

2  Z  2 


1291 


Naval 


{dOKMONS} 


D^ce. 


133t 


alone,  as  this  is  a  shipbuilding  Vote.  I 
think  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  the 
life  of  a  ship  is  from  20  to  22  years ; 
that  is,  supposing  sue  has  not  got  on  a 
rock  or  sunk  in  a  quicksand.  My  hon. 
Friend  near  me  says  in  20  years  she  is 
obsolete,  and  it  does  seem  as  though 
ships  of  war  became  obsolete  very 
quickly  indeed.  There  is  at  the  present 
time  many  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
who  are  supposed  to  be  experts,  these  dis- 
pute as  to  the  value  of  certain  vessels  laid 
down  within  a  very  short  period  of  time. 
That  is  a  question  for  those  experts  to 
settle  among  themselves.  But,  so  far  as 
the  Members  of  this  House  are  con- 
cerned, I  take  it  that  it  is  our  duty  to 
withhold  this  Vote  until  the  experts 
have  settled  what  kind  of  a  ship  of  war 
is  to  be  built,  and  what  that  ship  of 
war  is  to  be  worth  as  a  fighting  ship 
after  it  is  built.  I  find  the  toted  sum 
spent  up  to  the  date  when  the  inquiry 
was  instituted  was,  for  shipbuilding 
alone,  £33,364,000,  in  18  years.  Now, 
taking  the  life  of  a  ship  of  war  at  20 
years,  that  amount  ought  to  have  given 
us  a  magnificent  Fleet,  more  than  equal 
to  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  we  were  equal  to  in  1866.  Beyond 
this  we  spent  £16,000,000  in  repairing 
those  ships  during  those  18  years.  It 
would  thus  seem  that  the  cost  of 
repairing  comes  to  nearly  half  the 
total  cost  of  our  shipbuilding,  and  if 
this  be  not  a  sad  instance  of  waste, 
mismanagement,  and  mis-spent  money, 
I  do  not  know  what  would  be. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  wanted 
to  eliminate  the  incidental  Dockyard 
charges,  but  I  say  that  they  are  a  part 
of  the  shipbuilding  programme,  and 
that  if  you  eliminate  them  you  cannot 
make  the  necessary  comparisoas.  These 
incidental  charges  amount  to  over  nine 
and  a  quarter  millions;  consequently 
there  was  more  than  £58,500,000  spent 
in  18  years,  while  the  ordinary  life  of  a 
war- ship  is  said  to  be  equal  to  21  or  22 
years.  This  is  altogether  exclusive  of 
naval  stores,  which  would  make  the  cost 
enormously  greater.  But  then  comes 
the  expenditure  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  his  able  colleagues,  who  are  going 
to  set  everything  right  in  regard  to 
the  Navy,  and  this  has  added  a  large 
sum  to  the  total  cost,  so  that  in  the 
aggregate,  up  to  the  present  time,  we 
have  spent  in  twenty  years  seventy-one 
millions  of  money,  and  yet  we  are  told 
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by  experts  in  the  Honse  thai  we  have- 
not  a  Fleet  equal  to  what  is  neces- 
sary to  compete  with  the  Fleets 
of  two  of  the  largest  Earopeaa 
Naval  Powers.  If  it  be  tme  that 
we  have  not  a  Fleet  sufficient  for  this 
purpose,  then,  I  say,  we  ought  to  haver 
and  that  if  the  money  of  wis  countiy 
had  been  well  spent  we  ought  to  have 
had  a  Fleet  equal  to  those,  not  only  of 
two  or  three  of  the  great  European  Naval 
Powers,  but  equal  to  the  combined 
Fleets  of  the  whole  world.  If  we  have 
not  such  a  Fleet,  whose  fault  is  it?  It 
is  not  the  fault  of  this  House,  because 
the  money  has  been  voted.  This  House 
has  never  withheld  the  money  for  the- 
building  or  manning  of  our  ships  when- 
ever it  has  been  required,  and  if  we 
have  not  such  a  Fleet  as  I  have  indi-^ 
cated  someone  is  certainly  at  fault. 
Those  who  have  paid  any  attention  to 
the  management  of  the  Navy  know 
there  is  a  large  amount  of  blame  which 
ought  to  be  laid  somewhere ;  and,  as  Isr 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  disposed  to 
permit  this  point  to  be  lost  sight  of  in 
academical  discussions  between  experts 
on  this  and  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  It  is  all  very  well  for  Gentle- 
men who  have  been  in  office  on  this  or 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  bandj 
words  and  figures  as  to  the  right  of  this 
and  the  wrongs  of  that ;  but,  as  fiEur  as  we 
who  sit  on  these  Benches  are  concerned^ 
what  we  want  to  do  is  to  fix  on  the 
right  shoulders  the  responsibility  of 
permitting  our  Fleet  to  drift  into  the 
sad  and  dire  condition  in  which  it  is 
now  supposed  to  be.  I  am  not  laying 
the  blame  on  thatside  of  the  Honse  any 
more  than  on  this ;  it  matters  not  to  me 
who  is  to  blame,  but  I  say  we  have  a 
right  to  know  who  it  is  we  d^ould  blame. 
When  the  noble  Lord  and  others  op- 
posite speak  of  the  splendid  condition 
of  our  Navy,  it  shows  that  they  have 
not  made  themselves  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  in  conneotioa 
with  the  Department  they  administer. 
I  may  say  I  have  just  had  placed  in  my 
hands  a  copy  of  the  words  used  by  ths 
noble  Lord,  to  which  I  referred  a 
short  time  ago.  In  July,  i887|  the 
noble  Lord  said— 


«  The  Navy  Estimates  of  this  year  show  a 
duction  of  £800,000.  I  stated  in  the  Memo- 
random  to  which  I  was  rofeiring  that  I  was 
satisfied  tiiat  for  years  to  oome  thera  weald  be 
a  steady  redaction  of  expenditure.'* 
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and  80  on.  I  do  not  think  it  neoeesary 
to  oany  this  farther,  beoauae  the  matter 
ifl  within  the  knowledge  of  Members 
of  the  House,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  pro- 
long the  debate ;  bat  if  the  noble  Ijord 
«hould  question  my  statement  as  to  the 
words  he  used,  I  have  them  here,  and 
ihey  can  be  produced  at  his  demand. 
With  regard  to  this  question  of  respon- 
sibility for  the  condition  of  the^Navy,  I 
may  say  that  I  have  paid  considerable 
attention  to  the  various  inquiries  in- 
stituted during  the  last  few  years,  and  I 
have  hoped,  and  hoped,  and  hoped  on, 
that  sooner  or  later  I  should  find — ^I 
trust  sooner  rather  than  later — that  we 
ahall,  at  least,  be  able  to  fix  something 
like  responsibility  on  someone  with 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  Navy  and 
the  expenditure  in  carrying  out  our 
ahipbuUding  programme.  On  carefully 
reading  the  Reports  of  the  Departmental 
Oommittees  of  1885  and  1886— Oom- 
mittees  not  very  likely  to  report  strongly 
against  the  Departments  with  which  they 
were  connected  —  I  found  that  they 
xeverted  to  the  Heports  of  older  Oom- 
mittees, and  endorsed  what  those  Oom- 
oittees  had  said  with  respect  to  the  utter 
absence  of  control  on  the  part  of  the 
Admiralty  in  regard  to  our  Dockyards.  It 
aeems  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
read  these  Reports,  although,  in  a  memo- 
randum on  some  of  them,  the  reference 
to  one  Oommittee  was  extended,  and 
another  Oommittee  was  appointed  to 
•oarry  on  the  inqui^  in  consequence  of 
the  sad  state  oi  afifairs  that  had  been 
brought  to  light.  I  followed  the  in- 
quiries instituted  by  those  Oommittees, 
in  order  that  I  might  find  that  the  re- 
sponsibility and  control  were  absolutely 
£xed ;  but  I  found  nothing  of  the  kind, 
and  I  have  met  with  nothing  in  the 
later  authoritative  statements  in  this 
House  to  assure  me  that  the  responsi- 
bility has  really  been  fixed.  It  is 
possible  the  noble  Lord  may  say  that 
some  of  the  things  recommended  by 
those  Oommittees  have  been  agreed  to  ; 
but  I  want  evidence  of  the  fact  before  I 
believe  it.  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty laughs,  but  I  have  not,  as  a 
private  Member,  the  opportunity  of 
knowing  except  from  Blue  Books  and 
Setums  how  these  things  have  been 
dealt  with.  My  complaint  is  with  re- 
gard to  the  management  of  the  Admi- 
ralty in  the  administration  of  the 
Dockyards.      I,    for    one,    should  be 


willing  practically  to  assent  to  what  is 
now  proposed  if  I  could  be  sure  the 
money  would  be  well  spent,  and  achieve 
the  object  for  which  it  is  asked — not 
that  I  think  the  wajr  in  which  the  money 
is  to  be  dealt  with  is  right,  because  it  is 
proposed  that  a  large  sum  is  to  be  paid 
over  to  a  Government  which  may  be  out 
of  office  long  vears  before  its  programme 
can  be  fiufilled.  I  will  now  refer 
to  a  matter  to  which  I  have  before 
called  attention,  and  which  I  find  is 
carefully  evaded  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  I  have  spoken  of  the 
want  of  responsibility,  as  well  as  of 
control,  and  I  want  to  know  who  it  is 
that  is  absolutely  responsible  for  a  com- 
pleted ship  of  war  f  Perhaps  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  laugh  will  be  good  enough  to 
listen  to  what  I  have  to  say.  I  ask 
who  is  responsible  for  the  completed 
ship  of  war — for  the  war  machine  er 
fighting  machine  she  should  be  when 
fiuly  built  and  equipped,  and  witl^  all 
her  armaments  upon  her  ?  As  far  as  I 
am  able  to  gather — and  I  have  not  the 
means  of  getting  at  the  pigeon-holes  of 
the  Admiralty — the  Ohief  Oonstructor 
of  the  Navy  says  he  is  not  responsible. 
Who,  then,  is  ?  The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site appeared  to  be  unaware  of  what  I 
referred  to  when  I  first  brought  the 
matter  before  the  House.  I  will  call 
his  attention  to  Question  7,957  in  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the 
Navy  Estimates,  published  last  August. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  asked  the  Ohief 
Oonstructor  of  the  Navy — 

«  Do  you  conmder  yourself  as  bdn^  respon« 
sible  for  the  baUle-worthiness  of  a  ship  as  well 
as  for  iU  sea-worthiness  P— Mr.  White  (Ohief 
Constructor  of  the  Navy)  :  No;  certainly  not. 

**  Question  7,958— The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston :  Who  are  the  people  responsible  for 
the  battle-worthiness  of  a  ship  F— Mr.  White : 
I  should  say  the  members  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  who  ordered  the  ship." 

I  have  been  reading  some  further 
Questions  and  Answers,  and  I  find  that 
the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  did 
not  admit  that  they  were  either  sever- 
aUy  or  jointly  responsible  for  the  battle- 
worthiness  of  a  ship.  I  want  to  know, 
are  we  to  have  ships  built  and  engines 
put  on  board  of  double  the  power  re- 
quired,  and  armour  fixed  upon  them 
much  heavier  than  was  ever  intended, 
together  with  heavier  armame9ts  thaft 
they  ought  to  oarry,  so  that  the  shipe 
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by  the  fact  of  their  anarmoured  ends 
being:  shot  away ;  he  bas  admitted  that 
the  Trafalgar  type,  so  far  as  stability  is 
ooncerDed,  are  safe,  and  the  new  veLsels 
will  have  the  same  amount  of  un- 
armoared  ends  as  the  Trafalgar  type. 
Thus  the  most  grave  defect  in  the  Admiral 
type  clearly  does  not  exist  in  the  new  type. 
But  now  note  the  charge  brought  against 
Uie  new  vessels.  They  are  covered  with 
armoar  only  five  inches  thick,  and  my 
hon.  Friend  contends  that  if  they  become 
inclined  a  matter  of  four,  five,  or  six 
degrees  the  five  inch  armour  would 
be  much  more  readily  perforated  than 
the  stouter  armour  placed  on  the  sides 
of  the  Trafalgar.  No  doubt  the  Trafalgar 
type  has  a  sreat  advantage  over  the 
new  type  in  this  respect  that  we  must  see 
whether  there  are  not  compensating 
advantages.  My  hon.  Friend  is  obliged 
to  assume  that  the  vessels  are  heeling 
over,  but  when  that  happens  with  the 
Trnfalgar,  as  well  as  to  the  new  type  of 
ship,  the  opposite  side  is  exposed  to  any 
chance  projectile  of  the  enemy ;  but  re- 
member that  this  advantage  to  which 
both  vessels  are  exposed  modifies  the 
disparity  which  exists  between  them, 
so  far  as  the  danger  due  to  thinner 
armour  is  concerned.  Let  me  illus- 
trate it  in  this  way.  Let  the  Com- 
mittee take  the  numbers  six  and 
four  as  representing  the  danger  to  one 
and  the  other;  add  another  number  10 
to  each  of  them  as  representing  the 
common  danger  to  both,  the  ratio  of  16 
to  14  is  much  modified  compared  with 
that  of  six  to  four.  Then  my  hon.  Friend 
is  obliged  to  assume  that  the  vessel  is 
heeled  over  a  certain  number  of  degrees. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  a  gpreat  advocate  of 
what  we  call  belted  cruisers.  Now, 
belted  cruisers,  of  course,  like  battle- 
ships, are  exposed  to  the  danger  of  being 
so  wounded  that  they  may  be  heeled 
over.  My  hon.  Friend  has  pointed  out 
in  a  recent  speech  that  the  special  ad- 
vantage of  belted  cruisers  is  that  they 
are  practically  safe  at  the  water  line, 
but  are  liable  to  be  wounded  above  the 
belt,  although  it  is  possible  to  repair 
that.  The  same  argument  precisely 
applies  to  the  vessels  which  my  hon. 
Friend  opposes ;  there  is  absolutely  no 
difiPerence,  and  I  do  think  that,  so  far  as 
stability  is  concerned,  the  new  type  of  ship 
will  be,  so  far  as  we  can  say,  less  safe  than 
the  Trafalgar,  The  new  vessels  would,  I 
believe,  be  absolutely  safe  in  the  matter 
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of  stability.  I  do  not  sayi  for  a  inonieiit» 
I  am  altogether  in  harmony  with  theoom- 

faratively  minor  details  of  those  veaaels. 
agree  that  it  would  be  mach  better  if 
the  belt  be  carried  roand  the  bowSi 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  it  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  strengthen  the  bow* 
in  some  way  against  quick  firin|r-giuis. 
These,  however,  are  minor  detaila. 
Among  the  advantages  of  the  new 
vessels  is  the  fact  that  they  draw 
approximately  a  foot  less  of  water  than 
the  Trafalgar,  and  also  the  fact  that 
the  guns  are  placed  at  a  good  height 
from  the  water.  Then,  again,  there  ia 
this  singular  advantage  in  the  new 
vessels  not  possessed  by  the  earlier 
types.  The  heavy  guns  are  not  now 
placed  close  together,  but  are  drawn 
nearer  to  each  end  of  the  vessel,  ib» 
result  being  that  you  are  able  to  oarxy  a 
powerful  auxiliary  central  battery,  wluoh 
IS  an  immense  advanta^  in  modem 
warships.  Then  there  is  the  increase 
of  speed.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
whether  these  ships  will  cany  more  or 
less  than  the  given  weight ;  but,  taldn^ 
the  figures  as  given  to  us,  I  do 
undoubtedly  see  certain  advantaffes  in 
them  which  are  not  possessed  by  the 
Trafalgar  type.  My  hon.  Friend  seem* 
to  Uiink  that  in  this  matter  the  issue  is 
between  himself  and  all  other  nations 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  British 
Admiralty  on  the  other.  To  my  mind^ 
the  issue  is  between  the  Admiralty  and 
all  other  nations  on  the  one  side,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  on  the  other.  Of 
course,  it  is  an  immense  advantage  if 
you  can  afford  the  weight  to  dispose 
your  armour  in  the  way  my  hon.  Fnend 
suggests,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
is  considerable  waste  of  defences  when 
the  special  method  he  advocates  ia 
pursued.  I  should  j ust  like  to  say  a  few 
words  respecting  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
(Lord  C.  Beresford).  It  is  undoubtedly 
admitted  by  my  hon.  Friends  in  this 
House  that  one  of  the  most  important 
duties  of  our  Navy  is  to  protect  our 
commerce.  My  noble  Friend  several  times 
insisted  upon  the  fact  of  our  interoata 
having  so  much  increased  beyond  what 
they  were  a  few  years  ago,  and  therefore 
he  insisted  upon  increased  proteotioiu 
The  hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  (Mr» 
Gremer),  in  his  speech  the  other  day,. 
alluded  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  two 
large  shipowners  in  the  House,  tnat  it 
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was  Quite  unnecessary  for  us  to  increase 
our  Navy  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
our  commerce.    With  the  views  of  one 
of  these  hon.  Members,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Hull  (Mr.  0.  H.  Wilson), 
I  am  more  or  less  well  acquainted ;  but 
as  to  the  other  hon.  Member,  I  have  no 
knowledge,  but  I  make  this  allusion  to 
inquire  why  it  is  these  two  hon.  Gentle- 
men are  inclined  to  think  it  is  useless  to 
expend  money  in  order  to  afford  protec- 
tion to  our   commerce,  and   I    would 
obserre  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  somewhat  responsible  for  this,  for 
we  are  very  apt  to  apply  a  wrong  mea- 
sure  to  the  extent  of   our  commerce. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  not  infrequently  places  before  the 
House  the    extent   of  our    commerce 
measured  by  tonnage  or  money  value, 
but  in  my  humble  opinion  you  might 
almost  as  well  attempt  to  measure,  say, 
duration  by  the  yard  measure,  or  ex- 
pansion by  the  hands  of  the  dock.    It 
IS  not  the  amount  of  tonnage,  or  the 
value  that    should   be   the    gauge    of 
our    commerce,    but    the    number    of 
our     mercantile     ships.      I     submit 
to    the     Oommittee,     as     an     axiom 
which,    I   believe,    will   be    generally 
accepted,  that  every  vessel  duly  qualified 
to  sail  under  the  British  flag,  whether 
that  vessel  be  large  or  small,  is  entitled 
to  the  protection  of  the  Navy,  whether 
it  be  one  of  the  great  Atlantic  liners  or 
a  small  coasting  collier  painfully  pursuinff 
her  path — each  of  these  has  an  equid 
right  to  the  protection  of  the  Navy.    If 
you  admit  that,  it  flows  from  that  admis- 
sion, and  is  a  corollary  to  it  that  the 
only  measure  of  our  commerce  is  the 
number  of  ships  modified  perhaps  by  the 
number  of  voyages ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  measure  is  not  tonnage  or  money 
value.    The  tonnage  of  our  commerce 
has  enormously  increased,  but  so  has 
the  tonnage  of  each  vessel,  and  the 
number  of  ships  canryinff  our  ooiiimerce 
has  very  little  increased,  or  indeed,  if 
we  can  rely  on  statistics,  I  am  disposed 
to  think  the  number  may  be  absolutely 
less  than  the  number  40  years  ago. 
There  is  a  little  difficulty  about   the 
figures,  because  it  is  not  always  ex- 
pGdned  whether  all  the  small  coasting 
vessels  are  included  or  not,  but,  roughly 
speaking,  the  number  of  vessels  is  about 
tne  same  now  as  in  the  former  period  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  0.  Beres- 
ford)  alluded. 


Lord  OHAELES  BEBESFORD:  I 
am  sure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
does  not  wish  to  misrepresent  me.    It  is 
quite  true  what  he  says  as  to  the  ton- 
nage of  ships  engaged  in  commerce,  but 
he  rather  streng&ens  my  case,  for  though 
the  number  of  ships  may  not  have  in- 
creased much  below    them  in   the  old 
time,  owing  to  the  introduction  of  steam 
the  number  of  voyages  has  enormously 
moreftsed 
«OoHMANDEB  BETHELL :    Yes;  the 
gauge  should  be  compouaded  of  the 
numoer  of  ships  and   the  number  of 
voyages.     It     is    rather    a    puzsling 
problem,  but  the  conclusion  I  arrive  at 
is  that  the  number  of  voyages   may 
practically  be  eliminated  from  our  con- 
sideration.   I  am  delighted  to  find  that 
in     my     oriticisins    1     have     really 
strengthened  my  noble  Friend's   argu- 
ment ;  it  is  always  a  pleasure  to  me  to 
find  myself  in  harmonv  with  him.     But 
I  was  going  to  say,   lest  it  should  be 
urged  that  I  am  unreasonable  in  advo- 
cating an  increase  of  the  Fleet,  that  xnj 
reply  is,  first  of  all,  that  even  though  it 
be  true  that  the  number  of  our  ships 
has  not  increased,  yet  it  is  also  true  that 
the  means  of  protecting  them  has  de- 
creased of  late  years,  and  many  more 
routes  are  now  open,  many   more  in- 
terests are  bound  up  in  the  trade.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  one  of  the  reasons 
that    animated  the  hon.  Member    for 
West  Hull  when  he  said  it  was  no  use 
trying  to  protect  our  commerce,  so  great 
is  its  extent,    that  he    was  somewhat 
misled  by    the    calculations  sometimes 
placed  before  the  House. 
*Mb.  OBEMEB  :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
and   gallant     Gentleman     would    not 
wilfully  misquote  me.      I  did  not  state 
that  the  hon.  Members  for  Hull    and 
Jarrow     said     our     Navy     was     in- 
capable of  protecting    our    commercial 
marine,  but  that  it  required  no  protec* 
tion — ^it  was  not  in  danger. 
*OoiciCAia>EB   BETH£lL:    I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  material  difference,  or 
in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Hull  at  any  rate. 
*Mb.  OBEMER:  Yes;  thereisavery 
considerable  difference.    The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  states  that  I  attributed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Hull  the 
statement  that  the  Navy  is  inadequate, 
and  not  strong  enough  to  protect  our 
commercial  marine ;  but  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  did  say  was,  not  that 
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ooal,  and  possessing  great  speed.  I  think 
at  no  distant  date  armour-plated  vessels 
will  be  discarded,  and  future  warfare  will 
be  conducted  by  swift  cruisers  capable 
of  rapid  manosuvres,  but  at  the  same  time 
built  with  such  water-tisht  partitions 
that,  if  they  oome  under  the  ram, 
they  will  not  sink.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  this  iocrease  of  the  Vote  will 
not  induce  the  Government  to  increase 
the  Dockyards,  either  as  regards  the 
number  of  the  men  or  the  amount 
of  machinery.  I  was  a  Member  of 
a  Ck)mmittee  which  had  to  deal  with 
questions  relating  to  the  Dockyards: 
and  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
tends  to  show  that  to  the  Dock- 
yards ought  to  be  assigned,  in  the  first 
place,  all  the  repairs  and  refits  of  ships, 
and  that  they  should  be  constantly 
employed  up  to  a  certain  level.  The 
workmen  should  not  be  subject  to  dis- 
charge from  time  to  time,  as  the  Dock- 
yards are  situated  in  parts  of  the  country 
where  discharged  workmen  cannot  find 
immediate  employment.  I  agree  with 
this  Report;  and  I  think  tJ^at  ships 
can  nevei^be  built  in  Dockyards  at  the 
same  cost  as  in  private  ya^ds.  On  an 
investigation  of  these  matters,  I  have 
found  a  great  difficulty  in  separating 
the  cost  of  the  construction  of  ships  in 
the  Dockyards  from  what  are  called  the 
national  charges,  and,  from  the  mode  in 
which  the  men  are  employed,  there  is 
not  that  amount  of  work  done  that  we 
find  in  private  yards.  At  the  same 
time,  I  may  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Admiralty  upon  a  marked 
and  very  important  improvement  in  the 
Dockyard  administration.  Since  they 
laid  down  the  rule  that  those  who  de- 
sign the  ships  shall  have  the  designs 
and  plans  perfected  before  the  work  of 
cons^uctiDg  the  ships  is  oommenced, 
and  not  altered  until  these  plans  have 
been  completed,  they  have  succeeded 
in  building  ships  in  a  much  shorter 
time  and  at  a  much  smaller  cost ;  and 
they  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  in 
future  they  will  find  that  they  will  be 
able  to  turn  out  a  very  much  larger 
amount  of  tonnage  in  the  Dockyards 
and  elsewhere  for  the  same  amount  of 
money.  The  noble  Lord  (George 
Hamilton),  in  his  programme,  has  cast 
some  reflection  on  the  shipbuilders  of  this 
ooimtry,  who,  he  hinted,  may  combine. 
I  will  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  whether 
it  was  really  worthy  of  him  to  make 


the  observation,  because  he  must  know 
that  from  the  commencement  private 
shipbuilders  in  this  country  have  taught 
the  Admiralty  to  build  iron  ships,  and 
have  been  most  loyal  in  serving  the 
Admiralty  in  every  possible  way.  I 
can  assure  the  Admiralty  that  there  is 
not  the  slightest  chance  of  any  such 
combination  of  shipbuilders  to  interfere 
with  their  tenders.  In  supporting  the- 
Gt>vemment  on  this  increase  of  ship- 
building, I  venture  to  hope  that  they 
will  not  build  too  many  ^ips  of  one 
class,  because  we  have  not  yet  arrived 
at  finality  in  shipbuilding.  Year  by 
year  we  are  improving  the  type  and 
ooDstruction  of  the  vessels  as  well  as 
of  Marine  engines;  and  we  must  as- 
suredly be  in  advance  of  any  other 
nation  in  Naval  matters.  But  if  we 
lay  down  too  many  ships  of  the  same 
type  at  the  one  time,  they  will  in  a 
few  years  become  obsolete.  One  can- 
not but  regret  that  this  programme  for  in- 
creasing the  Navy  did  not  occur  a  couple 
of  years  ago,  because  at  that  time  it 
would  have  been  a  great  boon  to  the 
nation.  We  should  at  that  time  have 
had  private  shipbuilders  anxious  for  the 
work,  and  artizans  and  workmen  glad 
to  be  employed,  whereas  at  the  present 
moment  all  the  large  constructors  have 
their  works  filled  up  for  more  than  a 
year;  and  I  venture  to  say  also  that 
there  is  not  an  artizan  or  workman  in 
this  country  who  is  willing  and  able  to 
work  who  has  not  found  employment. 
Therefore,  this  programme  is  put  before 
the  country  at  a  most  inopportune  time, 
and  I  believe  the  Government  will  not 
get  the  amount  of  tonnage  built  which 
they  anticipate.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
given,  I  quite  agree  with  what  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  proposing,  and,  for 
my  part,  whatever  may  occur,  they  shall 
have  my  support. 

«Mb.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham): 
Speaking  as  a  Member  of  last  year's 
Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates,  I 
must  say  that  there  has  been  gpreat 
exaggeration  in  the  charges  that 
have  been  made  against  the  Admiralty. 
It  is  certain  that  in  the  administration 
of  the  Admiralty  you  could  not  have  the 
same  simplicity  of  management,  the 
same  unity  of  control,  that  you  have  in  a 
private  firm,  on  account  of  the  semi- 
military  character  of  the  administration. 
But  the  members  of  the  Committee 
were  very  favourably  impressed  with 
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ihe  changes  that  have  been  made  in  the 
administration  of  the  Admiralty  in 
recent  years.  As  regards  that  important 
matter,  the  victualling  of  the  Navy,  two 
leading  shipowners  on  the  Committee 
said  they  would  be  glad  if  they  could 
provide  their  own  ships  as  cheaply  with 
food  of  such  excellent  quality  as  that 
which  is  supplied  to  the  Navy.  So  far 
AS  the  general  administration  of  the 
Admiralty  is  concerned,  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  showed 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  has  of  late 
effected  certain  excellent  reforms,  and 
that  ships  can  now  be  turned  out  of  the 
Government  dockyards  almost  as  cheaply 
and  expeditiously  as  out  of  private 
yards.  3ut  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Haggerston  has  raised  a 
totally  different  question — namely,  the 
desirability  of  increased  expenditure 
upon  the  Navy.  We  shall  not  really 
be  in  a  position  to  discuss  the  consti- 
tutional aspect  of  the  question  until  we 
have  the  Budget  before  us,  because  until 
then  we  cannot  get  at  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  propose  to  raise  the  ten 
millions,  which  is  to  be  spread  over  seven 
vears;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haggerston  has  raised  the 
whole  question  of  our  Naval  policy, 
and  has  questioned  the  expediency  of 
devoting  any  more  money  to  increasing 
the  strength  of  our  Navy.  No  more 
important  question  could  be  brought 
forward,  and  this  debate  has  had  the 
useful  result  of  showing  that  very  few 
members  of  Parliament  are  ready  to 
take  on  themselves  the  responsibility  of 
resisting  the  demands  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  large  sums  of  money  to  give 
the  country  an  efficient  Navy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  accepted 
the  central  principle  of  this  scheme 
— that  the  British  Navy  ought  to 
be  equal  in  strength  to  those  of 
any  two  other  nations  that  could  be 
named.  Here,  then,  is  an  agreement 
between  the  two  Front  Benches,  which 
seems  to  me  to  ensure  a  continuity  of 
our  naval  policy  for  many  years  to  come. 
But  I  must  confess  that  I  have  been 
somewhat  disappointed  with  the  speeches 
of  the  First  Lord  and  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  this  evening.  I  had  ex- 
pected a  clearer  and  fuller  explanation 
of  the  reasons  which  induced  them  to 
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bring  forward  their  scheme.  We  all 
bear  in  mind  the  evidence  of  Sir  A 
Hood,  who,  as  First  Nayal  Iiord,  gave 
evidence  last  year  that  he  thought  the 
Navy  in  very  good  condition  indeed,  and 
that  he  shoola  be  satisfied  if  he  eonld 
get  six  more  fast  cruisers  by  the  end  ol 
1890.  But  now  this  modest  demand 
has  been  altogether  altered.  The  riz 
cruisers  have  gone  up  at  one  bound  to 
sixty,  to  say  nothing  of  the  additional 
ten  or  eleven  irondads.  The  reoent 
change,  indeed,  in  the  policy  of  the 
Admiralty  is  as  remarkable  as  the 
change  of  front  made  by  Lord 
Northbrook  a  few  vears  ago.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to-night 
has  stated  that  the  Naval  Manoeuvres 
taught  a  lesson  which  induced  the 
Admiralty  to  change  its  policy  on  this 
subject;  but  what  did  the  First  Lord 
himself  say?  He  said  his  policy  has 
always  been  uniform ;  that  he  had  laid 
down  certain  principles  of  procedure 
some  months  before  the  Navy  Committee 
adopted  that  Amendment  which  asserted 
that  a  certain  action  should  be  taken  to 
determine  what  measures  were  really 
necessary  to  put  the  Navy  in  an 
efficient  state ;  and  the  Secretaiy  to  the 
Admiralty  then  said  our  Na^  was 
equal  in  strength  to  the  Navies  of 
France  and  Hussia  combined.  This 
was  said  some  time  before  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres,  so  that  he  must  have  been 
driven  by  the  Naval  Mancsuvres  to  come 
to  the  same  conclusion  as  that  which  he 
had,  previously  adopted.  What,  then, 
I  ask,  are  the  real  grounds  for  these 

Proposals  of  the  Government?  Hon. 
[embers  are  practically  all  agreed  that 
the  Navy  must  be  maintained  at  an  ade- 
quate strength,  not  only  to  defend  these 
shores,  but  also  to  protect  the  great 
highways  of  our  commerce  and  ensure 
that  supplies  of  food  are  reffulaxly 
brought  into  our  ports  in  time  (S  war ; 
but  the  question  is,  is  its  present 
strength  adequate?  And  as  to  that 
Her  Majesty's Oovemment  have  afforded 
the  Committee  no  substantial  fasts  upon 
which  to  base  a  conclusion.  I  have 
picked  out  a  few  figures  with  regard  to 
the  French  Navy  which  bear  on  this 
question,  and  I  have  chosen  France,  for 
it  is  generally  admitted  that  from  the 
navies  of  any  other  country  we  have 
little  or  nothing  to  fear.  I  do  not  place 
any  reliance  on  the  rumours  as  to  the 
probability  of  General  Boulanger  pick* 
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ing  a  quarrel  with  this  conntiy  if  he 
irere  to  come  to  power  in  France ;  bat, 
irrespective  of  any  considerations  of 
tiiat  Kind,  we  ought  to  be  able  to  hold 
our  own.  Now,  from  a  Paper  read  by 
Lord  Brassey  at  the  Mansion  House  a 
«hort  time  ago,  it  appeared  that  during 
ihe  past  eight  years  we  have  annually 
spent  on  new  construction  £2,620,000, 
while  France  has  only  spent  £1 ,620,000 ; 
and  these  figures,  I  think,  show  that,  so 
far  as  regards  keeping  up  our  relative 
strength  to  France,  we  have  done  all  that 
is  required.  Again,  the  capitalized  value 
of  the  British  Navy  is  estimated  at 
£44,500,000,  while  that  of  France  is  set 
down  at  £20,fM)0,000,  showing  the  value 
of  our  Fleet  to  be  twice  and  a- quarter 
as  great  as  that  of  the  French,  and  I 
think  it  can  safely  be  said  that  we  get  as 
much  value  for  our  money  as  they  do. 
Now,  before  this  debate  closes,  I  think 
that  the  Government  should  give  us 
some  more  distinct  statements  as  to  the 
causes  which  have  induced  them  to 
make  proposals  for  this  greatly  in- 
creased expenditure.  Still,  whatever 
we  may  do  m  that  respect,  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  never  succeed  in  pleasing  the 
Admirals,  who  continue  to  urge  that  we 
are  only  doing  a  small  portion  of  that 
which  the  country  wants.  I  am  sure, 
speaking  for  myself  as  a  civilian  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  and  not  at  all  as  a 
supporter  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter,  that  I  resent  very  keenly  the 
tone  which  some  military  and  naval 
Gontlomen  have  thought  fit  to  assume  in 
speaking  of  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  One  noble  Lord,  in  a  high  posi- 
tion in  the  Army,  has  thought  it  becom- 
ing to  speak  of  the  ''curse  of  Party 
Government "  as  if,  whatever  the  curse 
of  Party  Government  may  be,  it  is  half  so 
bad  as  the  curse  of  Military  Govern- 
ment, to  which  this  country  has  never 
been  exposed,  at  all  events  since  the 
death  of  Oliver  Cromwell.  Then  we  are 
told  about  the  strong  public  opinion 
which  was  aroused  in  this  country  on  the 
subject  of  the  defencelessness  of  the 
nation  and  the  weakness  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Well,  how  has  that  public 
opinion  been  aroused  ?  By  what  I  think 
I  may,  without  offence,  call  a  Syndicate 
of  Admirals,  who  have  gone  about  pro- 
moting a  panic ;  and  whenever  anybody 
is  seen  to  be  engaged  in  defence  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  then  you  see 
columns  upon  oolumna  of  the  Tim$%  filled 


by  them,  and  they  will  hold  a  public 
meeting  to  denounce  any  unfortunate 
Member  of  Parliament  who  has  ven- 
tured to  think  he  has  a  right  to  say  a 
word  about  this  expenditure.  Admirals 
are  very  fond  of  telling  us  that  we 
had  a  much  stronger  Navy  in  the  old 
days;  and  I  read  constantly  in  the 
papers  letters  from  Admiral  Hornby 
and  Admiral  Symonds,  who  tell  us  how, 
in  1812  and  1818,  we  had  a  Navy  which 
was  four  or  five  times  as  large  as  all  the 
navies  of  the  other  nations  of  the  world 
put  together.  How  did  that  come  about  ? 
At  that  time  we  were  at  war  with 
all  the  world ;  and  it  was  not  that  we 
had  built  the  ships  ourselves,  but  that 
we  had  burnt,  sunk,  or  captured  the 
vessels  of  other  countries — we  had,  in 
fact,  effaced  the  Navies  of  France,  Spain, 
Denmark,  Holland,  and  all  the  other 
maritime  countries,  until  they  had  no 
vessels  at  all.  If  you  read  James's 
Naval  History  you  will  there  find  tabu- 
lated statements  for  each  year  of  the 
great  war,  showing  how  scores  of  ships 
were  either  destroyed  or  captured  and 
added  to  the  British  Navy.  An  hon. 
Member  (Commander  Bethell)  spoke  of  it 
being  the  duty  of  our  Navy  to  watch 
the  fleets  of  an  enemy  ;  but  they  would 
have  to  do  a  good  deal  more  than  watch 
them  in  time  of  war ;  they  would  have 
to  go  in  search  of  the  enemy  wherever 
he  could  be  found,  and  to  bum,  sink, 
or  capture  every  one  of  his  ships. 
And  if  we  go  on  doing  that  for  the 
next  20  years,  I  venture  to  think,  as  in 
1818,  we  shall  have  a  Navy  as  large 
as  the  combined  fleets  of  other  Powers. 
We  are  constantly  told  that  the  arma- 
ments of  Continental  nations  render  it 
necessary  that  we  should  increase  our 
forces.  But  setting  apart  that  question 
for  the  time,  we  have  not  any  serious 
difficulties  with  any  Continental  nation. 
When  we  are  told  to  beware  of  France, 
we  must  remember  that  it  is  not 
France  of  the  First  Napoleon  nor  of  the 
Third  Napoleon  we  have  to  deal  with, 
but  a  mutilated  France  bowed  down  by 
taxation,  and  scarcely  able  to  find  from 
her  reeources  sufficient  money  to  fortify 
her  inland  frontier  ag^ainst  Germany. 
There  is  no  Continental  nation  which 
would  dare  to  make  war  against  Eng- 
land without  having  the  risk  of  another 
equally  powerful  Continental  State 
against  it  as  oar  ally.  Li  former  wars 
in  which  we  were  engaged  upon  the 
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Continent    we    very    properly     fought 
to  maintain  the  btdanoe  of  power— to 
prevent    one    Continental    State    from 
acquiring  suoh  undisputed  supremacy 
over  the  rest  that  her  strength  must  be 
a  menace  to  the  liberties  of  England. 
Our  forefathers  succeeded  in  maintain- 
ing    that     balance     of    power    very 
successfully,     so    gaining    for    us    the 
supremacy  of  the  sea.     But  at  the  pre- 
sent  moment  the  Continental    Powers 
maintain  the  balance  of  power  among 
themselves.     These  armaments  we  hear 
so  much  talked  about  are  maintained  by 
the  different  nations  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  either  France,  Gj-ermany,  or 
Jbtussia  from  acquiring  any  undisputed 
superiority   upon  the    Continent.      Al- 
though I   do  not  think    we    ought   to 
reckon  upon  what  our  allies  can  do  for 
us  when  we  go  to  war,  yet  I  bear  this 
fact    in    mind,    that    we    have    never 
gone  to  war  in  Europe  without  allies, 
and    that    in    any     future     war    we 
shall    have    to   a   certainty    allies    far 
more  powerful  than   we  used  to  have 
when  we  were  fighting  France  or  Spain. 
I  am  afraid,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  have  been 
too  discursive.     I  should  like  to  say  that 
there  is  no  one   who  is   more  keenly 
anxious  than  myself  to    maintain   the 
greatness  of   the   British  Empire,  and 
to  assert  our  superiority  in  every  part 
of  the  ocean ;  but  I  think  that  we  are 
sometimes  too  apt  in  these  days  to  lose 
the  confidence  which  belongs  to  a  truly 
Imperial  people.     We  are  apt  to   dis- 
parage ourselves  a  great  deal  too  much 
— to  think  too  much  of  our  responsibility 
and  too  little  of  our  power  and  resources. 
The  noble  and    gallant  Lord    (Beres- 
ford)  is  always  telling  us  of  the  very 
small  amount  of  insurance  that  we  pay 
for  the  great  commerce  that  we  carry  on. 
Does  he  think  that  it  is  only  our  Navy 
that  we  maintain  for  the  defence  of  that 
commerce  ?    Our  Army  also  is   useful 
for  such   a  purpose,   as  we  can  send 
troops    for     the     protection     of     any 
threatened    point.      Suppose    that    we 
take  the  commerce  of  the  whole  British 
Empire,   not  of  the  United  Kingdom 
alone.    The  commerce   of  the  United 
Kingdom  may  be  taken  at  £650,000,000, 
and  I  believe  that  statisticians  put  the 
commerce  of  the  whole  Empire  at  one 
thousand  millions.     But  that  is  a  mis- 
calculation ;    for   a  great  deal  of    the 
commerce  is  taken   twice  over,   three- 
fourths  of  the    Indian  commerce,   for 
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instance,  being  really  rebkonad  in  tiuk 
of  the  United  Kingdom.    Thfoafbrs,  t)» 
whole  commeroe  of  the  XSmpire  ia  ratify 
not  more  than  £700,000,000.     Now  vt 
spend  annually  in  the  United  TTinwi"- 
£31.000,000  on  the  JLtmj  and  Sm^ 
and   more  than  £30,000,000  in  India 
upon  our  defenoes;    and  if  wa  oaka> 
late  what  is  spent  in  our  OoIoniM  nd 
Dependencies,  we  shall  find  aomethiaf 
like  £55,000,000  a  year  ia  Sjpent  on  ths 
armaments  of  the  Britiah  Empire;  aid 
thus  you  g^  an  insurance  of  aomethiBg 
like  8  per  cent  on  the  whole  oommeiM 
of  the  Empire.    That  ia  a  g^reat  deal  of 
money  to  spend,  and  we  are  oonataa^jr 
increasing  the  amount  hi  Tariooa  wm. 
When  we  talk  of  how  little  ia  done  nr 
the  Navy,  surely  hon.  Members   havs 
forgotten    that     only     laat     year    w» 
voted    3^    millions     of    money    veiy 
nearly,    to    constitute    the    Anstraliaa 
squadron,  and  to  provide  the  funds  for 
fortifying  our  coaling  stations  and  oom- 
mercial   ports  throughout    the    world. 
All  that  is    strengthening    the  Navy, 
because  it  is    freeing    our  ships    for 
operations  on  the  high  seas  instead  of 
tying  them  down  to  the  defenoe  of  ooal- 
ing  stations  which  used  to  be  unfortified. 
Many  millions  of  money  have  been  spent 
in  that  way  in  recent  years,  not  only  in 
this  country  but  in  India  and  the  Oblo- 
nies.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  that 
the  results  of  all  this  expenditure  are  so 
poor  and  miserable  as  it  is  the  habit  of 
people  to  say.     I  do  not  believe  myself 
in  the  utter  defenoelessness  of  theBritiBh 
Empire.    I  do  not  believe  in  the  possi* 
bility  of  such  a  stoppage  of  onrfbod 
supply  as  many  people  are  always  talk* 
ing  about.    All  the  fleets  of  the  world 
could  not  blockade  our  coasts,  even  sup- 
posing we  had  no  Fleet  to  defend  them.  It 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  make  an 
effective  blockade  of  our  coasts.     Ooold 
they  seize  our  Oolonies  ?    No  Earopsan 
State  would  be  mad  enough  to  sena  an 
expedition  to  seize    Australia.    What 
would  be  the  fate  of  such  an  expedition  F 
Depend  upon  it,  this  Empire  was  never 
more  strongly,  or  better  defended,  than 
at  the  present  moment.  I  will  not  speak 
against  the  proposals  of  theGk>vemment. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  see  a  steady  and  con- 
tinuous standard  of  naval  strength  main- 
tained ;  but  I  do  say  that  it  is  a  pity 
that  any  startling  or  sudden  ohauos 
should    be    made,   for  I  believe  wt 
there  is  no  nation  in  the  world,  and  no 
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oombination    of    States,     that    would  , 
not  think  twice  or  thrice   before   thej 
attempted  to  quarrel  with  this  country. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cockermouth) :  I 
congratulate  the  hon.   Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  I  congratulate  the 
House,  and  I  congratulate  the  country, 
above  all,  I  congratulate  the  Tory  Party 
on  the  rattling  Radical  speech  which  we 
have  just  hei^  from  their  side  of  the 
House.     I   heard  it  with  the  greatest 
pleasure,  and  I  only  hope  before  the 
evening  is  concluded  that  we  shall  have 
as  good  a  Radical  speech  from  the  front 
Opposition  Bench.      The  first  thing  I 
have  to  observe   is    that    it    is  rather 
strange  that  these  proposals  should  have 
been  delayed  so  long.     If  we  are  really 
in  this  imuiinent  danger  which  the  Ad- 
mirals, and  Generals,  and  Captains  on 
the  other  side  tell  us  we  are  in,  surely 
the  Government  ought  to  have  brought 
this  matter  before  us  a  little  sooner,  that 
we  might  sleep  safely  in  our  beds.     To 
have  delayed  so  long  makes  me  doubt 
whether    there  is   really   the   necessity 
which  the  Government  assume  in  this 
matter.     I  am  not  going  into  the  Con- 
stitutional question ;  I  shall  leave  that 
to  the  wise  men  of  this  House.     I  do 
not  exactly  know  what  is  Constitutional 
and  what  is  unconstitutional.     I  have 
.very  vague  ideas  on  the  matter.     I  have 
this  idea— that  it  \%  unconstitutional  for 
an  old  Parliament,  elected  two  or  three 
years  ago,  to  go  into  a  new  question  of 
vital    importance    without   taking    the 
country  into  its  confidence.     But  what  I 
want  to  do  is    to    prove    two   things. 
First,  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
great  and  dreadful  expenditure  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  vote;  secondly, 
if  it  be  found  to  be  necessary,  the  pre- 
sent officials  at  the  Admiralty  are  not 
the  reliable  parties  into  whose  hands 
the  money  should  go.     To  prove  these 
two  assertions  it  will  be  necessanr  that 
I  should  make  some  quotations.     I  shall 
first    begin    by    quoting    the    Queen's 
Speech,  read  on  the  2l8t  February,  and 
which     nobody     can     contradict.        I 
have  quoted   it  before,    but  it   cannot 
be    quoted    too    often.       Now,    in  the 
Queen's     Speech     there     is     a     state- 
ment   to    the    effect    that   during  the 
brief  period  which  has  elapsed  since  the 
close  of  the  last    Session  nothing   has 
taken  place  *'  to  affect  the  cordial  rela- 
tions between  myself  and  other  Powers." 
Well,  if  nothing  has  taken  place,    if 
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nothing  has  been  done  since,  it  appears 
to  me  uiat  the  Gt)vemment  are  making 
military  preparations  against  Her  Ma- 
jesty's own  statement,  which  really  is  an 
act    of    high    treason.     Certainly    the 
speech  eoes  on  to  say  that  the  increasing 
expenditure    on    warlike    preparations 
which  has  been  incurred  by  other  Euro- 
pean nations  has  rendered  necessary  an 
increase  in  the  precautions  which  have 
hitherto  been  taken  for  the  safety  of  our 
own  shores,  but  then  the  Speech  adds 
that  these  Powers  are  uniformly  friendly 
to  this  country  at  present.    What,  then, 
is  there  to  justify  this  last  scare  ?    I  say 
this  vague  talk  is  utterly  unworthy  of 
the  Government.     What  is  there,  then, 
to  justify  this  increase  of  expenditure? 
If     the     whole    of    Europe,    with    its 
28,000,000  of  armed  men,  were  going  to 
fight  against  us,  no  doubt  the  case  would 
be  altered.     Then    the    greatest    fire* 
eaters  in  the  House  would  admit  that 
our  case   was  hopeless.      But    against 
whom    are    these  preparations  made? 
Why  do  not  the  Government  condescend 
to  particulars  ?    Why  do  they  not  tell 
us  against  whom  they  are  arming?    Is 
it  France  ?     Why,  France  has  enough 
to  do  to  look  after  Germany,  and  we 
have  recently  put  an  affront  on  France 
by  refusing  to  send   emissaries  to  the 
grreat  Exhibition  because    it  was    the 
anniversary    of  the   great  Revolution, 
so  little  do  we  care  for  France.      Is  it 
Germany  ?      Why,    Germany     is     our 
greatest  ally.      She  is  busily  engaged 
m  watching  France,  and  with  her  as  our 
ally  we  are  fighting  somebody  or  other 
in  Africa.     Is  it  Russia — that  country 
which     is    honeycombed    with    Nihil- 
ists,   that    is    to    attack    us?    Surely, 
we    cannot     suppose    that    Russia    is 
going     to     attack    us.       Is    it    Italy? 
Why,  to  Italy  we  have  been  the  only 
firm  and  consistent  friend  throughout 
her  history.     Is  it  Spain  ?    It  certainly 
cannot  be   Spain,    although   she    has, 
since  the  scare  began  in  this  country, 
increased  her  navy  under  the  imaginary 
fear,  I  suppose,  that  we  are  going  to 
attack  her  and  that  we  have  some  mis- 
chief in  our  minds.     What  is  the  use  of 
asking  all  this,  however  ?    I  know  per- 
fectly well  that  no   one  will  give   me 
these  particulars.      And   why?      You 
would   if  you   could,  but  you  cannot. 
Then   there  is  that  other  gprand  argu- 
ment that  it  is  to  protect  our  food  sup- 
ply.   Why,  the  old  poUoj  of  the  Tory 
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Party  was  to  prevent  the  people  from 
haTing  food.  I  have  often  lieen  charged 
witli  trying  to  rob  tiie  poor  man  of  his 
beer.  The  Preaident  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  10  engaged  in  trying  to  rob  the 
poor  man  of  his  sugar.  Then  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  told 
the  country  that  we  must  keep  up  the 
flow  of  our  oommerce.  The  truth,  how- 
ever, is  that  this  expenditure  is  directed, 
not  to  keeping  up  the  flow  of  our  oom- 
merce, but  the  flow  of  promotion ;  it  is  di- 
rected to  keeping  up  the  supply  of  loaves 
and  fishes  for  the  cormorants  of  whom 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  the  other  day.  It 
means  outdoor  relief  for  the  aristocracy 
and  contracts  for  gre&t  shipbuilders,  so 
that  young  men  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
when  an  election  is  pending,  may  go 
down  and  offer  them  as  bribes.  We  all 
represent  the  people,  or  are  supposed 
to  do  so.  But  the  seven  or  eight  direct 
Bepresentatives  of  the  working  men, 
who  all  sit  on  the  Liberal  Benches,  vote 
against  this  expenditure.  Why  are  there 
not  Ck)n8ervative  working  men  Members  ? 
As  I  say,  I  believe  everyone  of  the  work- 
ing Men  representatives  will  vote  to- 
night against  this  expenditure.  Axe 
they  not  as  anxious  to  secure  the  food 
supplies  of  the  people  as  you  are  ?  But 
that  was  not  all  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said.  Out  he  came  with 
the  old  and  plausible  platitudes  and 
seducing  sophistries  always  used  on 
these  occasions.  He  told  us,  ''If  yon 
want  peace,  you  must  be  prepared  for 
war."  I  do  not  believe  in  that,  and  I 
know  of  no  aphorism  which  has  caused 
so  much  mischief  and  misery  as  this.  It 
has  led  Statesmen  to  confusion,  and 
countries  to  their  overthrow.  **Ifyou 
wish  for  peace,  prepare  for  war!" 
Why,  Sir,  you  might  just  as  well  say 
that  if  you  want  to  keep  yourself  dry, 
jump  into  the  water ,  if  you  want  to 
Keep  yourself  clean,  take  lodgings  with 
a  chimney  sweep ;  if  you  want  to  be 
quiet  and  live  undisturbed,  take  a  bed 
over  a  factory ;  and  if  you  want  to  keep 
sober,  take  lodgings  in  a  public-house. 
All  the  great  Military  Powers  on  the 
Continent  have,  for  the  last  generation 
or  two,  been  preparing  for  war.  France, 
Prussia,  Aus^a,  and  Germany,  have  all 
been  keeping  up  great  armies,  and  what 
has  been  the  result?  Why,  every  few 
years  we  have  had  a  great  war.  You 
know  well  enough  that  this  is  not  the 
way  to  preserve  peace.    The  other  day 
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an  Irish  Member  aaked  a  qnettioii— Am 
Irish  Members  are  alwajB  Aflking  qnsi- 
tions— as  to  whether  arma  and  ammnai- 
tion  were  being  landed    on    the  Weit 
Coast  of   Africa  by  an    Engtieh  cob- 
si^er,  and  it  was  then  pointed  ont  that 
this  practice  was  one  oalcolated  to  lead 
the  savages  to  fight.     Indeed,  it  put  me 
in  memory  of  a  saying  b  j  an  old  Afrioan 
Chief,  that  he  went  to  war  with  ^^"flur 
tribe  because  he  had  had  a  barrel  of  aan- 
powder  given  him,and  heoould  do  nothing 
else  wiui  it.  So  much  for  the  neoemitj 
of  the  case;   so   much   for    the  argn- 
ments  we  have  heard  in  farour  of  Aii 
expenditure.    Now,  I  go  farther,  and  I 
say  that  we  have  been  altogether  mis- 
led by  the  officials  of  the   Admiralty. 
Do  the  Government  suppoae  that  all  the 
European  nations  are  marauders   and 
robbers  ?    But  let  us  for  a  moment  take 
it  that  the  food  supply  of  the  people  if 
in  danger,  and  that  the  nation  a  who  have 
hitherto  supplied  us  have  suddenly  taken 
it  into  their  heads  that  it  would  he  better 
to  spend  their  money  in  killing  us  thui 
to  gain  it  by  sending  food  to  ua.     Let  na 
suppose  that  to  be  true.    Doea  it  afford 
any  reason  why  this  particular  plan  of 
the  Government  should  be  carried  into 
effect?    I  find  that  we  have  already 
spent  on  the  Navy  during  the  last  five 
years  some  sixty  millions  of  pounds; 
and,  surely,  if  the  statements  we  have 
heard  made  by  Members  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  connected  with  the  Admiralty  in 
regard  to  the  Navy  are  true,  thev  can* 
not  be  looked  upon  as  efficient  m  the 
performance  of  their  duty,  and,  there- 
fore, they  ought  not  to  be  trusted  with 
the  expenditure  of  this  money.     The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  explained 
very  candidly  and  very  frankly  in  his 
speech   that  opinions    may  change  as 
events  arise.     I  dare  say  they  do  so 
change ;   but  let  us  see  what  are  the 
opinions  expressed  now,   and  compare 
tnem  with  those  expressed  by  Admindtj 
officials  a  few  years  ago.    Take    the 
statement  of  the  noble  Iiord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  himself.    In  flie 
early  part  of  1 887  over  and  over  agam 
the  noble  Lord  said  that  our  Navy  was 
never  so  strong  in  time  of  peace  as  it 
was  at  that  time.    Early  in  the  year  he 
drew  up  a  memorandum  on  our  naval 
affairs,  and  said  we  had  brought  up  our 
naval  strength  to  its  proper  level  as  far 
as  cruisers  werd  concerned.    And  later, 
in  March,   1887,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
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Institute  of  Naval  Eogineen,  he  said, 
"  Our  Navy  is  relatively  stronger  to-day 
than  it  has  been  for  many  years  past. 
Then,  again,  on  May  2nd  be  was  in  his 
element  at  a  dinner  of  the  Boyal  Aoa- 
demy,  when  all  the  blood  and  culture  of 
the     Services    were     assembled  —  an 
assembly  of  Jingoism  in  exaliu^SL  few 
days  in  advance  of  the  great  Jubilee 
Naval  Beview.     What  did  the  noble 
Lord  then  say  ?    He  said  that  the  Fleet 
which  would  then  be  displayed  was  the 
strongest  which  any  Sovereign  had  ever 
reviewed  in  time  of  peace.  Whatbashap- 
pened  to  that  Fleet  ?  He  has  had  charge 
of  it.     Has  it  gone  to  the  bottom  with  the 
8ultan  f    Then,   again,  in  July  of  the 
same  year,  the  noble  Lord  recalled  the 
words    of   his    memorandum   that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  would  be  one 
of   *•  steady  reduction  of    expenditure, 
and    increase    of    efficiency,"    and    on 
March  Idth  be  added  that  he  was  well 
within  the  mark  when  he  said  that  our 
Navy  was  30   or  40  per  cent  stronger 
than  that  of  any  other  ^val  Power.  Now, 
when  the  noble  Lord   said  that,  he  was 
either  right  or  wrong.     If  he  was  right, 
then  this  new  expenditure  was  a  most 
wicked  thing ;  but  if  he  was  wrong,  and 
if  the  Fleet  required  all  this  renovation, 
while  the  noble  Lord  was  declaring  it  to 
be  perfect  and  the  best  ever  seen,  then 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  naval  advisers 
are  not  fit  to  be  entrusted  with    the 
care  of  the  Fleet,  or  of  the  money  which 
the  Committee  is  called  upon  to  vote. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Mary- 
lebone    is  a  great  authority  on  these 
subjects,  and    he    always  speaks  with 
frankness.     On  January  26,    ]  888,   he 
said — 

"If  any  mercantile  ooncem  were  to  be 
managed  as  the  Army  and  Navy  are  it  would 
be  banknipt  in  two  yean." 

Yet  the  Navy  is  managed  in  exactly 
the  same  way  now.  Then  on  March  12, 
1888,  the  noble  and  gallant  Member 
said— 

'*  I  have  not  asked  for  extravagant  outlay. 
All  I  have  asked  for  ia  that  the  Administration 
of  the  Admiralty  thould  be  conducted  on  busi- 
prindplee." 


And  nothing  has  yet  been  done  to  in- 
stitute  those  principles.  Then,  on 
January  4,  1889,  the  noble  Lord 
said — 

"  I  shall  oppose  any  incrsase  of  the  Navy 
unless  the  people  are  taken  into  coaiidsnoe  and 


told  why  the  Government  are  going  to  spend 
this  money." 

The  Government  have  not  given  the  in- 
formation. On  March  2,  the  noble  Lord 
said  in  the  House  that — 

'*  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  First  Lord 
had  not  brouffht  forward  any  clear  and  definite 
reasons  for  what  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment." 

Therefore,  on  every  ground  of  common 
sense,  common  justice,  and  fair  play,  I 
call  upon  the  noble  Lord  to  vote  against 
the  proposals.  I  think  I  have  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  all  sensible  men 
that  no  reason  has  been  given  for  this 
expenditure.  I  have  proved  that  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  who  re- 
present the  Admiralty  are  not  to  be 
trusted,  and  that  they  make  statements 
not  from  a  desire  to  mislead,  but  in 
absolute  ignorance  of  the  subject.  The 
proposition  before  the  Committee  is  one 
intended  to  perpetuate  international 
hatred  and  bad  feeling.  It  is  a  simple 
game  of  brag ;  and  what  statesmanship 
is  there  in  it?  Mr.  Disraeli,  the 
greatest  Leader  the  Tory  Party  ever 
had,  or  I  think  ever  will  have,  said  in 
Julyof  Ibei- 
^What  is  the  use  of  diplomacy?  What  is 
the  use  of  Government  f  What  is  the  use  of 
cordial  understandings  if  such  things  can  go 
onP" 

And  yet,  30  years  after  those  words 
have  been  spoken,  we  are  going 
on  in  the  same  military  spirit. 
I  wish  I  could  persuade  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  to  vote  against  these  proposab. 
Do  they  think  it  is  a  good  thing  to  go 
before  great  caucuses  at  Birmingham 
and  elsewhere  and  cordiaUy  support 
Beeolutions  calling  for  a  reduction  of 
expenditure,  and  then,  when  the  first 
proposition  is  made  for  increasing  ex- 
penditure, to  go  over  wholesale  and  vote 
with  the  enemy  ?  I  do  not  set  myself  up 
as  representing  the  great  body  of  people 
in  the  country.  Twiah  I  oould  be  sure 
that  I  was  speaking  for  the  great  body 
of  the  working  men,  for  then  I  should 
know  that  the  end  of  this  hateful  system 
is  not  far  off.  I  read  in  the  TirM9  of 
to-day : — 

*'  Mr.  Gremer  and  Mr.  Howell  have  opposed 
Lord  G.  Hamilton's  Beeolution,  with  Amend- 
ments, which,  we  should  hope,  the  mat  body 
of  working  men  of  the  United  Kingaom  would 
reject  with  indignant  contempt.** 


[CA##r«.]  I  do  not  oomplain  of  hon.  Mi 
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bora  opposite  cheering  that :  the  working 
olasseH  may  reject  it  with  indignant 
contempt;  but  I  nhould  be  a  coward 
and  a  braitor  if,  to  win  the  applause  of 
the  working  men,  I  were  to  betray  their 
real  interest.  The  working  men  have 
the  power  in  their  own  hands, 
and  I  am  disappointed  with  them, 
for  they  fill  the  House  with  generals, 
colonels,  and  admirals.  And  when  the 
troops  return  to  England  after  stealing 
some  country,  the  working  men  shout 
and  halloo  in  the  streets.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  will  be  always  so.  Mr.  Cobden 
long  agu  said,  *'  The  time  is  not  yet, 
though  it  will  come,  when  people  wiU  be 
able  to  bear  the  blessings  of  prosperity 
and  liberty  with  peace.'*  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  that  those  were 
Quixotic  and  Utopian  Tiews.  These  are 
two  favourite  expressions  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  and  Mr.  Ruskin  has 
said  that  they  are  the  two  pet  words  of 
the  Devil.  Nothing  is,  or  can  be, 
Utopian  that  is  right.  No  other  plan 
but  that  of  force  has  been  tried  ;  then 
let  the  Government  ask  the  other 
nations  groaning  under  the  weight  of 
military  systems  if  they  will  not  meet 
und  sensibly  and  calmly  discuss  the 
reduction  of  their  mighty  armaments. 
Until  such  an  attempt  has  been  made 
ihe  Kepresentatives  of  the  people  will  not 
be  justified  in  allowing  an  increase  of 
the  burdens  of  taxation  by  supporting 
a  scheme  for  which  no  reasons  have  been 
given,  and  which  must  have  the  effect  of 
fanning  the  emben  of  international 
hostility,  and  which  will  delay  the  coming 
of  that  day  for  which  you  speak  and 
pray,  which  none  of  you  believe  in,  but 
which  will  come  in  spite  of  you  all,  when 
men  shall  beat  their  swords  into  plough- 
shares and  their  spears  into  pruning 
hooks,  and  study  war  no  more. 

*LoRi)  George  HAMILTON:  The 
effect  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  speech  was 
a  little  marred  by  the  fact  that  we  have 
often  heard  it  before. 

Sir   W.    LAWSON:    And  you   will 
hear  it  again. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Ever  since  I 
have  been  in  the  House,  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  opposed  every  proposal 
for  increasing  the  strength  of  the  Army 
or  Navy,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  frank  in  saying  that  one  of  his 
reasons  for  opposing  the  present  pro- 
posal was  that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the 
existing  Admiralty  Administration.  The 

Sir  W,  Zawsan, 


hon.  Baronet  is  of  opinion  that  fheve !» 
great  folly  in  the  saying  that  '*  If  yon 
wish  for  peace  yon  should  be  prepared 
for  war."    Now.  Sir,  the  only  seriont- 
war  in  which  this  country  has  been  in- 
volved  of  late  years  was  the  Orimean 
War,  and  if  then  the  ooun  try's  arma- 
ments had  been  stronger,  ana  i  f  more 
decision  had  been  shown  in  thei  r  mov^ 
ments.  Great  Britain  wonld  ne  ver  have 
become  involved  in  that  war.     It  was 
the  false  impression  created  in  the  mind 
of  a  Foreign  Minister  as  to  the  power 
of  this  country  and  the  resolution   of 
the  then  Government  which   was   the 
cause  of  that  lamentable    war.      The 
hon.  Baronet   in  common    with    other 
speakers    assumes    that    there    is    an 
irreconcilable  inconsistenoy  between  the 
proposal  now  made  and  my  past  utter- 
ances as  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
I  am  flattered  by  the  microscopio  atten- 
tion which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
paid  to  my  speeches;  bat    they  have 
only  read  sentences  without  their  oon* 
text,  and  havo  therefore  put  into    my 
mouth  statements  which  I  have  never 
made.     What  I  have  said  in  the  past  I 
repeat.     I   have  asserted   that  in    my 
belief  Great  Britain's  fighting  power  is* 
undoubtedly  superior  to    that    of  any 
other  nation.    I  asserted  two  years  ago, 
and  I  repeat  that  assertion  now,  that  for 
a  number  of  years  there  can  be  an  in- 
crease of  efficiency  and  a  decrease  of 
expenditure.     Ana  I  farther    asserted 
that  not  only  I,  but  the  Naval  Lorda 
with  whom  I  was  associated,  were  sati^ 
fied  with  the  progpress  which  was  b<Mng 
made;  and  that    Ghreat  Britain's  pro- 
gress, both   actually  and  relatively,  as 
compared  with  that  of  other  nations  in 
the  past  three  years,  was  satisfaotoiy. 
And  I  added  that,  in  the  judgment  of 
the    Government,     we     had    not     ys% 
arrived   at   the   standard    of   strength' 
at    which    our    naval     establishment 
ought    to    be    maintained.      I   made 
a     mistake    on      two     points    which 
I  afterwards  corrected,  but  I  claim  that 
there  is  the  strictest  sequence  and  oon« 
sistency  in  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment took  in  the  past  and  in  the 
course  which  they  propose  to  take  now. 
The  Navy  Estimates  contain  a  mass  of 
involved  and  complicated  figures,  and  I 
do  not  wonder  that  hon.  Members  are 
sometimes  misled,  for  there  appears  to 
be  an  assumption  that  we  can  exactly 
regulate  the  expenditure  and  ihat  the 
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output  or  result  of  that  expenditure  can 
be  exactly  proportioned  to  the  amount 
of  money  that  is  spent.    That  is  a  great 
delusion.    The    result  of    expenditure 
Taries  greatly  year  by  year  in  regard  to 
the  amount  of  expenditure  associated 
*i7ith  a  particular  year.     Then  there  is  a 
practice  in  the  House  which  is  very  mis- 
leading— namely,   to  compare  the  ex- 
penditure of  one  year  with  the  next 
year,  and  to  assume,  if  there  is  a  differ- 
ence, that  the  Minister  who  is  respon- 
sible has  made  some  arbitrary  reduc- 
tions.   Nothing  of  the  kind  has  occurred. 
What  has  happened  is  that  payments 
have  been  made  sooner  than  anticipated 
and  the  country  have  had  the  benefit  of 
those  payments.    The  present  Admiralty 
Administration  have  had  two  parts  of  a 
Tery  difficult  character  to  perform.     We 
came  into  office  in   1 885,  and  ha?e  had 
to  deal  with  a  programme  for  the  initia- 
tion  of  which  we  were  not  responsible. 
Our  business  was   to  give  effect  to  it 
as  economically  aod  as  rapidly  as  we 
could,  and  we  have  completed  it  in  a 
much  shorter  period  than  we  anticipated. 
The  expenditure  connected  with  the  work 
during  the  period   which    has  elapsed 
since  then  has  been  very  much  larger  in 
the  first  three  years  than  we  anticipated; 
but  increased  strength  has  been  obtained 
subsequently  to  that  date.    Thus  it  has 
been  possible  to  associate  an  increase  of 
efficiency  with  a    reduction   of   ex  pen  • 
•diture.     I    have    not    made    a    single 
solitary   reduction    which    affects    the 
sfficieacy  of  the  Fleet.    In  ships,  men, 
and  guns  we  are  stronger  now  than  we 
have  been  for  the  last  30  years.     The 
following  figures  will  be  the  best  indica- 
tion of  our  past  and  present  policy.    One 
fact  brought  home  to  our  minds  in  1885 
was  that  whether    our  programme   of 
shipbuildiog  is  large  or  small,  we  must 
take  care  to  have    sufficient  money  to 
•carry  it  out  economically.    There  can  be 
no  greater  waste  of  money  than  to  have 
•a  programme  for  which  we  have  not  the 
-oourage  to  take  sufficient  money.    I  will 
take  the  money  voted  for  new  construc- 
tion   for    four    years,    commencing  in 
1881-2  and  ending  in  1884-5.     In  1881-2 
the     amount    voted    was    £1,680,000; 
in     1882-3,     £1,770,000;      in     1883-4, 
£1,930,000;  and  in  1884-5,  £2,242,000, 
an  increase  over  the  first  year  of  upwards 
of  £500,000.     Any  Member  looking  at 
these  figures  will  say  that  the  inoreaae 


of  expenditure  must  cany  with  it  a  con* 
tinuous  increase  of  output  or  result. 
The  facts  are  these.  In  the  first  year, 
when  the  expenditure  was  lowest,  14 
ships,  with  a  displacement  of  41,000 
tons,  were  added  to  the  Navy.  In  the 
second  year  the  expenditure  was  higher, 
and  the  output  went  down  to  1 1  ships 
with  27,000  tons  displacement.  The 
next  year  the  expenditure  was  higher ; 
but  the  output  went  down  to  five  ships, 
with  a  displacement  of  only  10,000  tons. 
The  year  afterwards  the  expenditure 
went  up,  and  there  were  ten  ships,  with 
10,000  tons  displacement.  There  can  be 
only  one  possible  explanation  of  these 
figures.  Sufficient  money  in  those  years 
was  not  taken  to  complete  the  ships. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  WUl  the  First  Lord 
tell  us  how  many  of  these  ships  remained 
unfinished? 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  I  am 
only  dealing  with  the  ships  which  were 
finished. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  What  others  remained 
unfinished  ? 

♦LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  That 
is  exactly  the  point  I  am  addressing  my- 
self to.  The  total  number  of  ships 
finished  during  that  period  was  only  40, 
with  an  aggpregate  displacement  of 
90,000  tons,  so  that  the  average  for  those 
four  years  was  only  10  ships,  repre^ 
senting  22,000  tons  displacement.  Now 
I  come  to  the  period  for  which  I  am  more 
or  less  personally  responsible.  In  1885-6 
the  expenditure  amounted  to  £3,760,000* 
In  the  next  year  the  figures  fell  to 
£3,500,000.  The  year  afterwards — ib% 
first  in  which  I  was  responsible— the 
amount  was  £2,800,000.  In  the  next 
year  the  estimated  amount  was 
£2,700,000.  and  for  the  year  1889-90  it 
is  estimated  at  £2,600,000.  In  that 
period  the  apparent  decrease  in  the  Vote 
for  new  oonstruction  is  something  like) 
£1,000,000.  In  the  first  year  17  ships^ 
with  an  aggregate  displacement  of 
55,000  tons,  were  finished.  In  the^ 
second  year  14  ships,  representing 
65^000  tons  dispUoement,  were  finished^ 
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in  the  third  year  there  were  30  sbipa 
finished,  representing  86,000  tons  dis- 
placement; and  this  year  we  estimate 
that  32  ships  will  be  finished,  repre- 
senting 77,000  tons  displacement;  whilei 
in  addition,  there  is  the  Australian 
Squadron  of  14,000  tons,  making  an 
aggregate  displacement  of  91,000  tons. 
During  this  period  the  average  addition 
of  each  year  to  the  Navy  has  been  20 
ships,  representing  62.000  tons,  or  three 
times  as  much  as  in  the  preceding 
period.  This  great  increase  is  mainly 
due  to  our  concentrating  our  attention 
on  the  work  we  had  in  hand,  and 
finishing  it  as  rapidly  as  we  could. 
In  each  single  year  our  output 
had  been  more  than  double  that  of  any 
foreign  nation.     But  the  very  rapidity 

of  our    procedure  has    exhausted    the 
number  of  ships  which  we  had  in  hand, 
and  consequently,  on    the    1st  March, 
1890,  we  shall  only  have  four  ships  in- 
complete. We  propose,  therefore,  during 
the    next    four    years    to    make   such 
arrangements  as  will  increase  the  pro- 
portion of  strength  by  which  the  Navy 
has  been  augmented  during  the  last  four 
years.     If  the  House  will  assent  to  our 
proposal  we  shall,  in  the  next  four  years, 
be  able  to  add  annually  to  the  Navy  an 
average  of  18  ships,  representing  an  ag- 
gregate displacement  of  88,000  tons — or 
one-fourth  more  than  during  the  past 
year.     Therefore  the  Committee  will  see 
that  the  statement  which  I  made  in  the 
past  and  which  year  by  year  I  have  re- 
peated, that  we  are  able  to  associate  an 
increase  of  strength  with  a  decrease  of 
expenditure,  is  literally  true ;  and  it  can 
be  accounted  for  by  the  simple  fact  that 
we  have   had   a   great   mass  of  work 
incomplete  in  our  hands  which  it  was 
our  duty  to  finish  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
course  of  action  and  the  policy  we  pro- 
pose to  pursue  is,  from  a  business  point 
of  view,  the  right  policy.     So  far  as  my 
statements  in  the  past  are  concerned, 
and  the  proposals  we  now  make  for  the 
future,  we   have  shown   that  they  are 
consistent.  [^Oppo$tttan  erie$  of  **  No."] 
Certain  hon.  Gentlemen    do    not  want 
me  to  be  consistent ;  but  I  think  I  have 
shown  how  we  have  been  able  to  have 

Lord  O$org$  HamiUon 


an  increased  strength  and  a  dofsreml 
expenditure.    Such  beinfc  the  raanlt  of 
our  past  expendtturoy  I  think  It  is  oalf 
right  we  should    explain    ahcntlj  anl 
dearly  to  the  Oommittee  what  is  tii» 
principle  upon  which  our  new  aoheme  i» 
based.    I  thought  I  had  done  ao  fnlhr 
in  my  previous  statement ;    but  ifl 
have  failed  I  will  repeat  it.     We  d^si^ 
mined  that  our  new  shipbuilding  pro* 
gramme  should  be  based  upon  the  fiuly* 
ascertained  requirements  of  the  nation. 
It  is  an  easy  thing  to  say  to  the  ezpeits, 
*'  Tell  us  what  the  requirements  of' the 
nation  are ; "    but  unless   the    experts 
know  what  is  the  basis  upon  which  thsj 
are  to  calculate  the  requirements  of  the 
nation,  they  cannot  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory    conclusion.      Therefore     Her 
Majesty's     Government    directed     nrf 
advisers    to  prepare    a    scheme  which 
should  make  our  naval  establishmeat 
in  1894    equal  to  the  naval  establish* 
ments  of  any  two  nations.     That  is  the 
basis  of  the  scheme  which  we  lay  before 
Parliament.    We  took  the  old  standard 
which  preceding  Oovemments  have  set 
before  themselves  and  have  not  acted  up 
to.     Taking  the  number  of  ships,  whioh 
in    the    opinion  of   advisers  in  whose 
judgment    we    have  confideooOi    it  ia 
necessary  to   add   to  the  strengfth      of 
the  Navy,   we  converted  thatforoe,  in-^ 
eluding  stores,  armaments,  and  mnni« 
tions  of  war,  into  money,  and  that  gaire 
as    the    number  of   ships    70,  and  en 
expenditure  of  £21,500,000.  .We  fixed 
the  ordinary  Estimates  at  what  we  con^ 
sidered  would  be  the  normal  expenditure 
— we  put  that  at  a  very  high  level,  and 
absorbed  as  much  of  the  £2 1,500,000  aa 
we  could,  the  remainder  being  provided 
by  methods  whioh  the  Ohanceuor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  explained.      The   great 
advantage  in    our    judgment    of  Siese 
proposaU  is  that  for  the  first  time  the 
House  of  Commons  has  laid  before  it  • 
scheme  in  whioh  the  annual  expenditure 
is  kept  at  a  normal  level,    while  that 
which  is    additional   is    kept    outsids. 
When  our  shipbuilding  proposals  are 
completed,  if  the  House  or  the  oountvy 
thinlc  that  the  standard  of  strength  is  not 
sufficient,  they  can    g^  over  the  same 
process  again,  and  they  will  know   that 
the  sums  spent  outside  the  normal  Es- 
timates increase  our  standard  of  strength 
without  coming  under  the  head  of  de- 
preciation and  waste. 
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Mr.  duff  :  Will  the  noble  L<»d  say 
what  the  oormal  expenditure  it  f 

«Lo]u>  QEOROfi  HAMILTON :  The 
Estimates  of  this  jaar.  Then  we  asso- 
ciate this  expenditure  with  a  procedure 
for  rapidlj  giving  effect  to  it,  and  we  lay 
the  whole  scheme  in  its  entirety 
before  the  House  of  Ojmtnons .  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  have  for  the 
first  time  laid  before  Parliament 
whaty  in  the  opinionof  competent  judges, 
is  the  standard  of  strength  at  which  the 
Navy  ought  to  be  maintained,  and  as- 
sociated with  the  stondard  of  strength  is 
the  normal  sum  necessary  to  maintain 
the  naval  j^tablishments  at  that 
strength.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Oampbell-Banner- 
man)  objected  to  these  proposals  being 
embodied  in  a  Bill,  and  he  made  use  of 
the    expression  that  it   will  give    the 

House  of  Lords  co-equal  authority  with 
the  House  of  Oommons  over  the  annual 
Estimates.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  this 
or  of  any  other  Qovemment  to  take 
away  from  the  House  of  Commons  its 
inherent  power  to  deal  with  the  Annual 
Estimates  presented  to  it.  The  House 
of  Lords  will  have  no  authority  ovjer 
these  V  otes,  and  it  is  not  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  take  away  the  power  which  is  in- 
herent in  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
our  propossls  have  this  great  advantage, 
that  any  Government  that  oomes  in  can 
only  throw  overboard  the  proposals  after 
a  public  exposition  of  their  policy. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
And  with  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Lords? 

♦Lord  Q.  HAMILTON  :  No.  I  do 
not  want  to  anticipate  the  argument  on 
the  constitutional  question,  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  means  to  assert 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  under  which 
certain  sums  are  annually  voted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  gives  the  House  of 
Lords  a  mandate  to  send  down  and  de- 
mand the  money,  he  very  much  misre- 
presents the  Constitutional  aspect  of  the 
matter.  As  the  discussion  of  this  Con- 
stitutional point  proceeds,  the  fact  will 


be  found  to  be  that  we  are  not  inter- 
fering with  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons  nor  tying  its  hands,  but  that 
this  is  only  a  self-denying  ordinance 
putting  a  proper  restraint  on  the 
ESxecutive  GK>vemment  of  the  day. 
Now  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) 
seems  to  think  that  we  have  appropri- 
ated the  scheme  which  he  initiated  in 
December  last,  but  at  the  end  of  his 
speech  my  noble  Friend  pointed  out  that 
there  is  no  relation  between  this  scheme 

and  his.  1  have  never  entertained  the 
▼iews  which  my  noble  Friend  holds  and 
to  which  he  gave  expression  in 
December  last.  If  I  had  thought  we 
were  agpreed  with  my  noble  Friend  it 
would  have  been  my  duty  to  have  made 
proposals  of  far  greater  magnitude  to 
the  House,  but  I  adhere  to  what  I  then 
said.  Sir  A.  Hood  adheres  to  the  state- 
ment he  made,  and  considers  that  in 
future  we  must  regulate  our  expenditure 
by  the  number  of  ships  foreign  nations 
have  in  hand,  modified  by  any  experi- 
ence which  time  may  add  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Admiralty.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Green  seemit 
to  be  of  opinion  that  the  Dock- 
yard administration  should  be  reformed 
before  any  additional  money  is  voted, 
and  he  took  the  most  unfair  methods 
that  could  be  conceived  of  showing  that 
Dockyard  reform  is  necessary.  He  took 
reports  of  four  or  five  years  back  and 
pointed  to  certain  abuses,  but  he  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  find  out  whether  those 
Beports  have  been  acted  upon  and  the 
abuses  stopped.  If  he  haa  done  so  he 
would  have  found  that  a  Committee  last 
year  reported  most  favourably  upon  the 
Dockyard  Administration  of  the  present 
Board,  and  pointed  out  that  rery  great 
changes  and  alterations  for  the  better 
had  taken  place.  There  is  very  little 
doubt  that  year  by  year  the  system  of 
Dockyard  Administration  will  continue 
to  improve.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  are  sincere  in  their  desire  for 
Dockyard  reform,  I  will  tell  them  how 
they  may  show  it  and  assist  the  Admi« 
ralty.  Every  reform  we  have  made  in 
the  Administration  of  the  Dockyards  haa 
been  persistently  misrepresented  by  the 
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local  BepreBentativee  of  the  political 
Party  to  which  the  hon.  Memher  belongs. 
On  every  occasion  on  which  reforms  have 
occurred  attempts  have  been  made  by 
the  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
belongs  to  make  political  capital  out  of 
them. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  They  have  not  found 
expression  in  this  House. 

Sib  J.  PULESTON :  Yes,  they  have. 

TheCHAIBMAN:  Order,  order! 

♦LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  do 

not  know  whether  the   hon.    Member 

considers  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne 

(Mr.  Conybeare)  a  Member  of  this  House 

and  of  his  political  Party.      If  he  does 

he  will  find  that  on  every  single  change 

of  any  sort  in  Devonport  Dockyard  I 
have  been  catechized  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Camborne,  and  the  local  Hepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  belongs  have  used  every  means 
in  their  power  to  make  political  capital 
out  of  it.  If  hon.  Members  are  in  favour 
of  economy,  they  would  show  their  sin- 
cerity by  stopping  the  persistent  and 
improper  action  of  the  political  agents  of 
the  Party  with  which  tney  are  associated 
in  making  capital  out  of  the  reforms 
made. 

«Mb.  HOWELL :  It  has  not  found  ex- 
pression in  the  House.  Does  the  noble 
Lord  expect  us  to  go  down  to  the  con- 
stituencies and  lecture  the  people  ? 

♦LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  It  has 
found  expression  certainly  on  the  part 
of  one  Member  of  the  House.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  take  the  trouble  to 
read  the  newspapers  which  support 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  will  see 
that  every  opportunity  has  been  taken  by 
them  to  attack  and  misrepresent  every- 
thing which  the  Admiralty  have  done. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  are  really  anxious  to 
promote  order  in  the  Dockyards  they 
can  do  so  in  a  more  effectual  way  than 
by  attacking  the  only  Administration 
which  has  tried  seriously  to  reform  the 
Dockyards.  The  Committee  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  the  question  of  de- 
sign, and  I  would  like  to  say  a  word  or 

Lard  O.  JlamiUon 


two  upon  it,  thoaffh  I  do  not  think  this 
House  a  well-quiuified  body  to  disoiui 
so  technical  a  subject.  I  oertainly  would 
not  have  originated  any  diaoaseion  npon 
the  designs  of  batdeshipa,  but  a  oertain 
Member  of  the  House  has  been  Yory 
active  with  his  pen  during  the  past  three 
or  four  months,  and  has  used  some  re- 
markably strong  language  outside  the 
House,  which,  if  emj^oyeii  at  all  ought 
to  have  been    used  inside  the  House. 
The    hon.    Member    for    Cardiff    has 
been     good     enough      to     assert      in 
several      letters      that      the       NetsI 
Lords  and    Naval    Officers   whom  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  asked  to 
consider  these  designs,  did  not  under- 
stand what  they  were  about,  and  that 
they  had  assented  to  the  design  of  shipa 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Cardiff  rSir   E.  J.  Beed)  the 
Admiralty  must  Know  it  would  be  an 
atrocity  to  send  a  body  of  men  to  batUe 
in.  Now,  I  should  not  object  partioulariy 
to  any  attack  made  upon  mjraelfaadthe 
Board  of  Admiralty  for  all  those  who 
have  been  First  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
have  undergone  much  the  same  claoe  A 
attack,  and  know  exactly  the  amount  of 
value  to  attach  to  it.     But  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  attacked  a  number  of  Naval 
Officers,  and  as  I  believe  this  is  the  first 
time  an  endeavour  has  been  made  to  give 
effect  to  the  principle  that  Naval  men 
should  be  asked  to  consider  Naval  de- 
signs, and  as  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
impugn  the  decision  arrived  at,  I  would 
like  to  inquire  how  far  the  hon.  Member 
is  a  reliable  and  competent  authority. 
I  am  not  going  into  anv  of  th^  past 
exploits  of  the  hon.  Qentleman  or  mto 
ancient  history ;  the  only  witness  I  wiU 
call  is  the  hon.  U-entleman  himself,  and 
I  will  ask  the  Committee  to  listen  for  a 
few  moments  to  a  statement  of  faots 
and  to  draw  their  own  conclusions  from 
that  statement.    The  hon.  Member  has 
over  and  over  again  asserted  in  this 
House  that  he   is   actuated    by  hig^ 
patriotic    motives  in  endeavouring  to 
prevent  the  repetition  of  a  oertain  olass 
of  ship  known  as   the   Admirml  type^ 
ships  which  the  hon.  Member  ohane- 
terized  as  "  shameful  ships,"  and  whidh 
he  said  would  be  a  source  of  tenor 
rather  to  the  men  in  them  than  to  the 
men  against  whom  they  were  sent.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  those  ships  as 
«  shameful  ships  ^  because  they  had  in 
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his  opinion  insufficient  vertical  armour, 
and  because  they  embodied  the  absurd 
principle  of  carrying  armour  inside 
instead  of  outside.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man wrote  a  letter  which  appeared  in 
the  TifM%  of  January  17,  and  in  it  he 
brought  a  very  grave  charge  against 
the  Board  of  Admirslty,  of  which  I  am 
the  head.     In  that  letter  he  said  : — 

"In  the  Timei  of  December  27,  1884,  there 
appeared  an  acooant  of  a  very  extiuoidinary 
^nruising  ship  which  the  late  Sir  W.  Pearce  pro- 
Dosed  to  build  at  Fairfield  for  oar  Navy.  The 
leading  idea  of  this  ship  was  that  of  very  great 
apeed,  and  accordingly  Sir  W.  Pearce  proposed 
a  protective-deck  ship  of  8,000  tons,  18,000 
indicated  horse-power,  and  21^  knots  speed. 
This  design  was  not  adopted  at  the  time  nor 
when  the  pr«wnt  Tory  Gk>yemment  came  into 
power.  Between  three  and  foar  years  were 
allowed  to  elapse,  all  the  plans  of  the  ship 
having  been  in  the  possession  of  the  Admiralty 
and  nothing  done.  Lately,  however,  the 
present  Government  have  decided  to  build  two 
such  ships  just  of  this  description,  but  have 
altered  the  tonnage,  horse  •power,  and  speed 
just  enough  to  enable  them  to  claim  credit  for 
the  design  (only  half  a  knot  increase  of  speed) 
and  have  put  them  forward  as  designed  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  are  building  both  in  the  Govern- 
ment dockyards.** 

The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  — 

"  That  in  common  decency  and  honesty  both 
these  ships  ought  to  have  been  built  at  Fairfield, 
where,  beyond  a  doubt,  they  were  originated  ; 
and  yet  it  is  this  Government  and  this  Admi- 
ralty, that  have  robbed  Govan  of  this  work,  and 
of  the  merit  of  initiating  it,  that  now  ask  the 
people  of  Govan  to  approve  their  acts  and 
send  a  man  to  Parliament  to  help  them  to 
pursue  their  dishonest  courses." 

The  Chief  Constructor  wrote  a  very 
polite  letter  to  the  Timt%  pointing  out 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  completely 
wrong,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  repeated 
his  charge  in  a  second  letter,  in  which 
he  said— 

"  The  Admiralty  officials  came  out  with  a 
design  a  trifle  longer,  a  trifle  more  horse  power 
and  speed  than  the  design  of  Sir  W.  Pearce, 
sufficiently  altered  in  detail  to  enable  them  to 
place  it  before  the  world  as  something  new. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  I  regard  such  a  proceeding 
as  in  the  last  degree  shameless,  and  those  who 
authorized  it  must  bear  the  deep  discredit  of  it.** 

Welly  I  wrote  to  the  Tim$%  to  say  that 
there  was  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  charge,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  again  repeated  it,  and  said 
in  reply — 

*<  That  the  Blmke  and  the  BUnluim  design  now 
claimed  as  an  Admiralty  production  exactly 


corresjponds  to  this  description  and  differs  from 
8ir  William  Pearce*8  design  only  in  secondary 
respects." 

Then  Sir  A.  Hood,  the  senior  Naval 
Lord,  wrote  again  to  say  there  was  not 
a  word  of  truth  in  the  statement.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  wrote  again 

The  chairman  :  This  discussion 
is  very  interesting,  and  apparently  very 
exciting,  but  I  do  not  quite  see  how  thiiB 
controversy  on  the  design  of  certain 
ships  bears  on  the  question  before  the 
Committee. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  If  I  may 
be  permitted  to  make  two  observations 
the  bearing  of  these  remarks  upon  the 
question  before  us  will  at  once  be 
seen.  The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  the  design  of  these  ships  as  shame- 
ful, and  he  has  four  times  in  writing 
made  a  certain  statement,  to  the  effect 
that  the  Admiralty  has  in  the  most 
shameless  manner  deliberately  appro- 
priated designs  by  Sir  William  Pearce, 
those  designs  only  differing  in  small 
secondary  details  from  those  by  Sir  W. 
Pearce.  Now,  I  had  those  two  designs 
most  carefully  examined  by  my  naval 
and  technical  experts,  and  they  found 
that  there  was  not  the  remotest  re- 
semblance between  the  Admiralty  de* 
signs  and  those  by  Sir  W.  Pearce; 
but  Sir  W.  Pearce's  designs  were  an 
almost  exact  reproduction  of  the 
'shameful"  designs  of  the  Admiral 
class. 

Sir  £.  BEED:  These  were  for  a 
cruiser. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Oh !  but,  says 

the  hon.  Gentleman,  those  were  designed 

for  a  cruiser.     So  that  the  contention  of 

the  hon.  Gentleman  comes  to  this — that 

that  which    is   a    good    design  for    a 

cruiser  becomes  *'  shameful "  for  a  battle- 
ship. Now,  the  history  of  this  cruiser 
is  as  follows.  The  Bmhow^  a  vessel  of 
the  Admiral  type,  was  put  out  to  con- 
tract. Sir  W.  Pearce  had  the  designs 
and  specifications  of  the  vessel,  and  his 
draughtsman,  perfectly  legitimately, 
altered  the  designs  in  certain  particulars, 
tiJcing  the  whole  armour  off  the  outside 
and  putting  it  on  the  inside,  and  that 
is  the  valuable  design  which  the  hon* 
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Member  four  times  deliberately  stated  not  been  anybodj  connected  with  tte 
has  been  shamelessly  appropriated  by  :  Navy  who  has  not  ffiven  the  higfaeat 
the  Admiralty.  '  possible    approYal    of    them,    and   the 

language  which  in  almoet  erery  com- 
munication I  hare  receiYed  is  that  they 
constitute  a  most  distinct  advance  in 
naval  architecture  over  anything  now 
built  or  building.  I  Tentoxe  to  make 
these  observations  beoaoae  I  do  not 
think  it  right  that  aaj  man  ehonld  be 
constantly  taking  sneh  Ubertiaa  with 
the  professional  and  pefeonai  oharaeten 
of  those  from  whom  he  differs,  and  I 
leave  the  Committee  to  jadge  of  what 
reliance  should  be  placed  apon  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  allow  this  Beaolation 
to  be  taken  to-night.  It  is  not  the 
practice  of  the  House  to  disease  Bills  on 
the  iTirst  Beading.  This  Beadution  is 
practically  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill, 
only,  being  a  Money  Bill,  it  has  to  go 
through  this  formal  process.  If  the 
Eesolution  is  assented  to  to-night  we 
propose  to  take  the  Beport  on  Thursday, 
and  then  on  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill  and  in  Committee  hon.  Gkoitlemea 
will  have  ample  opportunity  for  dia* 
cussing  the  principle  as  well  as  the 
details  of  the  proposals  of  the  Gh>vem- 
ment. 

«SiB  E.  J.  BEED  (Cardiff) :  I  oaa  as- 
sure the  Committee  it  is  with  extreme 
reluctance  I  interpose,  having  knowledge 
of  the  fact  that  many  Members  desire  to 
speak,  and  I  have  already  spoken  ;  bni 
I  am  sure  after  what  has  been  said  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Committee  will  feel 
a  remark  or  two  is  due  from  me.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty has  completely  misconceived  mj 
remarks  about  these  ships  in  supposiag 
that  I  have  attacked  in  any  way,  or  that 
I  desire  to  attack,  the  gallant  ofllcers  to 
whom  he  referred.  The  noble  Iiord 
has  rested  his  accusation  in  that  respsot 
on  the  statement  that  I  believed  they 
did  not  understand  the  designs.  Whj 
did  I  say  that?  I  said  that  beoaose 
I  was  certain  that  the  First  Lord  of  fha 
Admiralty  himself  did  not  understand 
them.  The  First  Lord  distinctly  stated 
to  the  House  in  his  opening  speech  that 
these  ships,  in  respect  of  distribution  ol 


Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL  : 
Is  it  possible  for  us  to  see  the 
design? 

«LoBD  O.  HAMILTON:  There  is 
nothing  I  should  like  better  than  to  put 
models  in  the  tea-room  or  elsewhere, 
80  that  hon.  Gentlemen  might  compare 
them,  and  test  what  reliance  can  be 
placed  on  the  accusations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff.  There  is  no  more 
resemblance  between  the  two  than 
between  Westminster  Abbey  and  St. 
Paul's  Cathedral.  If  anyone  aspiring 
to  have  knowledge  of  architecture  were 
to  write  four  times  to  a  newspaper, 
and  say  Sir  Christopher  Wren  had 
been  guilty  of  appropriating  the  design 
of  Westminster  Abbey  in  the  building 
of  St.  Paul's,  altering  the  design  in 
secondary  detaib,  it  would  be  about  on 
a  par  with  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Four  times  has  he  made  the 
charge,  and  four  times  has  it  been 
denied,  and,  I  may  ask,  does  he 
come  within  the  category  of  a 
creditable  witness  ?  In  various  matters, 
beam,  displacement,  weight,  &o., 
I  could  show  there  is  no  such 
resemblance.  I  have  made  these  ob- 
servations because  I    think   the    hon. 

Gentleman  has  no  right  to  attack  naval 
officers  who  were  called  upon  to  decide 
those  designs  in  the  manner  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done.  If  the  House  is 
of  opinion  that  naval  experts  should  be 
called  in  to  advise  the  Government, 
and  if  they  are  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  they  come  to,  then  the  House 
ought  not,  on  the  ip9e  dixit  of  any  one 
Member,  however  eminent,  to  cast 
aside  their  recommendation,  otherwise 
there  is  no  advantage  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  endeavouring  to  get 
the  best  advice  by  calling  in  technical 
and  naval  experts.  These  designs  have 
now  for  some  time  been  before  the 
public  and  the  Navy,  and  I  can  only 
say  that,  with  the  single  exception  of 
l;he  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  there  has 
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armour,  more  resembled  the   Nth  and 

Draf4ip0r  type  of  ships  than  the  Teesnls 

of  the  Admiral  class.    But  what  are  the 

facts  ?  When  on  a  later  day  I  asked  the 

noble     Lord    to    inform    the    House 
whether  tiie  armour  of  those  ships  re- 
sembled the  Dreadnought  type  in  rising 
to  a  height  of  10  ft.  or  11  ft.  ahoive  the 
water,  or  whether    it   resembled    the 
Admiral  class  in  rising  to  a  height  of 
2  ft.  or  3ft.,  he  explained  that,  while 
the  Jf%l0  and  Tra/aipar,  overloaded  as 
they  are  for  some  cause  not  properly 
explained,  but  about  which  I  shall  nave 
to  put  a  question  later  on,  have  a  height 
of  armour  rising  10  ft.  above  the  water, 
these  ships  as  designed  hare  a  height 
of  armour  rising  only  3  ft.     This  an- 
swer sweeps  away  the  idea  that  these 
Tsssels  are  of  the  yiU  and  Trafalgair 
type    as    regards    their  defence,    and 
confirms   the   opinion   I  hare   formed 
that   they  resemble  the  Admiral  type. 
You,  Mr.  Courtney,  hare  ruled  out  of 
order  references  to  the  imitation  of  Sir 
W.  Pearce*s  design,  and  although  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  closely  and  immedi- 
ately accept  your  ruling,   I  shall  en- 
deavour not  to  infringe  upon  it ;  but  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  this.     When  the 
belted     cruisers    were    being    ordered 
several  years  ago,  I  entreated  the  Ad- 
miralty of  that  day  in  the  House  and  in 
the  Press  to  make  those  ships  over  20 
knots  of  speed.    They  refused  to  do  so, 
and  built  the  vessels  of  a  much  lower 
rate  of  speed.     Later  on  Sir  W.  Pearce 
submitted  a  design  for  a  belted  cruiser 
having    20  knots   of  speed,   but  that 
design   was  rejected.      True,    Sir    W. 
Pearce  adopted    the    features    of   the 
Admiral  type,  because,  like  many  other 
designers    who    were    contractors,    he 
desired  to  meet  the  wishes,  the  preju- 
dices, and  sometimes  even  the  fallacies 
and  errors  of  the  Admiralty,  in  order  to 
satisfy  them  by  obtaioing  the  introduc- 
tion of  their  own  ideas.     But  the  intro- 
duction  of  the    Admiral  type  in    this 
cruiser   has  nothing   whatever    to    do 
with   this   question.       Sir    W.   Pearce 
prepared  a  design    for  a   fast    cruiser 
three    years     before     the     Admiralty 
adopted  it      They  aftewords    did  so, 
but     when     the     Admiralty     adopted 
the    design    they    produced    a    vessel 
differing    slightly    in     the    principles 
mentioned,  and  1  know  as  well  as  the 


First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  that 
design  did  not  resemble  the  Blake  and 
the  HiefMm  in  the  matter  of  protection 
and   of  armament.     That   is  not  my 
point — my  point  is  that  the  type  of  hiflrh- 
spf»ed  cruiser,  which  had  been  rejected 
I  when  Sir  W.  Pearce  proposed  it,  was 
adopted  vears  afterwards  by  the  Admi- 
ralty without  the  slightest  acknowledg- 
ment.   But  I  will  not  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  Oommittee.  I  have  heard  to- 
night speeches  that  have  interested  me 
exceedingly,  but  I  heard  with  profound 
regret  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Marylebone.    There  ia 
no  difference  between  myself  and  other 
naval  men  as  to  the  Admiral  class ;  the 
only  distinction  about  that  class  is  this — 
that  I  condemned  those  ships  before  thi 
public  money  was  spent  upon  them,  while 
naval  men  condemned  them  afterwards. 
I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull,  moderate  and  thought- 
ful  and  worthy  of   all   consideration, 
though  not  agreeing  with  all  my  views, 
and    I    may   say  this — that    I    doubt 
whether    the    hon.   Member — I  doubt 
whether  the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  their  naval  referees — I  doubt 
even  whether  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Marylebone  understands   tho- 
roughly the  meaning  of  the  changes  in 
the  designing   of  ships.     Twenty- five 
years  ago  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
g^ve  to   every  battle- ship   a  depth   of 
armour  of  from  6  ft.  to  6^  ft.  below  and 
7  ft.  or  8  ft.  above  water,  and  this  with 
ships  of  small  dimensions ;  now  the  Ad- 
miralty are  proposing  to  build  ships 
75  ft.  in  width,  with  a  narrow  belt  of 
armour  8^  ft.  wide,  of  which  5^  ft.  were 
to  be  below  the  water  and  3  ft.  above. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East 
Hull  tells  us  we  ought  not  to  complain 
of  this,  because,  as  soon  as  the  top  of 
the  armour  is  under  water  on  one  side, 
the  bottom  of  it  is  out  on  the  other. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  considered  it  matter  for 
congratulation    that    the    size    of   tho 
armoured  part — he  called  it  the  target — 
was  reduced  in  those  ships. 

LoKD  C.  BEBESFOHD :  So  it  is. 

*Sia  E.  J.  HEED :  The  noble  Lord 
means  that  the  size  of  the  ship  is  re- 
duced. On  the  contrary,  it  is  much 
increased,  and,  besides  this,  you  take 
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m  great  deal  of  the  armour  off  the 
tide  of  tliis  large  ship  and  contract 
the  armour  belt  down  to  such  an  extent 
ae  to  leave  a  greatly  increased  part 
open  to  the  attacks  of  the  enemies'  guns. 
This  is  called  reducing  the  target !  80 
it  is,  but  I  wonder  it  did  not  occur  to 
the  noble  Lord  that  if  all  the  armour 
were  taken  off  the  target  weold  be  still 
more  reduced.  The  First  Lord  has 
made  an  attack  upon  me  full  of  bitter- 
ness and  measured  accusation  ;  he  has 
tried  to  minimize  and  bring  down  to  a 

definite  fractional  proportion  the  amount 
of  truth  which  was  contained  in  my 
statements.  No  antagonism  of  that  kind, 
no  imputation  will  ever  debar  me  from 
opposing  this  monstrous  absurdity  of 
contracting  the  armour  of  Her  Majesty's 
line-of-battleships  to  the  extent  pro- 
posed. I  do  not  expect  half-a-dozen  Gen- 
tlemen would  now  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  me,  but  I  will  ask  them  to  remember 
the  warning  I  give  when,  three  or  four 
vears  hence,  if  these  ships  are  built  ac- 
cording to  the  designs,  we  have  to  add 
largely  to  the  expenditure  upon  them. 
But  I  heartily  wish  that  men  in  the 
position  of  the  First  Lord  would  give 
over  this  petty  personal  antagonism.  I 
will  say  this — that  I  received  only  last 
year  an  intimation  from  a  former  First 
Lord  that  some  independent  tribunal 
ought  to  be  set  up  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  accusations  I  had 
brought  against  the  Admiral  class.  I 
intimated  that  the  only  tribunal  I 
would  set  up  was  the  former  First 
Lord  himself;  but  he  did  not  seem 
to  think  that  a  sufficiently  indepen- 
dent tribunal.  This  question,  I  say, 
ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  as. it  is. 
The  noble  Lord  was  asked  last  year  to 
take  outside  opinion  on  the  question,  but 
what  outside  opinion  has  he  taken? 
The  only  thing  he  has  done  has  been  to 
eall  in  a  number  of  naval  officers,  and 
he  leaves  us  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to 
how  far  he  has  consulted  them  on  this 
vital  point.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  con- 
eultea.  I  feel  quite  satisfied  with  my 
rd/tf  of  critic ;  but  when  we  propose  to 
spend  millions  of  money — a  million  a 
ship  is  the  point  now  reached — it  is 
almost  an  outrage  to  expend  it  upon  de- 
aigns  concerning  which  it  is  possible  for 

Sir  K  J.  R$id 


a  man  to  rise  in  his  place  in  this  Honae, 
and  on  his  reputation  denounoe  them  as 
I  have  denounced  them 


«Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the 
Committee  more  than  a  few  moments 
in  saying  a  word  or  two  on  this  most 
important  Resolution.  There  axe  a 
great  many  Members  on  this  aide  of 
the  House  who  are  very  much  inclined 
to  support  the  Government,  becaoae 
they  do  not  feel  able  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  refusing  to  add  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy  when  Her 
Majesty's  (Government,  in  the  ezeroiae 
of  their  responsibility,  come  down  and 
ask  them  to  vote  a  certain  sum  of 
money.  But  still  many  of  us  do  deaire 
to  know  two  things — we  dedre  to 
know  exactly  how  much  money  the 
Government  propose  to  spend,  and,  with 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  0. 
Beresford),  we  wish  to  know  whether  it 
is  to  be  spent  on  some  definite  plan,  or 
merely  because  they  think  something 
ought  to  be  done?  I  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speeches  of  the  Seoretaxj 
to  the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  do  not  think  that  either  of  thoae 
speeches  threw  very  much  light  on 
these  two  questions.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  did  not  give  ns 
the  facts  and  figures  on  which  h# 
based  his  estimate  as  to  the  wants 
of  the  Navy,  but  merely  stated  that  he 
based  his  demand  on  the  ground  that 
the  British  Navy  should  be  brought  up 
to  the  strength  of  the  Navies  of  any 
two  continental  countries  put  together. 
He  did  not  state  that  he  and  his 
advisers  had  gone  carefully  into  tbs 
question  of  what  the  Britsh  Navy  had 
to  do — and  that  is  the  real  point-* 
but  he  mapped  out  a  plan  on  the 
basis  to  which  I  refer.  He  seemed  to 
think  that  if  on  paper  he  could  make 
the  British  Navy  equal  to  those  of  anj 
other  two  nations  he  would  have  dona 
his  dutv.  In  regard  to  the  amount  w# 
are  asked  to  spend  in  increasing  the 
Navy,  I,  for  one,  find  it  very  hard  to 
discover  how  much  it  is  that  this 
Government  require.     80  far  as  I  ewa 

father,  the  speeches  of  Ministers — the 
'irst  Lord,  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ezeha- 
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qner,  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty — 
all  seem  to  differ  as  to  the  amount  which 
will  be  actually  required  from 'the  nation 
for  the  increase  of  the  Nairy,  and 
it  is  very  hard  indeed  for  those  of 
us  who  desire  to  g^ve  them  support 
in  this  matter,  to  know  what  course 
to  take,  when  the  Gt>Temment  themselves 
seem  to  be  so  very  uncertain  in  their 
minds  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  money 
they  require,  and  so  very  uneertain  as  to 
what  exactly  they  want  it  for.  I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  very 
honest  and  straightforward  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch  (Mr.  Oremer)  the  other  even- 
ing, but  I  must  say  I  do  not  think  that 
any  of  my  hon.  Friends  below  the 
Qangway  who  object  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  sufficiently  appreciate 
the  great  extension  which  has  taken 
place,  on  the  one  hand,  in  our  commerce 
and  responsibilities,  and  hence  in  our 
vulnerability,  and,  on  the  other,  in 
the  expenditure  of  other  nations  on 
their  Navies.  I  believe  I  speak  for 
many  others  on  this  side  of  the  House 
besides  myself  when  I  say  that  we 
are  just  as  anxious  as  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  defend  our  Empire  and  our 
commerce,  but  we  protest  against 
what  we  consider  to  be  an  unconsti- 
tutional way  of  voting  this  money. 
We  believe  that  nothing  will  tend  more 
to  extravagance  and  bad  finance  than  a 
proposal  of  this  kind.  We  desire  that 
every  consecutive  Minister  shall  have  a 
free  hand  in  this  naval  expenditure; 
and  while  I,  for  one,  am  anxious  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  in  their 
proposal  to  strengthen  the  Fleet,  I  pro- 
test most  emphatically  against  this  un- 
constitutional proposal  in  reference  to 
their  statutory  programme. 

«Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  hope  the  House  will  not  be 
led  aside  by  official  ingenuity  into  a 
technical  discussion,  or  permit  its  judg- 
ment to  be  confused  by  a  crowd  of 
figures,  which  perhaps  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  may  understand — 
though,  as  to  that,  I  am  somewhat  scep- 
tical— but  which  certainly  he  has  failed 
to  make  intelligible  in  this  quarter  of  the 
House.  These  proposals  must  be  con- 
sidered    on     broad    grounds  —  upon 


grounds  which  can  be  made  intelligible 
to  the  taxpayer  of  ordinary  intellir 
gence  —  and  if  we  find  the  front 
benches  in  agreement,  that  is  a* 
reason  why  every  private  Member 
should  look  at  the  question  with, 
redoubled  vigilance,  and  even  with  sus- 
picion. The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Maclean)  challenged  the  Gt>vem- 
ment,  and  challenged  the  noble  Lord  in 
particular,  to  set  forth  the  reasons  why 
we  are  asked  now  to  embark  on  this 
large  expenditure.  I  will  ask  all  candid  ■ 
Members  of  this  House  whether  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  fairly 
met  that  question?  What  did  he  teU 
us  ?  He  told  us  that  in  ships,  men,  and 
guns,  we  are  stronger  than  we  have- 
been  at  any  time  during  the  past  30 
years.  Well,  that  is  a  reason  why  we- 
should  be  content  with  our  present  pro- 
gress in  regard  to  shipbuilding,  rather 
than  embark  on  a  programme  that  in- 
volves the  laying  down  of  no  fewer  than 
40  additional  ships  in  one  year.  But  it 
seemq/  to  me  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  to  whom  the  same  challenge- 
was  addressed,  was  more  frank  than  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  intimated  that  these 
changes  had  been  decided  upon  as  the 
result  of  the  Naval  Manceuvres.  If 
that  is  so,  we  have  a  right  to- 
demand  that  the  Beport  on  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  be  submitted  to  us  in  its  en- 
tirety ?  What  have  we  gfot  ?  We  have 
got  only  mutilated*  extracts  of  that  Be- 
port, and  shall  I  be  seriously  told  that  the 
public  interests  require  that  the  material 
parts  of  this  Beport  shall  be  suppressed  ? 
Suppressed  !  Why,  every  word  of  it  has 
for  months  been  known  to  every  European 
Cabinet  which  is  at  all  interested  in  the- 
information.  No  ;  it  is  not  the  public 
interest  which  requires  the  suppression 
of  that  Beport,  but  it  is  the  interest  of 
the  Government,  because  if  that  Beport 
were  published  to  the  world,  I  venture 
to  say  that  it  would  seal  the 
condemnation  of  the  Admiralty.  If 
however,  the  Beport  were  edited  at  all 
there  is  one  discreditable  paragraph 
which  should  have  been  left  out — I  refer 
to  that  which  suggests  that  in  the  event 
of  this  country  being  involved  in  a 
maritime  war  we  (Should  repudiate  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.  That  is  discredit- 
able, and  as  impolitic  as  discreditable ; 
because,  whilst  the  Declaration  of  Paria 
is  founded  on  reason  and  humanity,  it  lis- 
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m  g^eat  deial  of  the  armour  off  the 
tide  of  this  large  ship  and  contract 
the  armour  belt  down  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  leave  a  greatly  increased  part 
open  to  the  attacks  of  the  enemies'  guns. 
This  is  called  reducing  the  target !  So 
it  is,  but  I  wonder  it  did  not  occur  to 
the  noble  Lord  that  if  all  the  armour 
were  taken  off  the  target  weold  be  still 
more  reduced.  The  First  Lord  has 
made  an  attack  upon  me  full  of  bitter- 
ness and  measured  accusation  ;  he  has 
tried  to  minimize  and  bring  down  to  a 

definite  fractional  proportion  the  amount 
of  truth   which   was  contained  in  my 
statements.  No  antagonism  of  that  kind, 
no  imputation  will  ever  debar  me  from 
opposing   this   monstrous   absurdity  of 
contracting  the  armour  of  Her  Majesty's 
line-of-battleships  to    the   extent    pro- 
posed. I  do  not  expect  half-a-dozen  Gen- 
tlemen would  now  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  me,  but  I  will  ask  them  to  remember 
the  warning  I  give  when,  three  or  four 
vears  hence,  if  these  ships  are  built  ac- 
cording to  the  designs,  we  have  to  add 
largely  to  the  expenditure  upon  them. 
But  I  heartily  wish   that  men  in   the 
position  of  the  First  Lord  would  give 
over  this  petty  personal  antagonism.     I 
will  say  this — that  I  received  only  last 
year  an  intimation  from  a  former  First 
Lord   that  some  independent  tribunal 
ought  to  be  set  up  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating   the    accusations    I    had 
brought  against  the  Admiral  class.     I 
intimated    that    the    only    tribunal    I 
would    set    up    was  the   former  First 
Lord    himself   but  he    did    not  seem 
to  think    that  a  sufficiently    indepen- 
dent tribunal.      This  question,   I  say, 
ought  not  to   be   dealt  with  as  .  it   is. 
The  noble  Lord  was  asked  last  year  to 
take  outside  opinion  on  the  question,  but 
what  outside   opinion    has  he   taken? 
The  only  thing  he  has  done  has  been  to 
call  in  a  number  of  naval  officers,  and 
he  leaves  us  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to 
how  far  he  has  consulted  them  on  this 
vital  point.     I  do  not  wish  to  be  con- 
sulted.    I  feel  quite  satisfied  with  my 
rdU  of  critic ;  but  when  we  propose  to 
spend  millions  of  money — a  million  a 
ship  is    the  point  now   reached — it    is 
almost  an  outrage  to  expend  it  upon  de- 
signs concerning  which  it  is  possible  for 
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a  man  to  rise  in  his  place  in  this  Hbnas, 
and  on  his  reputation  denounoe  them  as 
I  have  denounced  them  to-night. 

«Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  do  not  pxopoae  to  detain  the 
Committee  more  than  a  tew  moments 
in  saying  a  word  or  two  on  this  most 
important  Besolution.  There  axe  a 
great  many  Members  on  this  ride  of 
the  House  who  are  very  much  inclined 
to  support  the  Government,  becaoae 
they  do  not  feel  able  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  refusing  to  add  to  the 
efficiency    of    the    Navy*  when     Her 

Majesty's  Government,  in  the  ezerdae 
of  their  responsibility,  come  down  and 
ask  them  to  vote  a  certain  earn  of 
money.  But  still  many  of  as  do  demre 
to  know  two  things — we  desire  to 
know  exactly  how  much  money  the 
Government  propose  to  spend,  and,  witk 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  OL 
Beresford),  we  wish  to  know  whether  it 
is  to  be  spent  on  some  definite  plan,  or 
merely  because  they  think  something 
ought  to  be  done?  I  listened  attea* 
tively  to  the  speeches  of  the  Seoretaiy 
to  the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Ijord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  I  am  sony  to 
say  I  do  not  think  that  either  of  those 
speeches  threw  very  muoh  light  en 
these  two  questions.  The  First  Loid 
of  the  Admiralty  did  not  jpTS  ns 
the  facts  and  figures  on  whidh  hi 
based  his  estimate  as  to  the  wants 
of  the  Navy,  but  merely  stated  that  hs 
based  his  demand  on  the  ground  that 
the  British  Navy  should  be  Drought  up 
to  the  strength  of  the  Navies  of  aqy 
two  continental  countries  put  togethisr. 
He  did  not  state  that  he  and  his 
advisers  had  gone  carefully  into  tip 
question  of  what  the  Britsh  Navy  had 
to  do — and  that  is  the  real  poin^- 
but  he  mapped  out  a  plan  on  tihe 
basis  to  which  I  refer.  He  seemed  is 
think  that  if  on  paper  he  oonid  make 
the  British  Navy  equal  to  those  of  aaf 
other  two  nations  he  would  have  done 
his  dutv.  In  regard  to  the  amount  W9 
are  asked  to  spend  in  inorearing  the 
Navy,  I,  for  one,  find  it  very  hud  tp 
discover  how  much  it  is  that  tjhis 
Government  require.    So  fisr  as  I  sip 
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qner,  tbe  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty — 
all  eeem  to  differ  as  to  the  amount  which 
will  be  actually  required  from  the  nation 
for   the    increase    of   the    Navy,    and 
it   is   very  hard    indeed   for    those    of 
us  who   desire    to  g^ve  them  support 
in  this  matter,  to  know  what    course 
to  take,  when  the  Government  themselves 
seem  to  be  so  very  uncertain  in  their 
minds  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  money 
they  require,  and  so  very  uncertain  as  to 
what    exactly    they    want    it    for.      I 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  very 
honest  and   straightforward  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch    (Mr.    Oremer)  *  the   other   even- 
ing, but  I  must  say  I  do  not  think  that 
any  of    my  hon.    Friends    below    the 
Qangway  who  object  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  sufficiently  appreciate 
the  great   extension   which  has   taken 
place,  on  the  one  hand,  in  our  commerce 
and   responsibilities,  and  hence  in  our 
vulnerability,   and,    on    the    other,    in 
the  expenditure  of  other    nations    on 
their   Navies.      I  believe  I  speak   for 
many  others  on  this  side  of  the  House 
besides    myself  when  I    say    that  we 
are  just  as  anxious  as  hon.   Members 
opposite  to  defend  our  Empire  and  our 
commerce,     but     we    protest    against 
what  we   consider   to   be  an   unconsti- 
tutional   way   of    voting    this    money. 
We  believe  that  nothing  will  tend  more 
to  extravagance  and  bad  finance  than  a 
proposal  of  this  kind.     We  desire  that 
every  consecutive  Minister  shall  have  a 
free  hand  in  this  naval  expenditure; 
and  while  I,  for  one,  am  anxious  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  in  their 
proposal  to  strengthen  the  Fleet,  I  pro- 
test most  emphatically  against  this  un- 
constitutional proposal  in  reference  to 
their  statutory  programme. 

«Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  hope  the  House  will  not  be 
led  aside  by  official  ingenuity  into  a 
technical  discussion,  or  permit  its  judg- 
ment to  be  confused  by  a  crowd  of 
figures,  which  perhaps  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  may  understand — 
though,  as  to  that,  I  am  somewhat  scep- 
tical— but  which  certainly  he  has  failed 
to  make  intelligible  in  this  quarter  of  the 
House.  These  proposals  must  be  con- 
sidered    on     broad    grounds  —  upon 


grounds  which  can  be  made  intelligible 
to    the  taxpayer    of  ordinary    intelli- 
gence —  and    if     we     6nd     the    front 
benches     in     agreement,     that    is    a> 
reason     why     every    private     Member 
should     look     at    the    question     with^ 
redoubled  vigilance,  and  even  with  sus- 
picion.    The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Maclean)  challenged  the  Goyern- 
ment,  and  challenged  the  noble  Lord  in 
particular,  to  set  forth  the  reasons  why 
we  are  asked  now  to  embark  on  this 
large  expenditure.     I  will  ask  all  candid . 
Members  of   this  House   whether  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has  fairly 
met  that  question?    What  did  he  teU 
us  ?     He  told  us  that  in  ships,  men,  and 
guns,  we  are  stronger  than   we  have- 
been  at  any  time  during  the  past  30 
years.     Well,  that  is  a  reason  why  we- 
should  be  content  with  our  present  pro- 
gress in  regard  to  shipbuilding,  rather 
than  embark  on  a  programme  that  in- 
volves the  laying  down  of  no  fewer  than 
40  additional  ships  in  one  year.     But  it 
seemS/  to  me  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  to  whom  the  same  challenge 
was  addressed,  was  more  frank  than  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  intimated  that  these 
changes  had  been  decided  upon  as  the 
result  of   the  Naval  Manceuvres.      If 
that    is    so,     we    have     a    right    to 
demand  that  the  Report  on  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  be  submitted  to  us  in  its  en- 
tirety ?     What  have  we  got  ?     We  have 
got  only  mutilated-  extracts  of  that  Re- 
port, and  shall  I  be  seriously  told  that  the 
public  interests  require  that  the  material 
parts  of  this  Report  shall  be  suppressed  ? 
Suppressed  !  Why,  every  word  of  it  has 
for  months  been  known  to  every  European 
Cabinet  which  is  at  all  interested  in  the 
information.     No  ;  it  is  not  the  public 
interest  which  requires  the  suppression 
of  that  Report,  but  it  is  the  interest  of 
the  Government,  because  if  that  Report 
were  published  to  the  world,  I  venture 
to      say     that    it     would    seal     the 
condemnation    of  the    Admiralty.      If 
however,  the  Report  were  edited  at  all 
there  is  one    discreditable   paragraph 
which  should  have  been  left  out — I  refer 
to  that  which  suggests  that  in  the  event 
of   this    country  being  involved  in   a 
maritime  war  we  (Should  repudiate  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.     That  is  discredit- 
able, and  as  impolitic  as  discreditable ; 
because,  whilst  the  Declaration  of  Paris 
is  founded  on  reason  and  humanity,  it  iii- 
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Dot  leM  founded  on  the  beat  interests  of 
this  oountr;.  Inetesd  of  repudiating 
the  Declaration  of  Paris,  the  Ooremment 
ought  to  be  anxious  to  extend  its  opem- 
tion.  It  would  be  greatlj  to  the  interest 
of  this  and  other  oountries  to  exempt 
all  private  property  from  capture  in 
time  of  war.  Therefore,  I  think  it  would 
be  good  polio;  if,  backed  up  b;  the 
TTnited  States,  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  approached  Continental  nations  on 
the  subject.  We  hare  heard  a  great 
^eal  about  the  necessity  of  proteotiDg 
our  oommeroe,  but  before  you  can  fix 
the  strength  of  our  Navy  you  must  be 
agreed  upon  the  duties  which  that  Navy 
has  to  discharge.  Upon  that  essenti^ 
preliminary  the  authorities  at  the  Ad- 
miralty are  hopelessly  divided ;  but  I 
do  uot  think  that  we,  in  this  country, 
are  weak  in  ships  relatively  to  other 
European  Powers.  If  we  are  weak  at 
all,  we  are  weak  in  guns,  owing 
to  our  having  hesitated  so  long 
before  adOT)ting  the  breech- loading 
system.  We  are  now  asked  to  repeat 
tike  fatal  mistake  we  made  in  the  matter 
of  guns.  We  are  asked  to  build  next 
year  no  fewer  than  40  ships — an  enor- 
mous order  as  compared  with  Lord 
Northbrook'e  programme— and  it  will 
be  necessary  to  supply  guns  for  these 
vessels.  The  science  of  gunnery  is  in  a 
state  of  flux,  and  you  are  going  exactly 
to  repeat  the  mistake  you  made  up  to 
1880,  hy  manufacturing  in  large  quan- 
tities a  type  of  gun  which  probably  in 
a  few  years  will  be  as  obsolete  as  our 
muzzle-loaders  are  now.  I  desire  to 
ask  whether  the  present  administration 
of  the  Admiralty  is  such  as  would  justify 

J'Ou  in  commencing  an  expenditure  as 
arge  as  that  which  is  now  proposed  to 
this  Committee  f  I  have  gone  very  care- 
fully through  the  Blue  Book  to  which 
my  hon.  Colleague  referred,  and  I  think 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  there  is 
not  a  single  topic  in  which  Mr.  Elgar, 
who  is  the  Director  of  the  Dockyards, 
agrees  with  Mr.  White,  who  ia  the 
Ihrector  of  Naval  Construction,  and  yet, 
although  there  is  this  disagreement  be- 
tween these  two  officers,  the  connection 
between  the  two  Departments  is  so 
intimate,  that  Ur.  White  said  himself 
that  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  say 
where  the  duty  of  one  Department  be- 

e\a  and  the  du^  of  the  other  ended, 
nder   these  circumstances,  is    it  aur- 
Mr.  PulurtgiU 


prising ^at  tbsAdmirBlty  atpnaM 
taming  out  jtawsst  of  nrnval  ooiuto 
tion,  which,  aa  the  hon.  Member 
Cardiff  (Sir  £.  J.  Bmd)  ha*  ahowit,  i 
neither  be  trusted  to  stMim  a-head, 
fight,  or  to  ruD  away  f  Acooxding  to  < 
evidence  of  Ur.  Elgar,  the  anparria 
of  our  ahipbuildins  ia  plaoed  with 
class  of  omoers  who  oannot  be  tnui 
to  build  ships  either  Monomioallj  or< 
ciently.  I  hope  tliat  before  votiag  t 
money  hon.  Members  wiU  road  the  i 
propriation  Aoooont  of  the  Navy  vmt 
a  few  days  ago.  It  i*  a  duty  hi 
Members  owe  to  their  oonatitaamti 
read  that  A.ooount--  They  will  And  fe 
it  that  the  Admiralty  again,  and  aci 
has  incurred  the  severest  oenaoze  of  I 
OontroUer  and  Auditor  Qeneral,  s 
that  the  Admiralty  has  repeatedly  bt 
guilty  of  gross  misapplioation  of  pal 
money. 

It  being  nudni^ht,  the  Ohainnan 
terrupted  the  buaineea. 
*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  toae  in  hia  gda 
and  claimed  to  move  "  That  the  w 
tion  be  now  put." 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  propoa 
"That  the  Question  be  now  put.  "—{J 
W.  n.  Smith.) 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leioeater,  seated,  m 
with  bis  hat  on) :  As  a  matter  of  Ord4 
I  beg  to  call  your  attention  to  ths  fi 
that  you  had  risen  and  called  "  Oida 
before  the  Closure  was  moved. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  It  marked  i 
interruption  of  the  biuineea  at  vhit 
the  Closure  might  be  moved. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Qneation  I 
now  put." 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayea  331 
Noes  117.— (Div.  List,  No.  680 

Question  put  acotffdinfly,  "That  tt 
words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  atand  p> 
of  the  Question." 

The  Committee  divided : — Aye*  SSd 
Noes  85.— (Div.  List,  No.  84.) 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  olaimed,  -Xhi 
the  Main  Question  be  now  pub" 

Main  Queation  put  sooordin^lj. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ajei  3U 
Noes  7S.— (Div.  List,  No.  fifi.) 
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£21,600,000,  for  the  pnrpoee  of  building,  ami- 
ing,  equipping,  and  nompleiing^  for  lea  yeMelf 
for  Her  Majett^ '■  Navy;  of  this  expenditure  a 
«am  not  exceeding  £10,000,000  to  be  iaroed  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fond  in  the  teyen  yean 
•ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  1896 ;  and  a 
■urn  not  exoeedinff  £1 1,600,000,  to  be  ieaiied  oat 
of  moneys  j^vided  by  Parliament  for  NaTal 
Serricee  donng  the  fiye  financial  yean  ending 
on  the  81at  day  of  March,  1894. 

Whereupon  the  Chairman  left  the 
Ohair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the  House. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon 
Thursday. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  (Newoastle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  when  he  proposes  to  take 
the  second  Resolution  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  second  Re- 
solution must  follow  the  Report  of  the 
first  Resolution.  I  came  under  an  en- 
gagement to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  take 
the  Report  of  the  first  Resolution  on 
Thursday,  and  I  shall  adhere  to  that  en- 
gagement. 

Mr.  MORLEY  :  WiU  it  not  be  a 
Report  of  the  whole  of  the  Resolutions  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  should  think 
the  Report  of  the  one  Resolution  might 
do. 

Mr.  MORLEY:  When  wiU  the 
Report  of  the  second  Resolution  be 
taken? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  As  soon  as  it 
is  carried,  and  on  the  very  first  oppor- 
tunity. The  second  Resolution  is  pure 
machinery,  and  it  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  substance  of  the 
matter. 

SirW.  LAWSON:  WiU  the  Report 
be  the  first  Order  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  will  be 
brought  on  in  sufficient  time  to  be  amply 
considered. 

biR  W.  LAWSON:  Will  it  be 
closured? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Sufficient  time 
will  be  necessary  to  bring  forward  some 
other  measures. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  do  not  think 
that  would  be  at  all  in  accordance  with 
the  understanding  come  to  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Ix)thian.   If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man is  able  to  take  the  Report  on  Thurs- 
day, most  clearly  it  ought  to  be  the  first 
Order. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  will  be  sub- 
stantially the  first  Order ;  but  I  cannot 
give  any  positiTe  engagement  to  make 
it  the  first  Order. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION  BILL. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
On  Clause  2, 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  move,  Sir, 
that  you  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  that  Motion. 
The  Bill  is  one  of  serious  importance  to 
the  country  ;  and  as  it  is  in  continuance 
of  an  annual  arrangement  I  trust  he  will 
not  impede  its  progress. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  have  moved 
that  Progress  be  reported,  because  I 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have 
got  through  quite  enough  business  in 
one  night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,    put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again. 

JUOIOIAJL     FACTORS      (sOOTULND) 

[salary,  &C.1 

Oonridered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment,  oat  of  the  moneys  to  be  provided 
bv  I'arliament,  of  a  Salary  to  the  Accountant 
ox  Court,  who  may  be  appointed  under  any  Act 
of  the  present  Session  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Law  relating  to  Judicial  Factors  and  others 
in  Scotland,  and  to  unite  the  office  of  the 
Accountant  of  the  Court  of  Sessions  and  the 
Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in  Scotland,  and  of 
Salaries  to  the  clerks  who  may  be  appointed  by 
him,  also  the  pajrment  of  compensation  to  tlie 
holder  of  the  office  of  Accountsat  of  the  Court 
of  Session  for  the  abolition  of  his  office,  and  of 
remuneration  to  such  persons  as  may  be  em- 
ployed to  audit  accounts  under  the  provisions 
of  the  said  Act. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILK 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 
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selyes,  and  no  very  long  time  elapsed 
before  the  crime  of  garrotting  faded  away 
and  your  Lordships  will  observe  that  in 
the  sentences  now  passed  by  the  learned 
Judges,  it  is  but  seldom  that  they  have 
to  have  recourse  to  the  punishment  of 
the  lash.     Therefore,   my  Lords,   what 
was  then  only  an  experiment  has  now 
become  a  proved   success.     But    since 
that   time,    and  w'thin    the   last    few 
years,  a  new  form  of  robbery  with  vio- 
lence has  arisen  which  is  untouched  by 
the  Act  of  1863.    I  mean  the  custom 
which   the  criminal  classes  have  lately 
adopted    of  arming    themselves    with 
revolvers  when  about  to  set  out  upon 
their  depredations,  with  a  determination 
to  use   them   remorselessly,    either   to 
effect  their  object,  or  to  enable  them- 
selves to  escape  from  capture.     I  need 
not  now  stop  to  remind  your  Lordships 
of  the  numerous  cases  which  have  oc- 
curred.     I  may  mention,  however,    en 
passant,  the  affair  not  long  since  in  May- 
fair,    where   a  policeman,  finding  two 
men  about  to  commit  a  burglary  in  the 
area,  was  remorselessly  shot  down  by 
them,   and    the  villains  effected  their 
escape.     There  was  a  remarkable  case 
the  other  day  at  Muswell  Hill,  where 
a  number  of  burglars  having  delibe- 
rately armed  themselves  with  revolvers, 
set  out  on  a  marauding  expedition,  and 
having  pitched  upon  a  house   without 
any  notion — as  far  as  we  can  judge — as 
to  choosing  that  particular  house,  they 
proceeded  to  rifle  it ;  and  when  inter- 
rupted in  their  operations  they  opened 
a  regular  fusillade  upon  the  unfortunate 
inhabitants,  which  all  but  ended  in  the 
death  of  one.     These  are  only  one  or 
two  instances  out  of  many  that  could  be 
cited.    The  danger  is  becoming  an  im- 
minent one,  and  the  country  demands 
that  a  stop  should  be  put  to  it.  My  Lord  s^ 
the  coimtry  appears  to   be  of   opinion, 
judging  from    the    expressions    which 
I  have  seen  in  the  public  Press,  and  from 
the  numerous  presentments  which  have 
been  forwarded  by  Grand  Juries,  that  the 
remedy  which  proved  so  effectual  in  the 
case  of  garotting  shall  be  applied  to  this 
new  danger  to  which  the  public  are  ex- 
posed.    It  may  be  said  that  it  is  not  a 
right  thing  to  inflict  torture  upon  any- 
body, and  no  one  can  be  more  reluctant 
than  I  am  to  advocate  the  infliction  of 
anything    approaching   torture,    either 
upon  mankind  or  dumb  animals.     But 
with  regard  to  this  particular  point  I 
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cannot  help  ooinoiding  with  what  wa 
well  said  by  M.  de  Oassagnao  when  th 
question  of  the  abolitioa  of  capita 
punishment  was  raised  in  the  Fraid 
Chamber.  *<By  all  means,"  said  th 
witty  Frenchman^  '*  abolish  oapiti 
punishment:  mais  que  MintUmrM  U 
assassins  eommenesntJ^  As  soon  as  th 
burglars  have  ceased  to  make  use  c 
revolvers  upon  Her  Majesty's  subjecti 
and  upon  unarmed  policemen,  th 
necessity  for  inflicting  upon  them  th 
lash  will  cease.  The  remedy  is  in  thd 
hands,  and  I  do  not  believe  myself  tiu 
once  the  Judges  are  armed  with  th 
power  it  will  be  very  neoessary  for  then 
to  exercise  it.  My  objeot  is  not  to  toxtnrc 
but  to  deter.  My  Lords,  in  framing  thi 
Bill  it  has  been  suggested  to  me  by  somi 
of  my  noble  Friends  that  the  punish 
ment  ought  to  be  extended  to  al 
burglars,  certainly  to  those  who  inflio 
actual  bodily  harm  in  the  course  of  thei 
operations.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  tha 
there  may  not  be  a  great  deal  to  he  said 
at  any  rate  for  the  latter  part  of  tha 
suggestion ;  but  this  Bill  is  aimed  at  i 
distinct  species  of  crime,  and  I  wish 
with  your  Lordships'  permission,  to  con 
fine  it  to  that.  It  is  aimed  agsdnst  th 
habitual  criminal,  who  deliberately,  aac 
with  malice  aforethought,  arms  himael 
with  a  revolver,  or  wiu  some  other  fixe* 
arm,  determined  to  make  use  of  it  rathei 
than  allow  himself  to  be  captured 
or  to  be  frustrated  in  his  design ;  and 
there  is  a  distinction  to  be  drawn  between 
such  a  man  as  that  and  the  criminal  who, 
in  the  heat  of  a  struggle,  inflicts  a  serioni 
blow  upon  those  who  are  resisting  him. 
Then  I  am  quite  sure  that  unless  some- 
thing is  done  to  prevent  this  use  ot  fize- 
arms  by  habitual  criminals,  the  counti^ 
will  be  compelled  to  arm  the  police  wiu 
an  equally  efficient  weapon.  That  is  a 
suggestion  which  I  myself  should  bs 
sorry  to  see  carried  out  for  many  xea^ 
sons.  It  would  be  rather  a  step  badk- 
ward  in  civilization,  and  I  am  told  thai 
the  police  themselves  are  not  desizous  ol 
it.  But  if  burglars  are  still  to  be 
allowed,  without  mcurring  any  gvsaisi 
punishment,  to  arm  themselves  witih 
such  weapons,  and  thereby  escape  cap- 
ture, it  will  be  too  much  to  ask  an  un- 
armed man,  no  matter  how  brave  he  be, 
to  resist  them  in  their  depredations  or  to 
efiPect  their  capture.  Now,  my  Leeds* 
turning  to  the  Bill  which  I  hoM  in  my 
hand,  it  is  of  an  extremely  simple  aha- 
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raoter.  It  is  very  much  after  the  model 
of  1863.  I  propose  to  enact  that  who- 
soever shall  be  guilty  of  any  crimes 
mentioned  under  what  are  called  the 
housebreaking  and  burglary  clauses  of 
the  Larceny  Act  of  1861,  and  shall  be 
found  when  doing  so  to  be  in  the  pos- 
session of  firearms,  shall  be  liable  to 
the  same  penalties  as  those  indicated  in 
the  Act  of  my  noble  Friend,  which  I 
have  copied  verbatim.  Those  clauses  I 
have  placed  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Bill, 
in  oraer  that  no  one  should  be  ignorant 
of  the  penalties  that  are  imposed.  If 
the  Bill  is  passed  through  both  Houses 
the  Schedules  may  be  omitted  if  it  is 
thought  necessary.  I  also  provide  that 
the  attempt  to  commit  these  felonies 
shall  also  render  the  person  attempting 
them  liable  to  the  penalty  if  he  be 
found  armed  with  firearms.  I  pro- 
vide that  it  shall  be  immaterial  whether 
the  firearm  is  loaded  or  unloaded. 
The  reason  for  that  is  that  there 
would  be  no  end  of  difficult  questions 
which  might  arise  on  the  trial  as  to 
whether  the  firearm  was  loaded  or  un- 
loaded. Nothing  would  bcf  easier  for 
the  practised  burglar  (and  that  is  the 
man  who  will  be  most  likely  to  be 
armed)  to  put  the  ammunition  in  one 
pocket  and  the  pistol  in  the  other,  so 
uiat,  in  case  he  was  arrested,  a  technical 
objection  might  be  taken  that  the 
weapon  was  not  loaded  at  the  time.  By 
the  second  clause  I  provide  that  any 
accomplice  present  at  the  commission  of 
the  onence,  and  acting  in  concert  with 
the  person  so  convict^,  shall  be  liable 
if  he  has  in  his  possession  any  firearms. 
That  is  also  necessary,  because  nothing 
would  be  easier  or  more  likely  than  for 
the  man  who  had  used  the  revolver  to 
pass  it  to  one  of  his  accomplices,  and  so, 
when  he  was  arrested,  the  most  p^ilty  of 
the  lot  might  be  found  to  be  without  a 
weapo^i .  Again,  they  might  drop  the 
weapons,  and  none  of  them  would  be 
found  in  possession  of  firearms ;  but  the 
fact  of  their  being  there  would,  under 
this  clause,  render  it  a  question  for  the 
juiT  whether  one  of  them,  at  any  rate, 
haa  not  been  at  the  time  the  offence  was 
committed  in  the  possession  of  firearms. 
I  provide,  by  the  third  clause,  that 
nothing  in  the  Act  shall  authorize  any 
Court  of  General  or  Quarter  Sessions  to 
order  this  penalty ;  but  such  Court  shall 
continue  to  exercise  its  jurisdiction  in  all 
cases  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  passed. 


This  I  put  in,  not  because  I  have  my- 
self any  doubt  whatever  as  to  whether 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  in  this 
country  would  exercise  the  power  right- 
eously and  properly  and  wisely ;  but  I 
am  well  aware  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  elsewhere  against  giving  such 
powers  to  the  unpaid  magistrates,  and 
therefore  I  propose  to  reserve  the  power 
of  inflicting  this  particular  punishment 
to  Her  Majesty's  Judges  sitting  in  th» 
Court  of  Oyer  and  Terminer  and  Gaol 
Delivery.  By  the  4th  clause  I  provide 
that  the  magistrates  before  whom 
persons  charged  will  be  brought  shall 
commit  them  to  the  Assizes,  or  to  the 
Central  Criminal  Court,  as  the  case  may 
be,  and  not  to  the  Sessions.  That  is  not 
an  unreasonable  provision,  because,  in 
the  case  of  burglary  or  housebreaking, 
where  one  of  the  parties  be  found  armed 
with  a  revolver,  it  must  be  an  ofiPence  of 
so  serious  a  nature  that  it  really  ought 
not  to  be  dealt  with  at  Quarter  Sessions. 
This  is  the  whole  of  the  Bill.  It  is  one 
of  a  simple  character.  It  is  one,  I 
believe,  urgently  demanded  by  the  good 
sense  of  the  country,  and  I  humbly  ask 
your  Lordships  to  give  it  a  Second 
Reading. 
♦LoBD  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  should 
like  to  sav  a  few  words  in  support  of  a 
Bill  which  is  an  extension  of  the  enact- 
ment which  I  had  the  good  fortune  to 
carry  through  Parliament  about  25^ 
years  ago.  For  26  years  that  Act  has 
proved  the  truth  of  its  principle.  The 
best  test  of  any  punishment  is  its  efiPeet 
in  preventing  a  repetition  of  the  crime,, 
and  punishment,  to  be  effective,  must  be 
suited  to  the  motives  of  the  criminal. 
Where  fear  of  bodily  pain  is  the  only 
deterrent  from  crime,  or  where  a 
morbid  desire  for  notoriety  or  a 
wanton  childish  love  of  mischief  is  the 
incentive,  the  best  penalty  that  can  be 
devised  is  corporal  punishment,  which 
in  the  one  case  inflicts  bodily  pain,  and 
in  the  oUier  case  involves  disgrace  as  a 
counter  to  the  notoriety  sought.  All  those 
three  cases  have  been  illustrated  by  the 
results  of  three  Acts  recently  passed 
enabling  corporal  punishment  to  be 
inflicted.  Garrotting  has  been  stopped 
by  this  means.  The  crime  of  shooting 
at  the  Queen,  which  used  to  be  the 
f^mbition  of  oraoked-brained  seekera 
for  notoriety,  has  been  stopped  by  the 
threat  of  corporal  punishment;  and 
wanton  iigoiy  to  works  of   art  is  aa 
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who  are  found  in  possession  of  firearms 
should  be  most  severely  punished — I  do 
not  in  the  least  disagree  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  with  regard  to  that; 
and  I  should  personally  like  to  see 
the  use  or  possession  of  firearms  by  a 

Serson  committing  offences  of  this 
escription  made  of  itself  punishable, 
in  addition  to  the  punishment  which  is 
given  for  the  offence  under  other  cir- 
cumstances, so  as  to  mark  distinctly  the 
view  of  the  law  that  it  is  an  agg^vation 
of  the  offence,  and  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  special  punishment  attached  to 
it.  I  think,  if  that  were  done,  it  would 
be  much  more  likely  to  mark  the  special 
character  of  the  offence  by  securing  a 
special  punishment  in  respect  of  the 
nse  of  firearms  or  the  carrying  of  fire- 
arms by  persons  committing  burglary, 
and  it  would  be  much  more  likely  to  be 
effectual,  than  merely  giving  power  to 
Judges  to  order  flogging,  and  leaving  it 
absolutely  to  their  discretion  to  exercise 
the  power  or  not,  when  we  know  that 
the  discretion  would  be  exercised  in  a 
different  way  by  different  Judges.  On 
these  grounds,  although  I  sympathize 
entirely  with  the  object  of  this  Bill,  1 
confess  I  am  unable  to  g^ve  my  support 
to  it. 

The  premier  and  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbitry)  :  My 
Lords,  I  only  rise  because  I  happened 
to  be  in  the  House  of  Commons  at  the 
time  when  the  Bill  was  passed  to  which 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Her- 
schell)  has  referred,  and  my  recollection 
differs  very  distinctly  from  that  of  the 
noble  Lord.  My  recollection  is  that  the  in- 
troduction and  passing  of  that  Bill  acted 
like  a  charm,  and  that  even  as  soon  as 
it  was  clear  that  it  would  pass  there  was 
a  very  large  diminution  of  these  offences. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord's  argument  is 
imperfect  in  this — that  he  seems  to  look 
at  the  operation  of  moral  causes  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  would  describe  a 
laboratory  experiment.  He  says  one 
Judge  did  sentence  to  flogging,  and  no 
diminution  of  crime  followed ;  another 
Judge  did  not  sentence  to  flogging,  and 
a  diminution  followed.  That  is  rather 
a  coarse  and  material  way  of  looking 
at  the  operation  of  great  moral  causes 
such  as  this.  You  must  look  at  the  thing 
in  large,  and  looking  at  it  in  that  way, 
unless  my  memory  grossly  deceives  me, 
that  measure  was  one  of  the  most  effioa- 
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cioua  measures  of  the  Oriminal  Law  ever 
passed.  Of  course,  it  is  perfeoHj 
possible  that,  at  the  same  timey 
Lord  Bramweli  interfered  with  hiB 
very  just  and  resolute  sentemoes; 
but  it  is  almost  impossible  to  disjoin 
the  effect  of  various  causes  operating 
together  towards  the  same  end.  Per- 
haps I  might  be  allowed  to  plead  that 
the  very  fact  of  Parliament  passing  the 
Act  was  not  without  its  effect  upon  that 
learned  Judge's  mind. 

Lord  HEkSCHELL  :  The  sentenoes 
were  pronounced  before  the  Act  passed. 

Thb  Marquess    of    SAUSBuBY  : 
Well,  I  am  speaking  from  memory,  but 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  is  historically 
wrong  in   his  references  to  what  hap- 
pened.    There     was    an    epidemio    of 
garrotting  in  November,  December,  and 
January,  1862  and  1863,  eind  the  mea- 
sure to  which  reference  has  been  made 
was  introduced  as  soon  as  Parliament 
met.     The  noble  Lord  says  that  this 
punishment   is  unequal.     That  is  per- 
fectly true.     I  would  be  very  glad  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  lay  on  the  Table 
a  list  of  punishments  which  are  not  un- 
equal.     I    know    of  none.     Even  the 
punishment  of  death  is  unequal.    There 
is  no  punishment  which  would  not  hit 
more  hardly  upon   the  man  of  delicate 
and  refined  nature  than  the  man  coarsely 
brought  up— hit  more  hardly  upon  the 
man  of  delicate  physical  conformation 
than  the  man  who  had  a  robust  consti- 
tution. Whatever  the  punishment  is,  the 
pain  it  inflicts  must  largely  depend  upon 
the  nature  and   the  antecedents  of  the 
person  upon  whom  it  is  inflicted ;  and  it 
is  no  real  objection  to  make  to  a  punish- 
ment, that  is  otherwise  efficacious,  that 
it  is  unequal.     That  is  one  of  the  neces- 
sary defects  of  human  punishment ;  but 
it  is  a  defect  which  has  to  be  ignored  in 
the  necessity  of  putting  down  crime. 
But  the  extent  to  which  this  punishment 
ought  to  be  applied  must  depend  largely 
upon  public  opinion  at  the  time.     Pun- 
ishments may  be  robbed  of  all  their 
benefit  if  they  go  against  the  moral  feel- 
ing of  the  community  in  which  they  are 
inflicted.     I  do  not  see  what  force  there 
is  in  the  argument  that  my  noble  Friend 
asks  for  this  Bill  only  as  an  instalment. 
That   is   the   ordinary   attitude  of  all 
reformers,   and  they  are  often  candid 
enough  to  say  if  they  get  what  they  ask 
at  first  they  will  carry  it  further.     Bat 
in  spite  of  that  it  has  been  the  praotioe 
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•of  Parliament  to  grant  reforms  wliioh  it 
liad  no  intention  of  canying  to  the  ex- 
tent which  its  advooates  candidly  and 
<x>nf  essedly  desired.  If  we  applied  that 
principle  to  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  we 
might  accept  the  Bill  without  accepting 
a  more  extended  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple. I  belicTe  that  the  evil  with  which 
the  Bill  proposes  to  deal  is  a  very  great 
one,  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  check 
this  use  of  firearms  which  has  been 
quite  recently  introduced  among  our 
people.  In  Committee  any  modification 
of  the  Bill  which  is  thought  desirable 
can  be  suggested  and  any  safeguards 
introduced,  or  anj  rule  adopted  which 
may  amend  the  caprice  of  different 
Judges  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred ;  but  I  believe  my  noble  Friend 
is  right  in  pointing  out  what  is  a  very 
(great  evil,  and  that  the  balance  of  argu- 
ment is  in  favour  of  the  Second  Bead- 

of  this  Bill. 

ABL  COWPER :  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  this  is  rather  retro- 
.^^rade  legislation.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
if  we  pass  this  measure,  we  shall  find 
it  difficult  not  to  go  further.  There  is 
no  very  great  difference,  after  all,  between 
4i  burglar  who  carries  a  revolver  in  order 
that  he  may  shoot  a  man,  and  another 
who  carries  a  knife  or  a  life-preserver 
which  would  be  equally  likely  to  cause 
death.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  confine  the  operation  of  the 
measure  to  the  use  of  firearms.  It 
w^ould  have  to  be  extended  to  other 
deadly  weapons  if  passed  at  all,  and  I 
ihink  it  would  be  retrogprade  legisla- 
tion. The  feeling  in  this  country  is  very 
strong  against  flogging,  except  for  very 
disgraceful  ofTences.  So  strong  is  it, 
that,  in  spite  of  many  arguments  which 
were  brought  up  by  experienced  officers 
in  the  Army  as  to  the  absolute  neoes- 
4sity  of  preserving  flogging  in  the  Army 
and  Navy,  it  had  to  be  done  away  with. 
After  all,  what  is  flogging  but  inflicting 
torture ;  and  if  you  once  admit  the  prin- 
Ksiple  of  torture  in  punishment,  you  go 
back  to  the  system  which  prevailed  in  the 
3Ciddle  Ages.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  very 
careful  in  extending  the  practice  of 
dogging.  If  we  are  to  have  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  at  all,  it  should  be 
limited  to  some  absolutely  disgraceful 
Acts,  and  not  simply  used  as  a  deterrent. 
For  these  reasons,  I  feel  it  incumbent 
ito  vote  against  the  Bill. 


Thb  Earl  op  OARNAEVON:  My 
Lords,  as  it  happens  that  I  myself  was 
partly  concerned  in  the  Bill  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made,  and  carried  that 
Bill  through  your  Lordships'  House 
after  my  noble  Friend,  then  Mr. 
Adderley,  had  introduced  it  into  the 
House  of  Oommons,  I  should  like  to  saj 
one  word  upon  the  subject.  There 
was  great  opposition  at  the  time  to  the 
introduction  of  this  principle  of  corporal 
punishment.  There  is  no  doubt  that  at 
the  time  of  the  passing,  or  about  the 
time  of  the  passing,  of  that  Act,  the 
crime  at  which  the  Act  was  directed  fell 
oflf.  Whether  that  was  propter  hoe  or 
not  I  really  cannot  say.  I  looked  very 
closely  at  the  time,  I  remember,  into 
the  question  which  Sir  James  Mowbray 
so  very  warmly  disputed — whether  or  no 
the  falling  off  of  crime  was  due  to  the 
Act,  or  whether  it  was  due  to  other 
causes  such  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  has  mentioned. 
I  always  indulged  the  hope  that  it  was 
due  to  the  Act  in  which  I  had  had  a 
considerable  share ;  but  I  think  this  at 
least  is  certain,  and  will  be  supported 
by  the  general  evidence  of  Judges  and 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions — that 
corporal  punishment,  when  discreetly 
and  sparingly  adopted,  is  viewed  with 
very  gpreat  terror  by  the  criminal  classes. 
It  is  a  punishment  which  is  open,  no 
doubt,  to  abuse,  and  singular  abuse,  if 
indiscreetly  used ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  exercised  with  great  caution,  I  think 
the  opinion  of  everybody  concerned 
with  the  criminal  classes  would  go  to  this 
length  at  least — that  it  is  viewed  with 
extreme  apprehension  and  terror.  One 
object  of  this  Bill,  as  I  understand — and 
there,  I  think,  everyone  will  sympathize 
with  it — is  indirectly  to  restrict  the  per- 
nicious habit  of  carrying  firearms. 
That  is  a  question  which,  of  course,  ia 
apart  from  the  offence  of  housebreak- 
ing. There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
of  late  years  the  habit  of  carrying  re- 
volvers and  pistols  amongst  the  peace- 
able population  of  this  country  has 
grown  up.  I  think,  myself,  it  is  a  mis- 
chievous habit,  and  one  which  it  would 
be  well  if  Parliament  did  its  best  to  put 
a  stop  to.  A  very  simple  method  of 
dealing  with  it,  of  course,  is  to  impose 
a  licence  upon  the  possession  of  these 
weapons,  but  it  is  difficult  to  enforce 
such  a  regulation.    In  foreign  countries 
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illustration  of  the  third  class  of  oases 
referred  to — that  of  childish  and  wanton 
mischief — has  also  been  stopped  by 
annexing  corporal  punishment  to  it. 
A  great  deaf  of  nonsense  has  been 
advanced  against  corporal  punishment 
as  degprading;  but,  my  Lords,  if  the 
motives  of  a  criminal  are  degraded, 
the  medicine  must  suit  the  disease. 
I  think  this  has  been  pretty  well 
proved  by  the  experience  of  these 
three  Acts  which  I  have  mentioned. 
Perhaps  the  only  genuine  prejudice 
against  corporal  punishment  has  been 
caused  by  the  excessive  flogging 
of  former  times,  but  to  argue  from 
the  abuse  against  the  use  of  any- 
thing will  surely  not  have  weight  with 
your  Lordships.  One  thing  is  clear — 
that  the  shorter  the  punishment  is  for 
its  purpose,  and  the  more  immediately 
connected  with  the  crime,  the  better  it  is 
both  for  deterrence  and  for  example. 
Culpam  panapremit  comes  was  Horace's 
compliment  to  the  GK)vemment  of 
Augustus,  and  corporal  punishment  has 
the  merit  of  shortness  and  immediate  ap- 
plication. The  reasons  which  make 
some  people  prefer  long  imprisonment 
are  two,  both  very  bad  reasons.  The  one 
is  to  get  rid  of  a  criminal  out  of  the 
way  for  as  long  as  possible.  That,  I 
maintain,  is  an  unfit  obj  ect  of  punishment. 
Oorrection  must  deal  with  the  criminal, 
and  not  merely  get  him  out  of  sight.  A 
Draconian  Code  would  be  the  consum- 
mation of  such  a  principle  of  punishment. 
We  got  into  the  way  of  it  by  our  system 
of  transportation,  and  the  most  unfortu- 
nate substitution,  when  transportation 
was  not  possible,  of  penal  servitude  in 
parallel  long  terms  of  sentence.  The 
other  reason  advanced  in  favour  of 
long  imprisonment  is  the  hope  of 
reforming  and  educating  criminals  in 
prison.  I  maintain  that  there  could 
not  be  a  worse  place  for  reformation 
of  character  than  a  prison.  If  there 
is  any  education  in  a  prison  it  is  in  the 
art  of  hypocrisy,  but  as  to  character 
being  reformed  during  a  long  term  of 
imprisonment  it  is  an  unlucely  and 
rare  occurrence.  Sir  Edmund  Du 
Oane,  the  Ohief  Oommissioner  of 
Prisons,  in  a  publication  last  year, 
states  his  experience  to  be  that  long 
terms  of  imprisonment  lose  their  de- 
terrent effect.  This  Bill  proposes  to 
add  whipping  of  armed  burglars  to 
•any  other  punishment.     Oertamly,  the 
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punishment  of  wliipping  is  the  most 
proper  for  such  recUesB  violence,  and 
would  be  the  most  powerfol  deteirenfc, 
both  from  repetition  and  for  example.  I 
believe  in  many  cases  that  whipping 
would  be  enough  without  the  aidditionfu 
pimishment.  I  shall  beg  your  Lordships 
to  let  me  call  your  attention  soon  to 
other  crimes  of  similar  brutality  which 
might  be  brought  within  the  same 
category.  Your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  within  a  few  days  you  had  a  Betum 
laid  on  the  Table  from  the  magistracy 
of  a  great  part  of  this  Kingdom  in 
favour  of  extending  corporal  paniahment 
to  suitable  cases.  M^  only  hope 
now  is  that  your  Lordships  will  unani- 
mously take  this  step  in  the  oooxee 
of  the  improvement  of  our  Oriminal  Oode 
which  is  embodied  in  this  Bill. 

Lord  HERSOHELL:    My   Lords,  I 
waited     to    hear    whether    my    noUe 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  as  representing 
the    Government,  would    express    any 
opinion  upon  this  Bill ;  but  as  he  has 
not  risen  I  will  make  one  or  two  ob« 
servations  upon  what  has  fallen  from 
the   noble  Lord  opposite.     Of   course, 
we  shall  all  be  thoroughly  agreed  in  our 
desire  to  stop  the  crimes  at  which  thia 
Bill  is  aimed,  and  to  amend  the  law,  if 
amended  it  can    be,  in  any  direction 
suitable  and  proper  with  a  view  to  that 
result.     But  1  cannot  help  bringing  to 
your  Lordships'  notice  the  fact  that  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill  have 
been,  as  I  believe,  founded  very  greatly 
on  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  aaooea 
of  the  infliction  of  the  punishment  of 
flogging  in  putting  an  end  to  garrotting. 
A  measure    was   introduced  into   the 
House  of    Commons    some  years  aso 
with  a  view  to  extending  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  to  other  offences.    I 
think  that  in  that  case  it  was  aimed 
against    assaults    upon      women.      I 
recently  moved  for  a  Return  showing 
the  number  of  oases  in  which  offsnoes 
had  been  tried  where  the  punishment 
of  flogging  could  have  been  inflicted  fbr 
some  time  prior  to  the  Act  becoming 
law,    and   for    several    years    subse- 
quently  to    the   Act   becoming   law; 
and  those  Betums  oonolusively  showed 
that    it     was    not    that    Act    which 
put  an  end  to  nirrotting,  or  rednoed  it 
within  narrow  umits.    It  had  been  re- 
duced within  narrow  limits  before  that 
Act  was  passed,  and  it  was  not  reduced 
into  narrower  limits  after  the  Act 
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passed.      One    of  the  Returns   was  a 
Ketum  showing  the  number  of  oases 
tried,  of  offences  where  flogging  could 
be  administered,  and    the  number  of 
oases  where  it  was  actually  administered. 
As  your  Lordships  may  be  aware,  some 
Jud  es   freely  order  the  infliction  of  the 
punishment,  others  never  make  it  part 
of  their  punishment.     Now,  on  looking 
at  these  Betums,  it  cannot  be  main- 
tained that  the  infliction  of  that  punish- 
ment   was    a    very    potent    deterrent 
against  the  commission  of  offences.     I 
would  earnestly  commend  the  study  of 
these  Beturns  to  your  Lordships  before 
this  Bill  is  passed  under  the  supposi- 
tion   that    the    infliction     of    corporal 
punishment  has  proved  a  satisfactory 
deterrent  in  the  cases  in  which  it  has 
been    inflicted.     Of   course,  the  whole 
strength  of  this  measure  rests  upon  the 
assertion  that  that  is  likely  to  be  the 
case.     I  say,  on  the  contrary,  that  so 
far  as  facts  go,  and  as  my  experience 
goes,   that  is  not  the  case ;   and  it  is 
on  that  gpround  that  I  am  not  prepared 
to  support  this  Bill.     Now,  I  will  tell 
your  Lordships  why  I  chink  it  has  not 
been  the  case.  One  of  the  main  elements 
in  a  punishment  being  deterrent  rests 
in  this :  that  that  punishment  that  you 
intend  to  be  deterrent  shall  be  a  certain 
one — that  is  to  say,  any  person   com- 
mitting  the   offence   will   have  on   his 
mind  the  conviction  at  the  time  that  he 
is  likely  to  suffer  that  punishment.     But 
if  you  only  leave  the  infliction  of  this 
punishment    in    the  discretion  of   the 
Judges,  and  if  vou  know  perfectly  well 
that  it  will  not  depend  upon  the  offence, 
or  even  upon  the  gpravity  of  the  offence, 
but    upon    the  particular  Judge    who 
happens  to  try  the  case,  whether  the 
punishment   will   be  inflicted  or  not — 
that    it      will      rather      more      often 
not    be  inflicted  than    inflicted — then, 
at      once,      any      certainty     of     that 
kind   absolutely  disappears.     And,  my 
Lords,  we  know  perfectly  well  that  that 
will  be  the  case.    There  are  some  Judges 
who  are  known  as  flogging  Judges  (or 
there  have   been),  and  there  are  some 
Judges  who  are  perfectly  well  known  to 
be  very  much  indisposed  to  order  the 
infliction  ot  that  form  of  punishment; 
and  the  result  has  been,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,   that  neither  giving    the  Judges 
power  to  inflict,  nor  the  actual  infliction 
of  it,  has,  as  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
diminished  crime.    The  noble  Lord  who 


seconded  this  Bill  seconded  it  because 
he  proposes  something  like  a  revolution 
in  the  matter  of  our  punishment.    He 
proposes  that  you  should  extend  this 
practice  of  flogging  much  more  largely 
— he  takes  this  as  an  instalment.     He 
says  we  are  to  have  shorter  sentences 
and   more  flogging.     Now  I  confess  I 
have  myself  very  g^reat  doubts  as  to  the 
advisability  of   such  a  change.      The 
punishment  of  floKginff,  I  believe,   is 
the    most    unequal    of    punishments. 
It    is  punishment    which   is   to   some 
a  punishment  of  extreme  and  intense 
severity,   whilst  to    persons  who   may 
have    been    just    as    guilty    as    the 
others    it    is   a  punishment  of,    com- 
paratively   speaking,    moderate    seve- 
rity.   It  depends  on  the  character  and 
constitution  of  the  individual  who  may 
be  punished,  and  may  have  very  little  to 
do  with  the  aggravation  or  brutality 
of  the  crime.     I   should    be   sorry  to 
generalize  in  any  way;  but,  at  all  events, 
it  is  quite  possible  that  those  who  are  the 
most  guilty  will  the  least  feel  the  kind 
of  punishment  which  it  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  inflict.     And  undoubtedly 
there  is  a  feeling  which  would  be  very 
much   opposed  to  any  large  or  gene- 
ral   extension    of   this  punishment   of 
flogging.    As  I  have    said,  there   are 
certainly  some  Judges  who   have   the 
strongest    objection    to    this     form    of 
punishment,      and     who     would      be 
most  unwilling  to  order  its  infliction  ; 
but  surely  the  first  essential  is  to  have 
some  evidence  before  us — and  we  have 
none — that  the  punishment,  where  it  has 
been  adopted,  has  been  effective.    I  will 
tell  the  noble  Lord  opposite    what  I 
believe  did  put  a  stop  to  the  immense 
amount  of  robbery  with  violence  which 
was  rife  some  little  time  before  that 
Act  was  introduced,  and  which  was,  no 
doubt,  the  origin  of  the  measure.   There 
were  a  number  of  cases  of  garrotting 
tried  at  the  Central  Oriminal  Court  to- 
gether.   They  were  all  tried  by  a  learned 
Judge  who   is  now  a  Member  of  this 
House  (Lord  Bramwell),and  hesentenoed 
all  the  offenders  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.    If  anyone  will  study  the  records 
of  the  Central  Criminal  Court  they  will 
find  that  that  was  followed  by  an  enor- 
mous   diminution    in   the    number   of 
offences,   and  that  diminution  was  not 
carried  any  further  by  the  pasAing  of 
the  Act  wnioh  instituted  flogging  for 
that  crime.    I  quite  feel  that  borglara 
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legifllation  has  been — and,  I  think,  not 
unjustly — very  strict  upon  the  subject ; 
and  laws  are  in  existence  both  in  France 
and  in  Italy  directed,  not  so  much 
against  the  possession  of  these  weapons, 
as  against  the  size  and  particular  make 
of  the  very  light  ones.  That  is  a  matter 
well  deserving  of  the  attention  of  Par- 
liament. It  certainly  tends  to  crime, 
and  it  engenders  a  much  too  facile  use 
of  those  particular  weapons.     With  re- 

Sard  to  this  particular  Bill,  I  do  not  un- 
erstand  why  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
introduced  it  has  disqualified  Uuarter 
Sessions  from  dealing  with  these  ques- 
tions. Quarter  Sessions  at  this  moment 
is  perfectly  competent  to  order  corporal 

Sunishment  in  cases  of  robbery,  and  it 
oes  order  it,  and  I  can  see  no  reason 
whatever  why  that  power  should  be 
taken  from  it.  The  Chairmen  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  as  a  rule,  are  quite  as  com- 
petent, it  seems  to  me,  to  impose  corporal 
punishment  in  the  case  of  housebreak- 
ing as  in  the  case  of  robbery.  I  do  not 
quite  follow  the  meaning  of  Clause  2, 
in  which  it  is  provided  that  if  a  person 
committing  the  offence  of  housebreaking 
is  accompanied  by  an  accomplice,  and 
that  accomplice  carries  a  loaded  or  un- 
loaded gun,  not  the  accomplice,  but  the 
principal,  is  to  suffer  corporal  punish- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  My 
noble  Friend  has  misinterpreted  the 
clause. 

The  Earl  of  CARNAEVON:  I  do 
not  distinctly  understand  why  this 
penalty  should  be  limited  to  house- 
Dreaking  alone.  If  a  robber  who 
attacks  a  man  on  the  high  road  has  a 
pistol  in  his  pocket  or  in  his  hand, 
it  seems  to  me  that  he  deserves  the 
sentence  of  the  law  in  this  respect  quite 
as  much  as  a  housebreaker,  and  I  do  not 
see  the  logic  of  separating  the  two  cases, 
unless  it  be,  as  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Norton)  indicated,  that  this  is  merely  an 
instalment,  and  that  a  much  larger 
measure  will  follow  hereafter. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  object  of  the 
measure.  The  habit  has,  no  doubt,  very 
much  increased  of  late  years  of  this  par- 
ticular class  of  persons  going  about 
armed.  This  Bill  is  based  entirely  on 
the  principle  of  preventing  that  habit  by 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishment. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Norton)  took  the 
line  that  corporal  punishment  had  had 
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deterrent  effects  in  the  cases  in  which  it 
had  been  inflicted,  and  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  also- 
took  that  line.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Herschell)  gave  his 
reasons  for  thinking  that  it  was  an 
error  to  suppose  that  that  had  been  the 
result  of  the  Act.  Now»  I  agree  entirely 
with  Lord  Cowper  in  regard  to  the- 
general  principle  which  ought  to 
govern  us — I  mean  those  general  princi- 
ples which  induced  a  great  reform  in. 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishment  in 
our  criminal  procedure,  and  which  seem 
equally  opposed  to  our  reverting  to  it 
unless  in  cases  of  absolute  necessity. 
The  noble  Lord  who  has  spoken  last 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  added  to  this 
evidence  the  statement  that  in  the 
opinion  of  all  the  Judges,,  and  of  all  the 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions,  corporal 
punishment  was  desirable  in  certain 
cases.  He  did  not  give  us  any  clue  as 
to  how  he  obtained  that  evidence. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  That 
is  a  little  enlarging  my  argument. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Well,  how  far 
did  the  noble  Earl  go  ? 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  8a 
far  as  I  remember,  what  I  stated  was 
this  —  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  all 
those  -who  were  competent  to  pronounce 
an  opinion — some  Judges,  some  Chair- 
men of  Quarter  Sessions,  some  gentle- 
men engaged  in  the  control  of  prisoners 
— that  corporal  punishment  was  viewed, 
by  the  f*riminal  classes  with  singular - 
apprehension  and  terror.  I  do  not 
think  I  went  beyond  that. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  The  introduc- 
tion   of  the  word  **some"   makes  the 
whole  difference,  because  that  is  exactly 
d  propos  of  what  my  noble  and  leamea. 
Friend  (Lord  Herschell)  pointed  out — 
and  it  was  admitted  by  the  noble  Mar* 
quess — ^that    the   Judges    act  so  very 
differently  that,  whereas  some  do  apply 
corporal  punishment,  others  make  it  a. 
habit  never  to  do  so.     I  may  remind, 
your  Lordships  that  when  Lord  Aber- 
dare,  who  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  not  here^ 
to-night,     but    who    spoke    with    the 
authority  of    Home   Secretary  at    th» 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Bill 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:: 
Sir  George  Grey  was  Home  Secretary  at 
that  time.         

Earl  GRANVILLE :  At  any  rate  he 
put  forward  certain  facto  which  were 
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•of  Parliament  to  grant  reforms  whioh  it 
liad  no  intention  of  canying  to  the  ex- 
tent which  its  advooates  candidly  and 
^confessedly  desired.  If  we  applied  that 
principle  to  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  we 
might  accept  the  Bill  without  accepting 
a  more  extended  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple. I  believe  that  the  evil  with  which 
the  Bill  proposes  to  deal  is  a  very  great 
one,  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  check 
this  use  of  firearms  which  has  been 
quite  recently  introduced  among  our 
people.  In  Committee  any  modification 
of  the  Bill  which  is  thought  desirable 
can  be  suggested  and  any  safeguards 
introduced,  or  anj  rule  adopted  which 
may  amend  the  caprice  of  different 
Judges  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred ;  but  I  believe  my  noble  Friend 
is  right  in  pointing  out  what  is  a  very 
(great  evil,  and  that  the  balance  of  argu- 
ment is  in  favour  of  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

♦Earl  COWPER  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  this  is  rather  retro- 
.fifrade  legislation.  It  seems  to  me  that, 
if  we  pass  this  measure,  we  shall  find 
it  difficult  not  to  go  further.  There  is 
no  very  great  difference,  after  all,  between 
4i  burglar  who  carries  a  revolver  in  order 
that  he  may  shoot  a  man,  and  another 
who  carries  a  knife  or  a  life-preserver 
which  would  be  equally  likely  to  cause 
death.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
(possible  to  confine  the  operation  of  the 
measure  to  the  use  of  firearms.  It 
w^ould  have  to  be  extended  to  other 
deadly  weapons  if  passed  at  all,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  retrograde  legisla- 
tion. The  feeling  in  this  country  is  very 
strong  against  flogging,  except  for  very 
disgraceful  offences.  So  strong  is  it, 
that,  in  spite  of  many  arguments  which 
were  brought  up  by  experienced  officers 
in  the  Army  as  to  the  absolute  neces- 
4sity  of  preserving  flogging  in  the  Army 
and  Navy,  it  had  to  be  done  away  with. 
After  all,  what  is  flogging  but  inflicting 
torture ;  and  if  you  once  admit  the  prin- 
Ksiple  of  torture  in  punishment,  you  go 
back  to  the  system  which  prevailed  in  the 
Middle  Ages.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  very 
careful  in  extending  the  practice  of 
£ogging.  If  we  are  to  have  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  at  all,  it  should  be 
limited  to  some  absolutely  disgraceful 
acts,  and  not  simply  used  as  a  deterrent. 
For  these  reasons,  I  feel  it  incumbent 
ito  vote  against  the  Bill. 


Thb  Earl  op  OARNAEVON:  My 
Lords,  as  it  happens  that  I  myself  was 
partlv  concerned  in  the  Bill  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made,  and  carried  that 
Bill  through  your  Lordships'  House 
after  my  noble  Friend,  then  Mr. 
Adderley,  had  introduced  it  into  the 
House  of  Oommons,  I  should  like  to  say 
one  word  upon  the  subject.  There 
was  great  opposition  at  the  time  to  the 
introduction  of  this  principle  of  corporal 
punishment.  There  is  no  doubt  that  at 
the  time  of  the  passing,  or  about  the 
time  of  the  passing,  of  that  Act,  the 
crime  at  whi^  the  Act  was  directed  fell 
off.  Whether  that  was  propter  hoe  or 
not  I  really  cannot  say.  I  looked  very 
closely  at  the  time,  I  remember,  into 
the  question  which  Sir  James  Mowbray 
so  very  warmly  disputed — whether  or  no 
the  falling  off  of  crime  was  due  to  the 
Act,  or  whether  it  was  due  to  other 
causes  such  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  has  mentioned. 
I  always  indulged  the  hope  that  it  was 
due  to  the  Act  in  which  I  had  had  a 
considerable  share ;  but  I  think  this  at 
least  is  certain,  and  will  be  supported 
by  the  general  evidence  of  Judges  and 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions — ^that 
corporal  punishment,  when  discreetly 
and  sparingly  adopted,  is  viewed  with 
very  gpreat  terror  by  the  criminal  classes. 
It  is  a  punishment  which  is  open,  no 
doubt,  to  abuse,  and  singular  abuse,  if 
indiscreetly  used ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  exercised  with  great  caution,  I  think 
the  opinion  of  everybody  concerned 
with  the  criminal  classes  would  go  to  this 
length  at  least — that  it  is  viewed  with 
extreme  apprehension  and  terror.  One 
object  of  tnis  Bill,  as  I  understand — and 
there,  I  think,  everyone  will  sympathize 
with  it— is  indirectly  to  restrict  the  per- 
nicious habit  of  carrying  firearms. 
That  is  a  question  which,  of  course,  ia 
apart  from  the  offence  of  housebreak- 
ing. There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
of  late  years  the  habit  of  carrying  re- 
volvers and  pistols  amongst  the  peace- 
able population  of  this  country  has 
grown  up.  I  think,  myself,  it  is  a  mis- 
chievous habit,  and  one  which  it  would 
be  well  if  Parliament  did  its  best  to  put 
a  stop  to.  A  very  simple  method  of 
dealing  with  it,  of  course,  is  to  impose 
a  licence  upon  the  possession  of  these 
weapons,  but  it  is  difficult  to  enforce 
such  a  regulation.    In  foreign  countries 
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into  and  no  life  had  been  taken,  these 
were  cases  in  which  we  ought  not  to 
inflict  corporal  punishment.  In  passing 
a  short  sentence  of  imprisonment  on 
the  first  man  tried  under  the  Act,  we 
announced  from  the  Bench  that  where 
no  outrage  had  been  actually  committed 
corporal  punishment  would  not  be  in- 
flicted. Now,  what  was  the  result  ?  The 
result  was  that  hundreds  of  trials  were 

•  compressed  into  a  few  days  because  the 
people,  relieved  from  the  fear  of  corporal 
punishment,  came  in  and  pleaded  guilty 

:  and  receiyed  yery  moderate  sentences. 
Now,  my  Lords,  what  was  the  result? 
The  country  became  aware  from  the 
judical  statement  that  there  was  power 
in  such  cases  to  inflict  corporal  punish- 
ment, and  since  then  there  has  been  no 
playing  at   insurrection.     I    am   quite 

Srepared  to  arm  the  Judges  with  this 
iscretionary  power. 

The  Eabi.  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  this  is  not,  perhaps,  the  time  for 
discussing  the  very  remarkable  instance 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  alluded ;  but  I  feel  bound  to  say  this 
—that  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  he  and 
his  learned  Colleague  came  to  the  con- 

•  elusion,  as  they  did,  that  the  cases  of  in- 
aurrection  to  which  he  has  alluded  were 
not  fit  cases  for  corporal  punishment, 
and  I  desire  to  express  my  yery  strong 
conviction  that  in  no  case  whatever  in 

■  this  country  would  it  ever  be  right  to 
inflict  corporal  punishment  in  cases  of 
insurrection.  I  sincerely  trust  that  no 
such  attempt  will  ever  be  made,  and  of 
this  I  am  perfectly  certain— that  if  it  is 

•  ever  made  it  will  revolt  every  man  of 
Tight  principle  in  this  country.    But  that 

\  is  quite  apart  from  the  questions  before 
us,  of  which  everybody  must  have  heard, 

.  and  which  everybody  ouust  wish  to  see 
suppressed.  The  question  here  is 
whether  corporal  punishment  is  a 
punishment  which  is  likely  to  effect 
the  object  which  we  have  in  view. 
I  confess  I  doubt  it  extremely.  It 
is  always  very  difficult  to  ascertain 
whether  certain  effects  follow  from  cer- 
tain causes,  and  I  have  no  special  know- 
ledge, but  only  general  remembrance,  as 
tp  what  followed  immediately  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1863 ;  but  what  I 
would  remind  your  Lordships  of  is  this — 

'  that  this  system  of  flogging  was  the  old 

t  system  in  this  country  inflicted  on  the 
Hardest  possible  scale ;  and  experience — 

iong  experience — the  experience  of  gene- 
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rations  showed  conclusively  that  this 
punishment  of  flogging  did  not  deter 
from  crime.  On  the  contrary,  the  classes 
subjected  to  it  became  indifferent  to  the 
punishment,  and  one  of  the  great  re- 
forms in  the  present  century  was  the 
abandonment  of  what  was  found  to  be 
a«thoroughly  bad  system,  and  the  adop- 
tion of  another  system;  and,  for  my 
part,  I  am  not  in  favour  of  reverting  to 
the  old  system.  Some  people  imagine  • 
that  criminals  will  be  deterred  by  the 
punishment  of  flogging.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it.  There  may  be  two  or  three 
cases  where  the  man  may  be  alarmed, 
but  I  believe  that  long  experience  of  the 
criminal  population  shows  that  where 
flogging  has  been  adopted  the  deterrent 
effects  are  very  small  indeed.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  some  additional  punishment  is 
required  in  the  cases  to  which  this  Bill 
refers,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Herschell)  hinted  at  what  I  think 
would  be  a  very  practical  improvement 
in  the  law — namely,  that  the  possession 
of  firearms  in  the  cases  mentioned  in 
this  Bill  should  be  made  a  distinct  and 
additional  offence.  Whenever  a  man 
who  is  committing  an  offence  of  this 
kind  is  found  in  the  possession  of  fire- 
arms under  the  circumstances  stated,  he 
should  be  charged,  as  an  entirely  distinct 
and  separate  offence,  with  having  arms 
in  his  possession,  loaded  or  unloaded. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  far  more 
prudent  mode  of  dealing  with  this 
matter  than  by  flogging.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that,  besides  the  doubt 
which  exists  as  to  the  efficacy  of  the 
punishment  of  flogging,  there  is  sq  very 
large  and  wide  a  sentiment  in  the  com- 
munity against  it  that  it  does  not  receive 
that  moral  sanction,  on  the  whole,  which 
is,  as  the  noble  Marquess  justly  observed, 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  the 
punishment  should  have  any  effect.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  FitzGFerald) 
suggested  that  this  Bill  should  g^  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  that  course  will  not  be  taken. 
This  is  a  matter  in  which  Lay  Lords  have 
quite  as  good  opportunity  of  forming  a 
private  opinion  as  any  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  It  is  not  a  question  of  law,  bat 
a  question  as  to  what  should  be  the 
punishment.  If  it  is  desirable  to  have 
an  inquiry  into  the  fact,  and  to  see 
whether  or  not  my  noble  and  learned 
^Extend  (Lord  Herschell)  is  justified  in 
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Marquess,  and  entirely  coincided  with 
those  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Herschell).  I  cannot  pledge  my 
memory  to  the  exact  statement  Lord 
Aberdare  made,  but  I  think  it  was  to 
the  effect  that  he  attributed  the  im- 
provement that  had  taken  place  to  the 
resolute  action  taken  by  the  police 
against  garrotters,  and  the  arrest  of  the 
principal  gang  who  were  doing  the  mis- 
chief, and  the  severe  sentences  which 
were  passed  by  Lord  Bramwell.  This 
all  points  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
cessation  of  the  crime  of  garrotting 
took  place  before  that  Act  came  into 
operation  at  all.  If  that  is  the  fact — 
and  I  think  Lord  Aberdare  was  not 
likely  to  be  mistaken  upon  the  subject, 
nor  is  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Herschell)  likely  to  be  entirely 
wrong  in  his  recollection — I  would 
recommend  that  a  short  interval  should 
take  place  before  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  to  ascertain  the  facts  which, 
viewed  from  different  sides,  are  now 
entirely  in  dispute. 

♦Lord  FITZ  GERALD :  My  Lords,  if 
your  Lordships  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  this  Bill,  it  is  one  of  such  a  character, 
and  so  very  important,  that  it  would 
probably  go  to  one  of  the  recently- 
appointed  Grand  Committees — I  suppose 
the  Grand  Committee  on  Law  —  and 
there  would  be  atnple  opportunity  to 
make  all  the  inquiries  which  are  neces- 
sary. Now  let  us  see  what  is  the  Bill 
and  what  is  the  object  of  the  Bill.  The 
object  of  my  noble  Friends  is  that  the 
practice  of  persons  engaging  in  burglary, 
being  at  the  time  armed,  with  the  intent, 
probably,  to  take  human  life  if  neces- 
sary to  enable  them  to  carry  out  their 
felonious  intent,  should  be  put  an  end 
to ;  and  he  aims  at  deterring  from  that 
by  vesting  in  the  Judges  a  power,  in 
aggravated  cases,  to  inflict  corporal 
punishment.  When  my  noble  Fnend, 
some  few  days  ago,  put  a  question  to  the 
Government  as  to  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  introduce  any  measure  with 
a  view  to  regulating  and  limiting  the 
pernicious  habit  of  carrying  revolvers, 
his  question  was  directed  to  this  alone, 
but  I  think  he  has  now  very  properly 
extended  it.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  speak  from  any  experience  as  to 
the  effect  of  such  legislation  in  this 
country,  and  I  will  not  presume  to 
criticize  the  advice  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Front  Bench  has 


given  us.    It  is  said  that  the  effect  of  ~ 
the  Act  passed  in  1363  was,  by  deterring 
parties  from  the  repetition  of  the  offence,, 
to  secure  the  cessation  of  the  crime  of ' 
garrotting.     Now,  under  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships,  it  is  proposed 
to    apply    the     punishment    only    to 
very    aggravated    cases— cases    where 
parties    go  armed  for    the  purpose  of 
committing    burglary,     and    prepared 
presumably  to  use  their  firearms,  and,  if 
necessary  for  their  purposes,   to  take 
human  life.    For  a  Bill  going  to  that  ex-- 
tent  I  am  prepared  to  give  my  assent^ 
and  I  think  your  Lordships  should  give 
this  Bill,  which  is  designed  with  a  very 
proper  object,  a  Second  Reading.    I  am 
not  alarmed  by  the  proposal  to  leave- 
the  question    of  the  infliction   of    the 

Junishment    to    the   discretion    of  the 
udges.     I  hope  we  shall  never  coma 
to  a  time  when  in  England  there  shall 
be    a  law  taking   away  the  discretion 
of  the  Judge,  and  forcing^  him  to  inflict 
in  every  case  coming  within  the  cate- 
gory the   utmost  punishment  that  the- 
law  empowers  him  to  inflict.    You  must 
have  that  judicial  discretion.    It  may  be^ 
that  in  the  case  of    a  weak  man  the- 
power   will  not  be  put  in  force;    but 
in  the  case  of    strong  Judges  it  will 
be  exercised  for  the  public  protection.    I 
had  one  opportunity  of  considering  the 
effect  of  corporal  punishment,  and  that 
was    on  a   very    remarkable    occasion. 
Some  noble  Lords  may  still  recollect  that 
in  1867  there  was  an  armed  insurrection, 
in    Ireland.      On  that    occasion    many 
hundred  prisoners  were  arrested   in   a 
state  of  insurrection.     They  were  cap- 
tured by  the  military  and  marched  into- 
Dublin,  and  subsequently  committed  for^ 
trial.     It  was  my  lot  to  have  to  assist 
upon  the  Special  Commission  with  my 
late  friend  Lord  Justice  Whiteside   in 
the  trial  of  those  prisoners.    The  then 
Viceroy  (Lord  Abercom)    wisely   con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  simply  elevatino^ 
the  prisoners  to  the  position  of  politiccu 
martyrs    to    try    them   for    treason  or 
high    treason,     and     accordingly    the 
Government  determined  that  the  trial 
was   to    take    place    under  an  Act  of 
George  II.,  which   g^ve  power  to  im-- 
prison,    and  in  certain  cases    corporal 
punishment   could  be  inflicted.     Now,. 
Chief  Justice  Whiteside  and  I  consulted, 
together,  and  we  came  ultimately  to  the- 
conclusion  that  as  op  violence  had  beea. 
used,  as  there  had  been  no  house  brokeik: 
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Ae  to  the  Bugffestion  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Fitz  derald)  that  the  penalty 
should  apply  to  burglars  carrying  knives 
or  life-preservers,  as  well  as  to  those 
carrying  firearms,  of  course,  this  is  all 
a  matter  of  degree  ;  but  I  shall  not  be 
opposed  to  the  extension  of  the  measure 
to  the  carrying  of  any  weapon  of  deadly 
character,  and  presumably  carried  with 
a  view  to  its  use  in  resisting  capture. 
Then,  the  question  is  whether  flogging 
is  a  punishment  which  will  be  deterrent. 
Well,  I  will  not  say  it  is  the  universal 
opinion,  but  a  vast  number  of  people 
believe  that,  applied  in  certain  cases, 
and  not  applied  indiscriminately,  it  has 
an  immense  effect.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
give  a  Second  Reading  to  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTO  WN  :  I  would 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words  in  reply  to 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Herschell). 
One  of  his  arguments  was  that  punish- 
ment ought  to  be  certain.  I  agree  with 
him,  but,  even  if  all  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  says  about  flogging  and  non- 
flogging  Judges  be  correct,  the  criminal 
can  never  tell  before  what  particular 
Judge  he  will  be  tried.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  quoted  statistics  wliich  were 
obtained  in  the  other  House.  I  should  like 
to  have  seen  them  on  the  Table  here. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  quoted 
them  accurately ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  have  a  fancy  for  seeing  those  figures 
before  me  before  coming  to  any  con- 
clusion upon  them,  because  we  all  know 
that  figures  can  be  made  to  prove  any- 
thing. One  fact  we  do  know :  that 
ahoitly  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1S63  Uie  crime  of  garrotting  practically 
ceased.  The  noble  and  learned  Loixl 
referred  to  the  sentences  of  Lord 
Bramwell.  I  well  remember  those  sen- 
tences, and  the  sensation  they  created ; 
bQt  he  forgot  that  the  perpetrators  of 
those  crimes  were  all  liable  to  penal 
aurvitude  before  the  Bill  of  my  noble 
Friend  ^Ix>rd  Norton)  was  passed,  and 
yet  the  fiact  that  they  wwe  so  liable, 
and  that  such  sentences  were  not  in- 
frequently passed,  had  not  a  deterrent 
•fleets  It  seems  to  me  a  most  monstrous 
uilerMice  to  suppose  that  the  ceosatkm 
of  crime  arose  from  those  sentenoes 
and  not  from  the  Bill,  whidi  was  prae- 
tkally  concurrent  with  them«  WiUi 
ngmti  to  tkd  suggestion  by  tke  nobU 


and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Fitz  Gerald)  as 
to  applying  the  penalty  further  to  the- 
possession  of  knives  or  life-preserverSi^ 
the  one  specific  object  of  this  Bill  is  to- 
check  the  growing  practice  of  the 
criminal  classes  carrying  firearms,  and 
I  considered  that  it  was  desirable  t(v 
deal  separately  with  a  matter  of  this 
importance.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
by  the  noble  Lord  behind  me  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  with  respect  to  the  ez» 
elusion  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  from  tho^ 
exercise  of  this  power,  my  noble  Friend 
is  aware  that  crimes  punishable  with 
penal  servitude  for  life  are  already 
excluded  from  Quarter  Sessions,  so 
that  the  limitation  in  the  Bill  is  quite 
logical.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  suggested  that  the  Second 
Heading  should  he  deferred  in  order 
to  give  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
statistics  on  this  subject.  The  noble 
Earl  will  forgive  me  for  reminding  him 
that  I  gave  notice  of  my  intention  to 
introduce  this  Bill  almost  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  and  there 
has  ;been  ample  time  for  anyone  who 
was  opposed  to  its  principle  to  have 
examined  fully  into  the  question,  and — 
if  he  will  forgive  my  saying  so— giving- 
notice  of  opposition  to  the  measure, 
which  no  one  nas  done  up  to  the  present 
moment.  My  Lords,  I  think  I  can  add 
nothing  to  what  has  already  been  said 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  BUI  ^ 
and  as  to  the  other  points  which  have 
been  suggested,  they  can  be  ade- 
I  quately  considered  in  Committee.  L 
I  conclude,    therefore,    now    simply    bj 


\ 


your  Lordsnips  to  give  the  Bi 
a  Second  Beading. 

On  Question,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  their  Lordships 
divided:— Contents  37;  Non  Contmts 
9. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

TUB  BOTAL  NAVAL  ABTILLKRY 
VOLUXTEBR  CORPS. 

QUBSTIOX.      OBS£BTATIOarS. 

VtaoouCT  SIDMOXTTEL,  in  liaing  ti> 
call  attention  to  the  Naval  Defanoe  Ant, 
lSSa«  so  far  as  that  Act  affeots  tih» 
dnties  and  liabilities  of  theRo^  NavaL 
Artillerj  Volnnteer  Oorps^  said:  My 
Lords,  in  reply  to  a  qnestton  p«t  in  Hm* 
HoQse  of  OMnmons  on  Tnoeday  ImI^  tte 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiimltj  ia  lepotiad 
td  ha.Ts  said  that — 
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"  Ab  the  Act  of  1873  now  stancU,  tbe  Royal 
l^sval  Artillery  Volunteers  are  not  liable  for 
flervioe  awa^  tcom.  their  own  ports,  except  in 
case  of  invasion  or  apprehended  invasion  ;  so 
-that,  except  in  this  contingency,  the  Atoi- 
ralty,  under  the  existing  Act,  have  no  means  of 
.availing  themselves  of  their  services.  The 
Admir^ty  would  be  glad  to  give  encourage- 
ment to  Uiis  force  when  they  can  see  a  way  of 
advantageously  employing  them.  They  are 
Teady  to  supply  guns,  ammunition,  and  instruo- 
iion:  but  tiiey  cannot  undertake  to  supply 
ships  for  local  ports." 

Now,  if  the  Oorps  merely  existed  under 
the  Act  of  1873,  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  been  perfectly  right,  but  the  Act 
which  was  passed  last  year,  called  the 
Nayal  Defence  Act,  altered  the  situa- 
tion, and  repealed  a  portion  of  the  Act 
of  1873.  I  will  just  read  the  alteration 
which  the  last  Act  produced.  Section  3 
enacts — 

''Whenever  an  Order  is  in  force  directing 
that  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  or  any  part 
thereof,  shall  be  called  into  actual  service,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  to 
direct  the  Admiralty  to  call  out  for  actual  ser- 
vice the  Naval  Artillery  Volunteer  Corps,  or 
any  of  them,  and  such  directions  shall  have  full 
effect  as  a  direction  under  Section  16  of  the 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers  Act,  1873,  and  that 
Act  shall  have  effect  accordingly." 

Bo  that  the  argument  of  the  Admiralty 
as  regards  the  localizing  of  the  Oorps  is 
rendered  incorrect  by  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  hope  your  Lordships  will  ex- 
cuse me  for  placing  this  very  important 
difference  before  the  House.  It  was 
stated  by  the  First  Lord  the  other  night 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  diffi- 
culty in  finding  work  for  the  corps  to 
do.  But  if  uie  Naval  Reserve  are 
called  into  active  service,  the  Ooast 
Guard  and  Marines  would  be  taken 
from  their  present  posts,  and  it  would 
be  perfectly  natural  that  their  places 
shomd  be  filled  by  a  body  of  trained 
men  such  as  the  Naval  Volunteers.  I 
do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  by 
enlarging  upon  the  subject,  because 
TOur  Lordships  heard  it  discussed  at 
length  the  other  evening ;  but  I  cannot 
forbear  statine  that,  in  consequence  of 
what  passed  &e  other  night,  I  received 
B  letter  from  a  highly  distinguished 
officer  nearly  at  the  head  of  his  pro- 
fession— an  officer  who  has  been  engaged 
specially  for  the  purpose  of  superintend- 
ing the  Boyal  Naval  Reserve.  This 
officer  writes  in  the  very  highest  terms 
of  the  Naval  Volunteers,  and  speaks 
<A  them  as  "  a  well  educated  bodv,  rail  of 
xeal,  longing  to  be  of  praotioal  use  in 


the  Navy,  and  well  drilled,  and  serving 
without  pay."  I  may  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  remember  that  the  Naval 
Volunteer  Oorps  was  made  use  of  in  the 
French  War,  under  the  name  of  the  Sea 
Fencibles,  consisting  of,  I  think,  some 
30,000  to  50,000  men;  on  one  occasion, 
I  believe  they  were  actually  made  use  of 
by  Lord  Nelson  himself.  I  hope  in 
what  I  have  said  on  this  subject  I 
shall  not  be  supposed  to  have  intended 
to  pass  any  slight  on  the  present  Board 
of  Admiralty.  As  far  as  my  opinion  is 
worth  anything,  I  think  they  have  taken 
more  positive  steps  towards  the  forma- 
tion and  organization  of  a  oompetent 
Navy  than  have  been  taken  by  any 
Board  of  Admiralty  within  my  recollec- 
tion. I  shall  be  glad  to  learn  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Admiralty 
in  this  House,  whether  I  am  correct 
in  the  view  which  I  put  upon  the  Act 
of  last  year. 

♦Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  Before  I 
approach  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  would  like  to  make  this  observation. 
There  appears  to  be  an  impression 
abroad  that  the  Admiralty  wish  to  dis- 
courage rather  than  encourage  the  Royal 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers.  As  I  said 
the  other  night,  the  Admiralty  fully 
recognize  the  zeal  and  the  energy  dis- 
played by  that  corps,  and  appreciate  the 
willingness  with  which  they  come  for- 
ward at  great  personal  inconvenience  to 
themselves,  in  order  to  learn  and  become 
masters  of  the  various  parts  of  their 
drill.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion 
the  other  evening  my  noble  Friend  who 
has  just  spoken  referred  to  a  speech 
made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
which  he  said  had  caused  a  considerable 
amount  of  pain  to  the  Naval  Volunteers. 
I  immediately  took  upon  myself  to  reply 
that  I  felt  perfectly  sure  that  my  noble 
Friend  in  the  House  of  Commons  had 
not,  in  anything  he  had  said,  the  slightest 
wish  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon  the  oorps. 
My  noble  Friend  Lord  Ravensworth  ex- 

fressed  his  satisfaction  at  the  disclaimer 
made — a  disclaimer  which  he  said 
would  have  the  effect  of  soothing  the 
feelings  of  many  of  the  Volunteers  who, 
from  misconception  of  what  had  been 
said  in  another  place,  felt  very  much 
agffrieved.  Unfortunately,  thistt  dis- 
olfumer  of  mine  did  not  find  its  way 
into  tiie  public  Press,  and  I  take  this 
opportunity  of  repeating  it,  and  I  have 
the  authority  of  tihe  Firat  Lord  for  say- 
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ing  that  in  all  that  he  said  nothing  was 
further  from  his  idea  or  intention  or  wish 
than  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon  the  corps. 
There  are  no  doubt  yery  great  difficulties 
as  to  the  employment  of  these  Nayal 
Volunteers.  In  addition  to  the  capita- 
tion grant  which  was  g^Tcn  by  the  pre- 
sent First  Lord,  the  Admiralty  undertake 
to  provide  guns  and  ammunition  and  in- 
struction, but  they  haye  always  from  the 
outset  declined  to  g^ye  ships  for  the  pur 
pose  of  training  the  Volunteers.  They 
feel  that  the  chief  value  —  in  fact 
the  chief  duty— of  these  Volunteers 
in  the  event  of  war  would  be  to  assist 
in  the  defence  of  the  various  mercantile 
ports.  In  those  mercantile  ports  are 
many  vessels  of  sufficient  size  to 
carry  guns.  They  are  handled  by 
men  who  know  every  yard  of  the 
water  in  their  own  locality,  and  the 
Admiralty  feel  that  that  is  the  field 
for  these  Volunteers — that  is  the  place 
where  they  might  be  most  effectually 
made  use  of.  Having  provided  instruc- 
tion for  these  Volunteers,  the  Admiralty 
do  not  think  it  is  unreasonable  to  ex- 
pect that  the  various  ports  in  which  these 
small  vessels  exist  should  provide,  for 
the  purpose  of  their  defence,  vessels  in 
which  to  put  the  Volunteers.  The  Ad- 
miralty cannot  localize  any  of  their 
men-of-war  for  the  defence  of  any 
special  port.^They  must  have— I|am  sure 
any  Government  will  insist  upon  this — a 
&ee  hand.  They  must  be  able  to  send 
ships  at  any  moment  to  any  part  of  the 
world  where  they  may  be  required.  As 
I  said  the  other  evening,  the  Admiralty 
would  gladly  welcome  any  suggestion 
that  could  be  made  for  the  better 
utilizing  of  this  corps.  With  regard  to 
the  military  Volunteers,  they  are  pro- 
vided with  arms  and  ammunition,  and 
they  take  care  of  themselves.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Naval  Volunteers  are 
provided  with  arms  and  ammunition,  but 
they  require  the  Admiralty  to  provide 
them  ships  for  the  purpose  of  training. 
Vessels  have  to  be,  and  are  at  times, 
diverted  from  their  regular  duties,  but 
it  is  only  at  considerable  inconvenience 
to  the  public  service,  and  the  Admiralty 
are  not  unnaturally,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, reluctant  to  add  to  their 
burden  by  the  increase  of  a  force  that 
requires  these  special  facilities  to  enable 
them  to  train.  As  I  said  the  other  even- 
ing, by  the  Act  under  which  the  corps 
is  embodied,  they  could  not  be  called 
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upon  to  serve  away  from  their  own 
ports  except  in  oasec  of  **  apprehondod 
mvasion."  Bat  I  should  nave  added 
in  case  of  *' imminent  imtionaT  daa- 
ger"  or  ''great  enungenoj.'*  It  i» 
perfectly  true  that  the  Aot  allowa  the 
Volunteers  to  be  called  out  on  the  mnie- 
emergenoy  as  the  Boyal  NaTal  Reeerre^ 
and  that  when  called  out  they  may  bfr 
employed  on  board  of  any  ship  engaged 
in  the  defence  of  the  ooaata,  the  Cttumnel 
Islands,  the  Isle  of  Man,  and  the  seal 
adjacent.  But  suppose  thev  wsre 
wanted  suddenly  to  go  to  the  Hedit8^ 
ranean  or  to  some  more  distant  poinfc: 
any  individual  Yolonteer  oonld  dsinit 
under  the  Act  under  whioh  he  is 
enrolled,  to  be  removed  ftom  the  ship. 
It  is  only  by  his  own  consent  that  & 
could  be  taken  from  the  ooasts  imme- 
diately adjacent  to  this  oountxy.  That 
is  the  great  difference  between  the 
Royal  Naval  Volunteers  and  the  B/^pl 
Naval  Beserve.  ITnlees  there  is  s 
larger  field  for  the  utilisation  of  these 
Volunteers  than  now  exists,  the  Ad- 
miralty feel  some  hesitation  as  to  say 
extension  of  the  Oorps.  I  have  heiua 
it  said — and  I  believe  my  noble  Frirad 
will  corroborate  the  statement — ^that  the- 
Volunteers  are  only  too  anidous  to  go 
to  any  part  of  the  world  where  they  may 
be  required.  I  do  not  know  wnedur 
that  is  true  or  not,  but  I  am  delis^ited 
to  hear  it ;  and  I  have  not  the  ali^teit 
doubt  that,  if  the  occasion  aroee,  thsj 
would  serve  with  credit  to  thamsdrsi 
and  advantage  to  the  oountiy.  But  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  that  stats- 
ment  applies  simply  to  the  I^mdfltt 
Oorps  or  to  the  whole  body  of  Nafsl 
Volunteers. 

VisoouNT  SEOMOUTH:  I  bsKsfe 
that  the  whole  corps  are  perfeody  of 
the  same  feeling  as  me  London  Oons. 

«LoRD  ELPHINSTONB:  lamvev 
glad  to  hear  it.  What  is  prc^KMsd  by 
the  Admiralty  is  this — that  TOpressBla 
tives  of  the  various  oorps  should  OMSt 
and  agree  upon  some  oommon  oourss  of 
action  for  the  employment  of  YobB- 
teers  in  time  of  war,  oither  try  sO" 
operating  in  manning  voesels,  or  m  say 
other  way  that  o£fors  a  "^ti^ffaittflfT 
solution  of  what  is  reallT  a  ^^fljflm"- 
problem.  If  thevdo  that^  tiaeAdmiraUy 
will  be  prepared  to  appoint  an  oflloer  to> 
meet  and  confer  with  tbem,  in  tiie  hope 
of  arriving  at  a  satasbofeoiy  eoiiehisioB» 
I  think,  my  Lords,  that  suggestion  oa 
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the  part  of  the  Admiralty  ought  to 
satisfy  the  wishes  and  views,  as  at  pre- 
sent ezpressedi  of  the  Nayal  Volunteer 
OorDs* 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  :  I  think  the 
suggestion  of  the  Admiralty  is  a  yery 
exoAlent  one,  and  one  which  will  be 
gladly  received  by  the  Volunteer  officers, 
what  they  complain  of,  amongst  other 
things,  is  that  they  have  not  been  in  the 
past  sufficiently  consulted  in  matters 
respecting_  their  organization. 

♦Lord  ELPHINSTONE :  I  hope  the 
noble  Viscount  will  not  misunderstand 
me.  We  suggest  that  the  different  corps 
should  consult  with  each  other  and  pro- 
pound  a  scheme.  Having  done  that, 
the  Admiralty  will  be  prepared  to 
appoint  an  officer  to  confer  with  them 
and  go  into  the  matter. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH:  I  am  sure 
the  corps  will  gladly  accept  the  sugges- 
tion. 

House  adjoumed  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueiday,  2nd  April,  1B89. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


SUCK  DRAINAGE  BILL  (by  Order), 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HAKKIS  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  moye  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill.  I  may  say  that  both  the  landlords 
and  the  tenant  farmers  and  all  persons 
interested  in  the  district  are  entirely 
agreed  as  to  the  desirableness  of  this 
measure ;  and  I  hope  that  the  Goyem- 
ment  will  support  it  in  passing. 

Question,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  seoond  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

QUESTIONS. 


ENLARQEHENT  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF 

COMMONS. 

Mb.  HENBT  pease  (York,  N.  B., 
Oleveland)  adked  the 


sioner  of  Works    when  he   would  ba- 
prepared  to  make  some  proposal  for  en- 
larging the  House  of  Commons,  so  as  to 
provide  a  seat  for  eyery  Member  ? 
•The   FIBST   OOMMISSIONEB  of 
WOBKS  (Mr.  Pltjnket,  UniTersity  of 
Dublin) :  Any  scheme  for  enlarging  the 
House  of  Commons  so  as  to  provide  a 
seat  for  every  Member  would  necessarily 
involve  large  structural  changes  and 
considerable  expense,  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  no  such  scheme  should  be 
proposed   except  in  obedience    to  the 
wish  of  the  House,  definitely  and  de- 
liberately expressed  after  careful   in- 
quiry. 

TRAWLING  IN  THE  CLYDE. 

Mb.  JOHN  SINOLAIB  (AyrBurghs( 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if  it  wa» 
the  intention  of  the  Fishery  Board 
to  issue  a  bye-law  prohibiting  beam 
trawling  in  the  Firth  of  Olyde  within 
a  line  drawn  from  the  Mull  of^ 
Kintyre  across  by  Pladda  and  Ailsa 
Craig  to  Oorsewall  Point ;  when  such 
bye-law  was  likely  to  be  passed  and 
put  in  force  ;  whether  the  Government 
now  saw  their  way  to  sanction  such 
restriction  of  trawling  in  the  estuary  of 
the  Olyde ;  and  whether  it  was  the  case 
that  the  Secretcury  for  Scotland  has 
declared  that  a  Bill  was  in  course  of 
preparation  to  effect  the  same  or  similar 
endis? 

*A  LOBD  OP  THE  TBEASUBY 
(Sir  Hebbeet  Maxwell,  Wigtonshire) 
in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
said :  As  regards  the  first  three  para- 
mtphs  of  &e  question,  the  Fishery 
Bou^  have  no  power  to  pass  a  bye-law 
prohibiting  trawling  witnin  the  points 
mentioned,  and  as  regards  the  fourth 
question,  I  am  informed  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  no  recollec- 
tion of  making  any  such  declara- 
tion. I  may  call  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  an  Amendment 
on  the  Herring  Fishery  Bill  which 
has  been  put  on  the  paper  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Ayrsnire,  which  will 
put  the  question  of  prohibiting  trawling 
within  this  area  betore  the  House  for  its- 
decision. 

THE  ARDEE  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 

asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord. 

Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whether  he  mt^ 

aware  that  the  Ardee  Board  of  Guar-- 
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•AimtM  reoentl;  gsre  th«  oontnct  for  the 
«reetioD  of  a  niuaber  of  labourers'  cot- 
-teges  to  ■  penon  named  Ccrake,  son  of 
an  ericted  tenant  on  LonI  Haneneno's 
«rtate,  who  is  whoUj  aoakilled,  being 
only  aocostomed  to  farm  work,  and  that 
■eveml  akilled  maaona,  including  tenants 
-4n  Lord  MasBOToone's  estate  who  had 
pud  their  rent,  alao  tendered  for  the 
work,  bnt  iJieir  tenders  were  rejected  ; 
"whether  the  two  soreties  accepted  bj  the 
"Onardians  for  the  dne  carrying  ont  of 
the  work  were  two  pereona  named 
fjawleaa  and  Finn^an,  both  of  whom 
bare  been  ericted  from  their  holdings 
on  Lord  UaMereene's  eetatA  for  non- 
payment of  rent;  and  if  the  Local 
Government  Board  intended  to  take  any 
■tepa  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
YBtepayen? 

Trx  bOLIOITOB  GENERAL  tdk 
IBELAND  (Hr.  Haddbv.  Dublin  Uni- 
■versiiy):  The  clerk  of  the  Ardee 
Union  reports  that  it  Is  the  case 
that  the  Guardians  accepted  the 
tender  of  Bernard  Oooke  for  the  erec- 
tion of  11  labourers'  cottages.  Oooke 
ia  the  eon  of  an  evicted  tenant  on 
Lord  Hassereene' a  estate,  and.  so  f ar  aa 
-the  clerk  is  aware,  has  no  skilled  know- 
ledge as  a  buildsr,  he  having  been  ac- 
customed to  farm  work  only.  Of  the 
-three  other  persons  who  tendered,  two 
were  masons,  and  the  clerk  believes  they 
Are  tenants  of  Lord  Ifassereene,  but  he 
has  no  information  as  to  their  having 
paid  their  rents.  The  Guardians  are 
Tepresented  to  have  accepted  Cooke's 
tender  on  the  ground  that  it  was  the 
lowest.  The  clerk  states  that  the  sureties 
ore  not  the  persons  mentioned  in  the 
■qneation,  bat  two  solvent  farmers  named 
Denis  H'Cullough  and  Thomas  U'Don- 
nell.  The  worka  will  be,  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice,  inapected  and 
Teported  upon  by  one  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Engineering  In- 
cpectors  prior  to  the  issue  of  the  instal- 
ments of  the  loan  sanctioned. 

Hb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Has  the 
lion,  and  teamed  Gentleman  aaoertoined 
whether  the  Ooardiane  did  more  than 
oooept  the  lowest  tender  P  Would  the 
auditor  have  passed  the  contract  if  they 
hod  done  otherwise,  and  would  not  the 
Guardians  have  been  surcharged  t 

Hb.  madden  ;  1  do  not  think  it  is 

the  duty  of  the  auditor  to  snrohoi^  the 

Ooardiana  merely  because  they  did  not 

Aooept  tite  lowest  tender.  I  do  not  tiunk 
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they  are  bound  to  accept  the  lowest 
tender.   

Hk.  sexton  :  If  they  accepted  any 
but  the  lowest  tender,  would  not  the 
Auditor  call  on  them  to  explain  why  they 
bad  done  so  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  If  the  right  hon. 
Sentleman  wishes  to  hare  information  I 
will  endeavonr  to  obtain  it  for  him,  but 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  arises  out  of  the  qnestion. 

INDIA— STATISTICAL   ABSTEACT -IM- 
PORT OF  PBrROLEUM  FBOM  THE 

UNITED  STATES. 
Sib  EDWAED  WATKIN  (Hythe) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  tox 
India  whether  his  attention  had  bean 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  "Statisticftl 
Abstract  relating  to  British  India,"  last 
pablished,  shows  ^pp.  142,  143]  that  the 
imports  into  India  from  the  United 
States  of  America,  had  increased  from  a 
valueof  £297,717  in  I87B,  to  £l,887,39« 
in  latJT;  whether  the  larger  item  in 
these  figures  was  petroleum  ;  why  petro- 
leum was  not  to  be  found  in  the  olaasi- 
Gcation  of  articles  of  import ;  and  if  he 
ooold  state  the  valae  of  petroleum  from 
the  United  States  imported  into  India  in 
1887,  and  the  probable  value  in  the 
year  about  to  end  ? 

*Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  roB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GoioT, 
Chatham]  :  The  answer  to  the  first  and 
second  paragraph  is  "Yes."  In. 
future  volumes  of  the  Statistical 
Abstracts,  petroleum  will  be  shown 
separately.  For  the  year  ending  Maioh, 
1887,  the  value  of  petroleum  uom  the 
United  States  imported  into  Indu  wu 
Rxl, 136,000;  for  the  year  ending 
March,  1888,  Bx981,000;  and  for  ten 
months  to  the  Slst  of  Jonuatj,  1&89, 
Rx802,000. 

AUSTBALIAN  POSTAL  BATES. 
Mb.  HENNIKBB  BEATON  (Can- 
terbnry)  asked  whether  the  Postmaster 
Qenerol  would  take  into  consideration 
the  advisability  of  altering  the  title 
"long  sea  route"  to  "cheap ssaronta " 
in  all  advertisements  and  ofEoial  notiSoa- 
tions  of  the  new  fourpeany  servioe  to 
Australia  direct  f 

*SiB  H.  MAXWELL:  Uy  rifht  hon. 
Friend  does  not  conaider  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  make  the  ohaan 
ImfS^Mtod..    H.ft^)refera  the  term  "£Si 
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flea  ronta,"  and  intends  to  adopt  it  in 
-all  ofiBoial  Dotioea  iuaed  by  the  Post 
Office  in  future  in  relation  to  mails  foi- 
Aastralia  am  barked  on  board  the 
Imperial  oontroot  packets  ia  the  Thames 
or  at  Fljmonth. 
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POST  OFFICE  WORK  FOE  OTHER 

DEPARTMENTS. 
Ub.  HENNIKEK  HEATON  asked 
the  Fostmaetar  General  whether  the 
-total  value  of  Post  Office  work  done  for 
other  Departments,  stated  in  the  Esti- 
mates at  about  £400,000,  includes  the 
«ost  of  free  mane;  orders  issued  for 
Inland  Berenue  purposes,  and  the 
Aervices  rendered  in  reooTering  revenue  ; 
and  what  is  the  estimated  value  of  the 
postal  services  performed  for  the  Inland 
Kevenne  Department  for  the  current 
year,  including  the  free  money  orders, 
which  for  the  nine  months  ending  SUt 
December  last  exceeded  a  quarter  of  a 
million  ? 

*8iB  H  UAXWELL :  In  the  absence 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  FoBtmaster 
General,  t  will  answer  the  question.  It 
ia  presumed  my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  the 
sum  of  £366,000  on  page  113  of  the 
Estimates  for  the  current  year,  which  ia 
the  Estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  convey- 
ance of  letters  and  parcels  only.  If  he 
will  refer  to  the  page  quoted  he  will  see 
that  £171,700  is  the  estimated  oost  of 
the  correspondence  of  the  Foat  Office. 
If  that  be  deducted  from  the  total,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  value  of  convey- 
ance for  other  Departments  is  not 
£400,000,  but  about  £196,000.  This 
does  not  include  the  cost  of  money 
orders  issaed  for  Inland  Kevenne 
purposes,  or  of  any  other  service  than 
the  conveyance  of  official  oorrespondenoe 
and  parcels.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  postal  servioee  performed  for  the  ' 
Inland  Revenue  Department,  including 
the  cost  of  official  money  orders,  ie 
£115,000. 

ADMIRALTY  OONTEACTS. 
Mr.  HOWAKD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Oentral)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  why  the  Contract  De- 
partment, in  the  years  1886-7  and 
1887-8,  placed  orders  tor  preserved 
butter  and  salt  pork,  amounting  to 
£24,910,  outside  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  if,  having  regard  to  the  importaaoe 
of  enoonraging  Soma  industries  and  to 
VOL.  CCCXXXIV.  [lEmD  sSaiis.] 


the  agricultural  depression  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  directions  can  be 
ftiven  that  in  future  no  article  required 
for  the  Public  Service  produced  at  Home 
is  to  be  ordered  from  abroad  ? 

Thb  8E0RETAET  to  the  ADMI- 
BALTY  (Ur.  Fobwood,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  Teudera  for  pork  were  in- 
vited by  public  advertisement  in  1886 
and  1887,  and  those  for  butter  from  a 
selected  list  of  firms  connected  with  the 
Irish  as  well  as  the  foreign  butter  trade. 
In  1886  the  tenders  from  Cork  packers 
of  pork  for  delivery  at  Haulhowline 
wereaooepted  to  a  value  of  about  £6,000 
at  a  slightly  higher  price  than  that  paid 
for  the  pork  offered  for  delivery  at 
Deptford  oy  Danish  packers.  The  Irish 
tenders  for  delivery  at  Deptford  were  8 
per  cent  higher.  In  1887  orders  for 
£7,600  in  value  were  given  to  Irish 
firms  for  delivery  at  Haulbowline  at 
hieher  prices  than  for  Danish- packed, 
deHverea  at  Deptford.  The  value  of 
butter  purchased  was  only  £1,600  in 
the  two  years.  It  is  used  chiefly  by 
officers  in  troopships,  and  samples  of 
Irish  and  Danish  manufacture  were 
submitted  to  a  Oommittac  of  Officers, 
who  chose  the  Danish  as  preferable  for 
the  Serrice.  It  ia  the  practice  of  the 
Department  to  give  a  preference  in  all 
cases  to  Home  produce,  and,  as  will  be 
seen  from  the  Parliamentary  Returns, 
the  proportion  of  purchases  of  foreifpa- 
madTe  stores  compared  to  those  of  British 
origin  are  exceediagly  small,  beina;  only 
£48,000  out  of  a  total  of  some  miUions. 

inland  revenue. 
Hb.  MAODONALD  OAUERON 
(Wick  Burghs)  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  was  true  that 
in  the  proposed  scheme  to  abolish  the 
Oolloctor  at  Great  Winchester  Street, 
Oity,  the  Receiver  General  is  to  under- 
take merely  the  receipt  of  cash,  and  to 
leave  the  really  important  duties  of  col- 
lector to  be  done  elsewhere ;  that  the 
Receiver  General  was  to  require 
the  taxes  oolleoted  in  the  Oity 
to  be  pfdd  to  him  at  Somerset 
House,  instead  of  aa  heretofore  to  the 
Collector  of  Inland  Revenue  within  the 
Oity;  vas  the  minority  of  the  Com- 
mittee engaged  in  oonsidering  the  qnes- 
tion  of  breuing  the  oolleotion  and  re- 
organiang  the  Beoeiver  General's  port 
ia  flkTonr  of  the  proposal ;  and  bad  the 
prc^oMl  the  approval  of  tlu  OhanBUUi 
3  0 
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of  the  Board  and  of  the  praotioal  offioera 

who  adviae  Che  Board  ?  

«The  OKANOELLOH  of  thi  EXOECB- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Oosghsn,  St.  Georffe's, 
Hanover  Square):  I  moat  respecmdly 
deoline  to  give  information  aa  to  pro- 
ceedings of  Departmental  Oommitteea, 
at  least  until  I  have  myself  been  able 
to  form  a  judgment  on  them.  I  cannot 
aooept  the  questions  of  the  hon.  Member 
aa  indicating  correct  facts,  as  I  do  not 
flee  how  he  could  have  had  any  intima- 
tion of  the  confidential  proceedings  of 
the  Oommittee  without  a  oreach  of  con- 
fidence, which  I  am  reluctant  to  think 
possible  in  so  well-regulated  and  discreet 
a  Department  of  the  Civil  Service  as  the 
Inland  Hevenue. 

INDIA— FINANCIAL  STATEMENT,    1889 

—POSITION  OF  SILVER— THE    CUR- 

RENCY  QUESTION. 

Mb.  HOTLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  remarks  made  by 
the  Finance  Minister  for  India  in  his 
Annual  Financial  Statement  for  1 889- 
90,  in  reference  to  the  position  of  silver, 
that  '*  the  present  condition  is  not  one 
of  ^rmanent  equilibrium,"  and  that  the 
action  of  the  Imited  States  of  America 
and  the  Continental  Nations  of  Europe 
may  brinff  on  a  crisis  at  any  moment,  and 
that  no  solution  of  the  currency  question 
is  possible  without  international  agree- 
ment ;  if  so,  when  may  a  full  report  of 
his  speech  be  expected  in  this  country ; 
and  will  copies  of  it  be  placed  in  tike 
Library  for  the  use  of  Members  ? 

Sm  J.  GORST:  The  full  Report 
should  arrive  in  this  country  on  April 
S2.  I  will  see  that  a  copy  of  it  is  placed 
in  the  Library. 

Sm  R.  LETHBRIDGE  (Kensington, 
N.)  asked  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>vemment  had  been  directed  to 
the  declaration  of  the  Government  of 
Lidia  in  this  year's  Budget  statement, 
that ''  no  solution  of  the  currency  ques- 
tion is  possible  without  international 
agreement";  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment  would  take  any  steps  to  ob- 
tain such  an  international  ag^reement  ? 

*Mk.  GOSOHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  the  ''  currency  question  "  means 
the  question  of  bi-metallism,  then  it  is 
trae  that  no  solution  is  possible  without 


is  whether  it  would  be  possible  even 
with  international  agreement.  That  is- 
a  question  upon  which  the  Royal  Com- 
mission is  hopelessly  divided ;  but  the* 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  matter  on  the  Motion  of  the- 
hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire. 

THE  HUBRICANE  AT  SAMOA. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN  -  POWELL. 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  First 
liord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he^ 
could  give  the  House  any  information 
as  to  the  acts  of  seamanship  by  whidb 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  CMiape  escaped 
disaster  during  the  hurricane  wmoh. 
visited  the  Samoa  Islands  last  month ;. 
and  whether  orders  had  been  nven  for 
any  of  Her  Hajesty's  ships  to  visit  those- 
islands  for  the  protection  or  aid  of  thoae^ 
who  may  have  suffered  by  the  hurri- 
cane? 

Mr.  for  wood  :  No  detaUed  Report 
has  yet  been  received  as  to  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  CaUiope  effected 
her  escape  from  Samoa ;  but  so  far  as  caa 
be  gathered  she  must  have  returned  there- 
after the  hurricane  was  over  and  con- 
veyed the  news  to  Auckland,  from  which 
place  it  was  sent  to  England  by  cable.. 
Full  details  will,  no  doubt,  be  reported 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  in  the  next 
mail.  The  Commander-in-Chief  on  th» 
Australian  Station  has  ordered  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Mapid  to  leave  Audklaad 
to-morrow  for  Samoa,  calling  at  FijL 

LO  BEKGULA'S  CONCESSIONS. 
Mr.    LABOUCHERE    (Northamp* 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  it  ia  a 
fact  that   Lo  Bengula  denies   lutving 
knowingly  signed  a  concession  sooh  aa 
that  held  by  Messrs.  Rudd,  and  asseila 
that  the  Miasionary,  who  acted  as  inter* 
preter  between  him    and    Mr.    Badd, 
erroneously  interpreted  the  document  ta 
him;  whether  he  will  lay  the  oonsea- 
sion  upon  the    Table  ;    whethevy    ia 
view  of  the  fact  thatLo  Bengula'a  terri- 
tory   is    within    the    area   of    Britiah 
influence,  he  would  be  allowed  to  arant 
such  a  concession  to  a  person  who  is  not 
a  British  subject ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  (Government  deem  that  ha 
is  entitled  to  grant  a  oonoeeaion  which 
excludes  all  but  three  Britiah  aobi acta 
and  their  a^nts  from  mining  opcraaogDa 
in  his  temtozy;  whether,  ij toe agenti 
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put  themaelves  at  the  head  of  an  armed 
force  of  Lo  Bengula's  subjeots,  and 
hinder f  by  force,  British  subjects  from 
oanying  on  mining  operations  in  ^e 
territory,  they  are  acting  in  violation  of 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act;  whether 
he  has  obsenred  the  following  announce- 
ment in  the  BeehuanalamdHswi : — 

**  1  hear  it  is  pablished  in  the  newspapers 
that  1  have  grant^  a  concession  of  the  minerals 
m  all  my  country  to  Charles  Dunell  Radd« 
Rochford  Maguire,  and  Francis  Robert  Thomp- 
son. As  there  is  a  gpreat  misunderstanding  about 
this,  all  action  in  respect  of  said  concession  is 
hereby  suspended  pending  an  investigation  to 
be  niade  by  me  in  my  country.  (Signed) 
Lo  Bengula,  Royal  Kraal,  Matabeleland.  Jan. 
18,  1889." 

Whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  17th 
November,  1887,  Lo  Bengula  signed  a 
concession  to  Joseph  Wood,  Edward 
Chapman,  and  William  Francis,  grant- 
ing the  exclusive  right  to  mine,  to  erect 
mills  and  smelting  works,  and  to  use  all 
water,  in  the  land  between  the  Rivers 
Shasha  and  Maklutei,  in  consideration 
of  a  payment  of  a  rental  of  £100  per 
annum  :  and  whether  he  can  see  his 
way  to  put  an  end  to  all  exclusive 
concessions  granted  to  British  subjects 
within  the  South  African  territory  which 
is  under  British  influence  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DB  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  Toxteth):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  official 
information  on  the  subject  referred  to  in 
the  first  paiagpraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question.  The  concession  is  among 
Papers  which  are  bein^  prepared  for 
early  presentation  to  Paniament.  The 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative;  the  declaration  of  British 
influence  does  not  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  control  the  g^ant  of  con- 
cessions by  the  chiefs.  Li  reply  to  the 
fourth  paragraph,  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act  cannot,  it  is  conceived,  have 
any  bearing  on  these  questions.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  seen  the 
announcement  quoted  in  the  fifth  para- 
graph, but  have  no  means  of  judging 
whether  it  is  authentic.  It  woiud  seem 
to  have  been  obtained,  if  genuine,  by 
some  parties  competing  with  Messrs. 
Budd  and  Company.  The  persons  in 
the  sixth  paragraph  mentioned  allege 
that  they  have  obtained  a  concession  of 
the  nature  described  on  the  date  men- 
tioned ;  but  the  land  in  ^[uestion  is  in 
dispute,  being  claimed  by  Ahama,  who 


is  under  British  protection,  and  all 
parties  purporting  to  hold  concessions 
have  been  warned  not  to  enter  the  dis- 
puted area.  We  have  learnt  that  the 
concession  mentioned  in  the  first  ques- 
tion has  already  been  largely  shared 
with  other  Companies  and  persons,  and 
it  appears  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  best  mode  of  putting  an  end  to 
all  exclusive  and  competing  concessions 
in  that  part  of  South  Africa  which  is 
under  British  influence  may  be  by 
uniting  all  valid  concessions  under  one 
control,  subject  to  important  modifica- 
tions, as  for  example  the  supply  of  arms, 
and  also  to  such  restrictions  as  may  fuUv 
secure  the  interests  of  the  natives  and  au 
other  legitimate  claims. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE  :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  carry 
out  that  policy  of  not  interfering  with 
the  rights  of  the  chiefs  to  make  con- 
cessions, with  a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the 
difficulty  ? 

♦Bakon  H.  de  worms  :  I  can  only 
give  the  same  answer  that  I  gave  the 
other  day,  that  within  the  sphere  of 
British  influence  we  are  able  to  advise, 
but  we  cannot  do  more,  in  a  country 
which  is  not  under  our  protection,  and  wo 
cannot  prevent  the  Ruler  of  that  country 
from  making  a  concession. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Is  there  any  authority  from 
which  we  can  gather  information  as  to 
what  '*  the  sphere  of  British  influence  '^ 
means  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton ) : 
On  the  8th  of  May  last  did  not  Lord 
Elnutsford  express  a  strong  opinion  aa 
to  these  concessions  in  regard  to  ter- 
ritory under  the  protection  of  the  British 
Government  ? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  Perhaj^s  the 
hon.  Member  will  kindly  give  notice  of 
that  question. 

THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  WITHEY. 

Mr.  lewis  fry  (Bristol,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  had  had 
under  consideration  the  case  of  John 
Withey,  now  under  sentence  of  death 
in  Horfield  Gaol,  Bristol,  for  the  murder 
of  his  wife  on  the  11th  of  February 
last;  whether  he  was  aware  that  the 
jury  stated  in  giving  their  verdict  that 
there  was  no  premeditation  on  the  nart 
of  the  prisoner,  and  reoommended  nim 
to  mercj  on  that  ground,  and  on  that 
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of  preTioas  good  character;  whether 
ten  of  the  jury  had  since  forwarded  to 
the  Home  Office  a  memorial  stating 
that  there  was  no  direct  or  podtive 
eridence  that  Withey  killed  his  wife, 
nor  any  evidence  of  premeditation,  and 
strongly  repeating  their  recommenda- 
tion to  mercy ;  and  whether,  under  the 
oiroumstances  of  the  case,  the  finding 
of  the  jury  was  equiralent  in  law  to  a 
▼erdict  of  manslaughter  only,  and  not 
of  wilful  murder  ? 

The  SBORETABY  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  My 
answer  to  the  first  three  paragraphs  of 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
the  affirmative ;  and  to  the  last  in  the 
negative.  The  matter  is  engaging  my 
most  earnest  attention,  and  I  am  in 
communication  with  the  learned  Judge 
with  regard  to  it. 

008T  OP  THE  POLICE. 

Mb.  FELLOWES  (Huntingdonshire, 
Bamsey)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  all 
payments  by  Government  towards  the 
eost  of  the  police  Tbeyond  those  which 
may  be  due  for  tne  year  ended  29th 
September  last,  and  were  unpaid  on 
31st  March,  1889)  are  henceforUi  to  be 
discontinued ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
County  Councils  are  to  be  responsible 
for  these  debts  contracted  before  they 
came  into  existence  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  My  answer  to 
both  questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  Government  contribution  in  re- 
spect of  all  police  expenditure  accrued 
up  to  the  29th  of  September  last  was 
paid  before  the  Slst  of  March,  and  no 
further  direct  contribution  in  aid  of 
police  expenditure  will  be  made.  I  am 
advised  that  under  the  Local  Covem- 
ment  Act  contribution  to  police  expen- 
diture during  the  police  year,  from  the 
30th  of  September  last  to  the  29th*of 
September  next,  becomes  a  charge 
against  the  County  Councils,  and  has  to 
be  met  by  them  out  of  the  revenues 
which  will  be  handed  over  to  them  by 
the  Gbvemment  in  respect  of  the  finan- 
cial year  from  the  Slst  of  March,  1889, 
to  the  1st  of  April,  1890. 

€HABOE  OF   ASSAULT    AGAINST    A 
METEOFOLTTAy  POLIOBMAN. 

Mm.  UONTBEABE  asked  the  Beote- 
tsTf  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmoint 
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whether,  on  Tuesday  last,  application 
was  made  by  the  legal  representative  of 
the  Home  Office  (Mr.  Wontner),'  at  the 
Thames  Police  Court,  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  a  summons  for  assault  taken 
out  by  the  steward  of  the  International 
Workmen's  Club  against  Detective 
Frost,  until  after  the  charges  preferred 
by  the  police  against  members  of  the 
club  have  been  tried  at  the  County  of 
London  Sessions ;  whether  this  applica- 
tion was  to  be  renewed  on  Wednesday 
next ;  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  Mj. 
W.  M.  Thompson,  counsel  for  the  com- 
plainant, stated  that  the  case  of  his 
client  would  be  prejudiced  if  such  ap- 
plication were  granted ;  and,  whether, 
m  the  interests  of  justice,  he  would  in- 
struct Mr.  Wontner  not  to  press  for  such 
further  adjournment  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  must  decline  to  interfere  with  the 
course  pursued  by  the  solicitor  in  this 
case.  Mis  application  will  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Magistrate  in  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion,  and  he  wiU,  no  doubt, 
carefully  consider  any  objection  that  the 
counsel  for  the  complainant  may  raise. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  MR, 
WILLIAM  O'BRIEN. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  the  inqoiry 
into  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  had  concluded ;  what  witnesses 
were  examined ;  and  how  soon  a  Copy  of 
the  Evidence  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  So  far  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  aware,  the  inquiry  into  the 
prison  treatment  of  Mr.  Wuliam  OBrien 
has  been  concluded.  The  doctor,  the 
(Governor,  the  head  warder,  three  other 
warders  concerned,  and  the  acting  chap- 
lain of  Olonmel  Prison,  also  Alderman 
Hackett  and  Mr.  William  O'Biien,  have 
been  examined.  The  evidence  is  now 
being  printed,  and  will  be  laid  on  tlie 
Table  as  soon  as  it  is  ready. 

TREATMENT  OF  PRISONEBa 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  who  were  to  act  on 
the  Oommission,  or  Oommittee,  to  in- 
quire into  the  treatment  of  prisoners; 
what  were  the  terms  of  the  direoBoiiB 
tU|K)n  which  they  were  to  act;  and 
\  im<elQQL«t)  ^«ii<Sa^^  ^%  VnnSfDQE^  wd  re- 


1889 


Ir$kmd--'2ir0atm0nt        |Afbil  3,  1889 1       of  Mr.  K  Hmrrington.       Id9a 


Dorty  prisoners  sentenced  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland^ 
Act,  who  refuse  to  wear  the  criminal 
garb  would  be  forcibly  stripped  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  The  constitution  of 
the  Oommittee  is  not  finally  determined 
u^n.  Unexpected  delays  haye  occurred 
with  regard  tc  persons  requested  to 
serye.  As  soon  as  the  Oommittee  is 
appointed,  the  terms  and  directions  on 
wmch  they  are  to  act  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  In  answer  to  the 
last  paragraph,  I  hare  to  say  that  rules 
embodying  the  opinions  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  expressed  in  this  House 
upon  the  subject  of  prison  dress  have 
been  provisionally  passed  and  put  in 
force.  They  will,  however,  of  course 
not  apply  specially  to  persons  impri- 
soned under  the  Criminal  Law  Act, 
1887,  but  will  be  of  general  applica- 
tion to  persons  confined  in  local  prisons 
in  Lreland. 

INDISPOSITION  OF  THE  CHIEF 
SECRETARY. 

Mb.  sexton,  who  had  on  the  Paper 
several  questions  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Lreland,  said,  he  would  not  put  them 
to  the  Solicitor  General,  but  preferred  to 
hold  them  over  until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  his  place. 

Ma.  MADDEN:  Unfortunately  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  suffering  from 
indisposition,  which  I  hope  is  slight; 
but  he  will  not  be  in  his  place  in  the 
House  to-day. 

GOVERNOR  OF  CEYLON. 
Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  information  has 
reached  the  Colonial  Office  that  a 
Memorial  is  now  being  circulated  for 
signature  in  Ceylon,  praying  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  term  of  office  as  Governor 
of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon;  whether  that 
Memorial  was  circulated  with  the  know- 
ledge of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon  and  under 
the  infiuence  of  his  confidential  native 
aide-de-camp,  the  Maha  Mudliyar; 
whether  the  Memorial  has  been  for- 
warded to  the  native  headmen,  officers 
of  Government,  with  the  request  that 
they  will  cause  it  to  be  signed  by  the 
people  of  the  districts  under  their  con- 
trol; and,  whether  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  will  cause  Sir  A.  (Gordon  to  take 
steps  to  recall  the  Memorial  from  circu- 
lation,   as  having   been  issued  by   an 


officer  under  his  immediate  control  to 
Native  officers  of  his  Gt>vemment  ? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  The  Sec- 
retary of  State  has  seen  a  statement 
in  a  Cevlon  newspaper  that  such  a 
Memorial  was  being  circulated  by 
"  anonymous  individuals  calling  them- 
selves a  Committee  to  the  Mudliyars  of 
the  different  districts  to  obtain  the 
signatures  of  the  natives  under  their 
iimuence."  It  was  also  stated  by  an 
anonymous  correspondent  that  the 
author  of  the  Memorial  was  the  Maha 
Mudliyar ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  reason  for  believing  that  the 
Governor  has  any  kuowleoge  of  the 
matter,  and  does  not  propose  to  issue 
any  instructions  to  him  on  the  subject. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  MR.  E. 
HARRINGTON. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Ty  ne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  whether  the  wife  of  Mr.  E. 
Harringpton,  M.P.,  accompanied  by  Mr. 
T.  Harrington,  M.P.,  on  visiting  Tulla- 
more  Prison  on  Monday,  April  ist,  were 
not  allowed  to  see  Mr.  E.  Harrington, 
though  more  than  three  months  of 
his  term  have  expired ;  whether  Mr.  E. 
Harrington  has  been  allowed  to  receive 
a  single  letter  or  a  single  visit  during 
these  three  months;  and,  whether  the 
reason  assigned  for  this  refusal  to  permit 
letters  or  visits  is  that  he  gets  no  marks 
as  sr  consequence  of  being  engaged  ia 
preparing  his  defence  before  the  Special 
Commission  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  In  reference  to  this 
question  and  another  which  appears  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  ob- 
tain the  information  to  enable  me  to 
give  an  answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Prisons  Board  will  consider  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  case,  even  if 
they  have  not  done  so  already. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  aware  that  after  Mr. 
Harrington  had  been  imprisoned  for 
three  months  his  wife  and  brother,  who 
had  travelled  a  long  distance  to  see  him, 
were  compelled,  owing  to  the  refusal  of 
the  governor,  to  leave  without  seeing 
him? 

«Mb.  madden  :  That  is  one  of  the 
particular  matters  of  fact  upon  which  I 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain  in- 
fozmatioii. 
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GOVEKNMENT    DOCKYARDS— DIS- 
CHARGE  OF  WORKMEN. 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  was 
the  fact  that  certificates  were  giyen  in  the 
following  form  to  the  workmen  who 
have  been  recently  discharged  from  the 
Deyonport  Dockyard — 

"  H.&I.  Dockyard,  Devonport. 

This  ifl  to  certify  that has  been  em- 
ployed   years  and months  in 

this  dockyard  as  a  hired  (joiner,  or  as  the  case 
mar  be),  and  during  that  period  his  character 
and  conduct  have  been  yery  good,  and  he  is  a 
▼ery  good  workman.  He  has  becni  discharged 
in  consequence  of  reduction  of  hands. 

(Signed)        J.  M.  Huddy, 

Chief  Constructor. 
Approved^ 

.     — —  , 

Admiral  Superintendent." 

whether  he  can  state  how  many  of  the 
total  number  of  men  recently  discharged 
had  been  employed  for  a  longer  period 
than  one  year,  either  consecutively,  or 
lit  different  times ;  what  steps  are  taken 
to  ascertain  which  of  the  men  should 
first  be  discharged,  whether  on  account 
of  efficiency  or  duration  of  service ;  and, 
whether,  in  efiPecting  such  discharges, 
any  consideration  is  paid  to  character 
and  good  conduct  ? 

Mb.  for  wood  :  Eleven  of  the  men 
recently  discharged  from  Devonport 
Dockyard  had  been  longer  than  a  year 
in  consecutive  employ,  but  I  cannot  say 
how  many  had  been  previously  employed 
^m  time  to  time,  or  for  what  total 
period  they  had  been  so  employed. 
Xifficiency  and  duration  of  service  are  the 
principles  that  guide  the  Dockyard 
officers  when  selecting  men  for  dis- 
charge. 

GRANTS  IN  AID  OF  LOCAL  RATES. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he 
<iould  state  in  what  month  the  money  in 
aid  of  local  rates  will  be  paid  to  the 
authorities  in  Ireland ;  and,  when  the 
anomaly  of  £1,000,000  having  been  paid 
in  England  against  £5,000  in  Ireland 
will  be  brought  to  a  close  ? 
^  ♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
it  Ib  expected  that  the  proportion  of  the 
probate  duty  grant  payable  to  the 
boards  of  Gua^ians  in  Ireland  will  be 
'distributed  during  the  present  month ; 
hut  the  similar  distribution  to  the  xoad 
AQ^horitiefl  cannot  be  miade  till  they  have 
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famished  certain  neoessaiy  informationy 
and  will,  therefore,  probably  have  to  be 
deferred  till  next  month. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  What  is  the 
approximate  date  when  the  money  is 
to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  local 
authority  ?  Will  it  be  in  a  week  or  a 
fortnight  ? 

«Mb.  OOSOHEN  :  I  have  no  control 
over  the  matter,  but  I  will  inquire. 

jOolorsl  NOLAN :  Will  Thursday  be 
a  convenient  day  to  repeat  the  quee- 
tion? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes. 


THE  COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTIONS 
FOR  CORNWALL. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEBE  asked  the  Fteei- 
dent  of  the  Local  (Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  at  the  recent  County  Coun- 
cil Elections  for  Cornwall  the  Saltaah 
ballot  boxes  were  improperly  opened 
and  their  seals  broken  at  the  private 
house  of  the  legal  adviser  to  the  depnty 
returning  officer  on  the  evening  of  the 
polling  day,  and  that  they  remained 
open  until  the  official  counting  of  the 
votes  at  nine  o'clock  on  the  following 
morning;  whether  he  would  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  with  a  view  to  punish- 
ing the  ofiPenders  and  preventing  the 
recurrence  of  the  offence  against  the 
Act;  and,  if  not,  what  course  he  was 
prepared  to  take  or  to  recommend  in  the 
matter  ? 

*Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RixcHni. 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The  Local 
Government  Boai*d  have  no  jurisdiction 
in  this  matter;  but  I  learn  from  the 
Under  Sheriff  for  Cornwall  that  what  is 
sedd  to  have  taken  place  at  the  recent 
County  Election  is  as  follows: — The 
presiding  officers  handed  to  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Deputy  Returning  Offi- 
cer for  the  electoral  divisions  m  the 
St.  Germans  Union  with  their  ballot 
boxes  their  ballot  paper  account,  which 
stated  the  number  of  ballot  papers  which 
had  been  used.  This  gentleman  con- 
sidered that  he  could  not  receipt  the 
account  and  give  the  presiding  officers 
their  discharge  unless  they  counted  the 
papers  in  the  several  boxes.  He,  there- 
fore, in  the  presence  of  each  presiding 
officer  and  of  his  own  son,  all  of  whom 
had  taken  the  declaration  of  secrecy, 
i  o^on^  the  boxea^  and  without  looking 
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flaw  that  they  oorrosponded  with  the 
aombers  in  die  ballot  paper  aooount. 
He  then  again  looked  eacn  box  and  kept 
the  key.  It  ia  stated  that  no  voting 
paper  was  opened  farther  than  wasneoes- 
flarjT  to  oonnt  it,  and  that  the  boxes  re- 
mained in  his  custody  until  the  next 
morning,  when  they  were  re-opened  for 
ihe  purpose  of  counting  in  the  usual 
way.  I  find  that  the  Returning  Officer 
belieyed  this  explanation  to  be&ue,  and 
took  no  further  notice  of  the  matter. 
Section  3   of  the  Ballot  Act    imposes 

Penalties  on  eyery  person  who,  without 
ue  authority,  opens  any  ballot  box  in 
use  for  the  purposes  of  an  election ;  but 
whether  the  gentleman  referred  to  has 
rendered  himself  liable  to  penalties  under 
this  section  is  a  question  upon  which  I 
do^  not  think  I  ought  to  express  any 
opinion.  If  those  locally  interested  con- 
flider  that  he  has,  they  can  institute  pro- 
ceedings against  him  ]f  they  think  proper 
to  do  so,  or  they  can  bring  the  matiber 
under  the  notice  of  tiie  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions. 

Mb.  OONYBEAHE  :  Apart  from  the 
•question  of  penalties  or  otherwise,  is 
there  any  question  about  the  invalidity  of 
ihe  election  ? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  do  not  think  that 
any  question  of  that  kind  can  arise ;  but 
I  haye  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  I 
liaye  no  authority  in  the  matter.  Those 
who  feel  that  they  ought  to  take  steps 
haye  a  remedy. 

GOVERNMENT  DOCKYARDS -DIS- 
CHARGE OF  WORKMEN. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  with  regard  to 
his  letter  of  the  2 1  st  instant  to  the  hon.  the 
senior  Member  for  Deyonport,  in  refer- 
•ence  to  the  present  Dockyard  discharges, 
in  which  he  said — 

"This  and  other  work  was  given  to  the 
Dockyard,  and  a  large  number  of  extra  men 
were  temporarily  taken  on  for  that  purpose. 
Every  one  so  taken  on  sigTied,  b^ore  being 
employed,  the  form  of  which  I  enclose  a  copy. 
The  work  is  now  approaching  completion,  and 
•the  men  engaged  on  it  are  not  required,  and 
itheref  ore,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  their 
engagement,  their  employment  lapses.  The 
.total  numbcff  so  affected  is  about  450." 

Whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  in  addition 
•to  the  aboye-mentioned  450  men,  some 
150  to  200  other  men  were  noticed  to 
i>e  discharged  on  Saturday  last ;  whether 


those  notiees  haye  been  withdrawn,  and 
on  what  grotinds ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  are  to  be  carried  into  effect,  and 
at  what  date ;  whether  he  could  state 
the  exact  number  of  those  so  discharged, 
or  noticed  to  be  discharged,  who  were 
employed  under  the  written  agreement 
mentioned  in  his  letter;  and,  how  he 
explained  the  fact  that  a  considerable 
number  of  men  haye  been  discharged, 
who,  haying  been  continuously  employed 
in  the  yards  and  factory  for  periods 
ranging  from  three  to  14  years,  could 
not  possibly  haye  come  under  the  terms 
of  the  signed  agreement  as  to  seryice 
referred  to  in  his  letter  ? 

Mb.  fob  wood  :  419  men  were  dis- 
charged on  the  23rd  March,  and  10  men 
receiyed  notice  of  discharge;  but  their 
notice  has  since  been  withdrawn,  as 
sufficient  work  for  their  employment  has 
been  found.  All  the  men  discharged 
had  been  engaged  for  short  seryice,  except 
11,  and  these  men  were  discharged,  as 
they  were  not  so  efficient  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  as  other  men  who 
had  been  in  the  sendee  for  a  shorter 
period  of  time  and  who  were  retained. 

THE  ^COLLEGE  OF   SURGEONS. 

Sib  GUYER  HUNTER  (Hackney, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  it 
was  the  case  that  certain  formulo  for 
new  bye-laws  had  been  put  forward  by 
the  Governing  Body  of  the  Royal  Col- 
lege of  Surgeons  of  England  for  his 
approyal  without  their  haying  been  duly 
confirmed ;  whether  he  was  aware  that 
the  said  formulsB  included  a  repetition 
of  the  demand  that  eyery  member  of 
the  Council  of  the  College  to  be  elected 
in  future  shall  declare  his  acceptance  of 
the  existing  bye-laws  of  the  College, 
including  bye-law  xyii.,  which  the 
general  body  of  the  members  haye 
formally  declared  to  be  in  contrayention 
of  their  ancient  rights,  and  are  now 
contesting  at  law ;  and  whether  he 
would  withhold  his  assent  to  the  formulae 
until  the  proyisions  referred  to  were 
withdrawn,  or  until  they  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  a  meeting  of  the  members  of 
the  College  ? 

♦Mb.  MATTEffiWS :  The  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  question  are  now  under 
my  consideration,  and  I  will  consult  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  before  taking 
any  action. 
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THE  TRDCK  ACT. 
Hb.  BRADLAUOH  aaked  the  SeOM- 
tar;  of  State  fai  the  Home  DBpartment 
whether  the  District  Inspector  of  Fao- 
toiiee  and  the  Home  Office  had  received 
oomplainta  of  repeated  breaches  of  the 
lYnck  Act  at  Borrowford,  neat  Borole; ; 
and,  it  bo,  on  what  datee ;  and,  whether 
an;,  oi  what,  action  had  been  taken  on 
soohoomplainfsr 

♦Mb.  MATTHEWS:  There  haa  been 
a  ootsplaint  to  the  Home  0£aoe  from  one 
penon  alleging  breaches  of  the  Truok 
Art  at  Bartowford.  The  letter  contain- 
ing the  complaint  was  not  sufficiently 
dear  as  to  the  facta  to  justif;  ao  aotion ; 
and  I  hare  directed  further  inquiries. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH;  Is  Uie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  previouscom- 
plainte  have  been  made  to  the  District 
laapeotor  of  Factories,  and  that  the  time 
for  imposing  fines — namely,  three 
months — has  nearir  elapsed  F 

*Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  I  was  not  aware 
of  the  lapse  of  time. 

SIGNALLING  AT  SEA— THE  FATAL 
COLLISION  OFF  OSTEND. 

Me.  OHANNING  (Northampton- 
ahire,  E.)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  inquiry  will 
be  held  into  the  circumstances  attending 
the  fatal  collision  between  the  /Vi»«#m 
Smvritttt  and  the  ComUnt  de  Flandrt; 
whether  the  Committee  of  Experts,  ap- 
pointed about  18  months  ago  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  consider  the  whole 
question  of  signalling  at  sea,  especially 
in  foggy  weather,  have  sent  in  their 
Beport ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Board 
of  'Xrade  will  urge  them  to  carry  out 
their  inquiry  as  promptly  as  possible; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
increased  frequency  of  collisions,  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  take  steps,  in  con- 

Ction  with  the  Foreign  Office,  to 
g  together,  at  the  earliest  date,  the 
International  Conference  as  to  Signal- 
ling at  Sea,  originally  suggested  by  the 
United  States  Government  ? 
*Tke  president  of  the  BOABD 
01  TBADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks  Beaoh, 
Bristol,  W.):  The  steamers  referred  to 
are  ships  belonging  to  a  Foreign  Go- 
vernment, and  the  collision  between 
them  happened  on  the  high  seas.  Of 
oonrse,  Uie  Board  of  Trade  hare  no 
authority  to  order  any  inquiry.  The 
Committee  appointed  to  revise  the  Xnter- 
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national  Code  of  Signal  Book  have  niade 
an  interim  Beport  which  will  be  anb- 
mitted  to  Foreign  Governments  as  soon 
as  the  revised  book  is  received  from  the- 
printers.  They  are  now  consideiing  th» 
qoestian  of  signalling  in  fogs,  and  are 
in  oommnnioation  with  owners  and' 
masters  of  steamships  thereupon.  No 
time  is  being  lost.  The  date  on  which 
the  Maritime  Conference  at  Washington 
will  commence  its  labours  rests  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  StateSr 
and  has  not  yet  been  fixed. 

IRELAND— FATHEE  M'FADDEN. 

He.  JAMES  BTUABT  (8horedil4:h,. 
Hozton)  asked  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  had  been, 
called  to  the  following  statement  in  the 
report  given  in  the  Bail^  Nnei  of  the 
magisterial  examination  of  the  oha^O 
of  murder  against  Father  M'Fadden. 
and  others  at  Letterkenny — 

"  Ths  evidence  being  conclDded,  Dr.  Houtoa 
endearoured  in  vain  to  get  •  lUtenieoI  ftom 
Dr.  Rom,  Crown  oouonl,  m  to  wbetber  he  vaa 
prooeediog  against  tUl  the  defendants  on  the 
charge  of  marder.  He  then  laid  that,  in  the 
defaolt  of  the  statement  ha  wanted  from  the 
Crown,  be  could  not  addreai  the  magiatntei ;  '*■ 

ftnd  whether  it  was  the  case  that  the  Crown 
counsel  refused  to  state  whether  he  was 
proceeding  against  all  the  defendants  on 
the  charge  ol  murder ;  and,  if  not,  what 
was  the  charge  stated  to  be  f 

Ue.  madden  :  AU  the  defendant* 
were  charged  with  murder.  The  Grown 
counsel,  in  opening  the  case,  stated  the 
chaige  and  the  law  bearing  on  it.  He- 
then  placed  before  the  magistrates  evi- 
dence in  support  of  this  uharge.  Hav- 
ing done  tbis,  he  was  not  called  on,  in- 
responsc  to  the  defendants'  counsel,  to- 
do  more  than  refer  to  his  opening  state- 
ment, which  he  did.  The  place  of  trial 
has  not  yet  been  hzed.  The  depositions  ' 
in  the  case  will  in  due  course  be  laid, 
before  the  Attorney  General  for  Irelandr 
who  will  then  exercise  his  discretion  in. 
the  matter.  As  regards  the  time  of* 
trial,  it  will,  in  ordinary  oourse,  be  had. 
at  next  Assizes. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I» 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aware  that  it  is  possible  under  the 
Crimes  Act  to  change  the  venue  and  to- 
secure  a  more  honest  trial  than  at. 
Belfast? 

*Mb.  SPRAKEB  :  Order,  order 
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Mr.  MAO  NEELL :   I  mnat  ask  for 
a  reply  to  the  question. 
«Mb.  SPFiAKER ;  Order,  order! 

COLLECTION  OF  TITHES  IN  WALES. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  any  ap- 
plication  had  been  made  for  the  use  of 
the  military  for  the  collection  of  tithes 
in  Cardiganshire  and  Pembrokeshire; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  application 
would  be  granted  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  was  informed 
by  the  War  Office  on  the  28rd  of  March 
that  troops  in  aid  of  the  civil  power  had 
been  demanded  by  the  magistrates  at 
Cardigan.  Troops  were  accordingly 
held  in  readiness,  but  on  the  25th  of 
March  the  Chief  Constable  reported 
that  troops  were  not  now  required,  j 
am  not  aware  that  the  Pembrokeshire 
magistrates  have  made  any  application 
for  military  aid.  The  law  enables  the 
magistrates,  if  they  believe  the  civil 
force  is  inadequate  to  keep  the  peace,  to 
apply  directly  to  the  military  authorities 
for  aid.  The  application  does  not 
usually  come  to  me,  nor  does  it  rest 
with  me  to  refuse  or  grant  it. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  use  his  influence  to  prevent 
the  troops  from  being  employed  until 
the  recommcDdation  of  theCbief  Con- 
stable of  Cardiganshire  has  been  acted 
upon? 

Mb.  BiATTHE WS  :  I  have  done  all 
that  I  properly  can  do  in  the  direction 
indicated.  The  local  magistrates  are 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
public  peace ;  they  are  best  acquainted 
with  the  facts  in  detail ;  and  it  would 
be  most  improper  in  me  to  interfere 
with  their  discretion. 

Mb.  a.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan- 
shire, S.) :  With  whom  does  the  re- 
sponsibility of  granting  the  assistance  of 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  rest?  Is  it 
with  the  War  Office  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  apprehend 
that  the  War  Office  ought  not  to  decline 
the  application  of  the  magistrates.  The 
magistrates  are  responsible  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  public  peace,  and  they 
are  entitled  to  call  upon  all  citizens  to 
assist  them.  If  the  War  Office  are  ap- 
plied to  they  ought  not  to  refuse. 

Mb.  a.  WILLIAMS  :  If  they  apply 
to  the  War  Office  would  the  War 
Office  assist  them  without  inquiry  ? 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes;  the  magis- 
trates are  responsible  for  the  pseserva* 
tion  of  peace. 

Mb.  a.  WILLIAMS :  Have  they  the- 
sole  responsibility  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  my^ 
answer. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ABQENTINK 
REPUBLIC. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing  warning  issued  by  the  Frefet  of 
Avignon  to  the  people  of  that  district: — 

"The  QoYemment  is  informed  that  those- 
who  emigrated  from  Avignon  to  foreign 
countries,  and  especially  to  Buenos  Ayres^ 
found  themselves  on  their  arrival  in  the  most 
miserable  position.  The  Pr6fet  of  Avignon,, 
therefore,  feels  it  his  duty  to  warn  the  people 
to  be  on  their  guard  against  the  offers  and  pro- 
mises, generally  false  or  exaggerated,  that  may 
be  made  te  them  by  journals  or  agents  who 
have  an  interest  in  tempting  them  to  emigrate," 

and  to  a  statement  in  the  Uhiven  of: 
2»th  March — 

that  those  who  have  succeeded  in  making  their 
way  back  to  France  declare  that  thousands  of 
French  emigrants  are  dying  of  hunger  in  ther 
streets  of  Buenos  Ayres ; ' ' 

and  whether,  if,  on  inquiry,  he  finds- 
these  statements  to  be  true,  he  will  issue 
a  similar  warning  to  the  people  in  these- 
countries  who  may  be  likely  to  emigrate 
to  Buenos  Ayres,  particularly  to  poor 
emigrants  from  Ireland  ? 
♦Thb     under     secretary    or 
STATE  roB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jambs  Fbbgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
formation about  the  particular  warning; 
referred  to  in  the  question.     After  the> 
inquiry  on  the  subject  addressed  to  me- 
some  days  ago,  Her  Majesty's  Repre- 
sentatives were  directed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  complaints  had  been  reoeivedf 
of  the  ill-treatment  or  disappointment  of. 
emigrants  to  the  Argentine  Republic 
Lord  Lyttcn  replies  that,  although  no 
official  Report  to  that  effect   has   been, 
received  from  Buenos  Ayres,  the  news- 
papers have  mentioned  that  the  Frefecta 
of  several  Departments  have  complained, 
lately  of  the  return  of  such  emigrants 
owing  to  the  non-fulfilment  on  their 
arrival  of  promises  made  by  a  person, 
calling  himself  an  agent  of  the  Argentine 
Government.    Lord  Vivian  reports  fxouL 
Brussels  l||iat  the  Belgian  Government. 


1999  Omi  fOOlOCONS} 

Jim  hod  bo  euue  to  oomplain  of  braaoh 

-of  fkith  or  iU-trMttmeiit  on  Hm  part  of 
tlio  Argentine  Ooremment  towaMa  Bel- 

0U1  immigrants,  but  that  man;  hare 
Men  growl;  deoeired  aa  to  the  proapeota 

•of  obtaining  amplojmaDt  b;  peraona  who 
aaanme  without  aatborit;  to  act  aa  Emi- 

.  giation  Agenta,  and  who  are  eud  to  re- 
«eiTe  a  bonoa  from  the  Steamer  Oom- 

,Tianiea  for  every  peraan  sent  out.  The 
Emigrants  Information  Office  in  Broad- 
way, Weataninater,  and  the  Iriah  Go- 
Temmcot  are  being  furnished  with  all 

.ibe  information  received  by  the  Foreign 
Office  on  tbia  anbject,  so  that  tmst- 
worthy  intelligence  may  be    aSbrded. 


The  suggestion  ol  giving  a  warning 
againat  uDaathorized  agents  will  tw 
oonudered. 

Mb.  BBADLAUOH  :  Has  it  oome  to 

■llie  knowledge  of  the  Oovemment  that 

-eomplainte  have  been  made  that  emi- 
grants  have  had  to  put  up  with  almost 
■tarvation  diet  on  board  ship,  as  well 

-as  hardships  when  they  arrived  ? 
*8«   J.  TBBGU8S0N :   A  returned 
emigrant  has  told  me  that  he  had  been 

-atinted  in  diet  and  had  suffered  seriously 
in  consequence ;  but,  as  I  have  explained 
to  the  Hoase,  the  Argentine  Oovemment 
undertook  no  responsibility  whatever 
about  the  passage  of  emigrants  ;  and 
therefore  their  treatment  on  board  ship 
was  only  a  matter  of  contract  betweea 
them  and  the  shipping  company  who 

itook  them  out. 

Us.  BBADLAUQH:  Would  it  be 
possible  to  appoint  anyone  in  the  Aiven- 
titie  Bepubho  to  receive  money  sent  &om 

>  this  country  for  the  relief  of  the  immi- 

Sants  ;  because,  if  it  were  entrusted  to 
e  agents  whose  conduct  was  com- 
plained of,  it  would  probably  not  reach 
those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 

•8iB  J.  FERGTJ8S0N:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  authorized  our  Minis- 
ter at  Buenos  Ayres  to  employ  an  officer 
for  the  special  purpose  of  looking  after 
the  interests  of  immierants. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOH  :  How  soon  will 
the  House  be  told  the  result  of  the  oon- 
-sideration  that  has  been  promised  as  to 
the  practicability  of  steps  being  taken  bv 
the  Foreign  Office,  iu  connection  wiu 
the  Irish  authorities,  for  warning  poor 
Irish  emigrants  of  the  risks  of  this 
••migration  ? 

*8iE    J.    FEBGUSSON:     The   hon. 
.Member  onlyput  down  bisqaestionlaat 
might,  and  therefore  it   ia    manifestly 
air  Jamtt  Fnytuton 
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impoesible  that  it  eoold  hare  beoi  ooii- 
sidared  before  the  meetingof  the  HooM 
to-day. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  I  may  ex^ain 
that  I  spoke  to  the  right  hon.  Qwtda- 
man  some  time  ago  upon  the  sufajeot, 
and  I  was  under  the  impreanon  that  I10 
was  in  a  position  to  give  the  informa- 
tion  to-day.  That  waa  the  reaatm  of 
the  short  notiee  given  to  him. 


OOTEBNUENT   DOCETAHDS— DIS- 
CHABQB  OF  WOHKHEN. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR:  Aa  I  do 
uot  see  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admirall^ 
in  his  place,  may  I  ask  the  Civil  Lord 
wliy  over  400  men  have  been  discharged 
from  Haulbowline  Docks;  and  whether, 
if  the  docks  are  completed,  it  ia  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  get  an; 
naval  constructive  or  repuring  work 
done  there  ? 

Thb  OITIL  lord  07  iHX  ADMZ- 
RALTT  [Mr.  ^^mm■n .  Butlxtt, 
Sheffield,  Eoclesall) :  No  considerable 
number  of  men  have  been  dis- 
charged from  Haulbowline  this  year. 
Within  the  past  two  TMrs  moat 
of  the  men  on  the  Haulbowlina 
extensioQ  works  have  been  by  de- 
grees discharged,  because  the  worka 
were  practioall;  finished.  The  Govern' 
ment  hope  to  utiUze  the  docks  from  time 
to  time  as  the  Service  may  require ;  bat 
there  is  no  immediate  intention  of  having 
work  done  there. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member  if  he  can  inform  me  what 
the  machinery  is  that  was  paid  for  iu 
the  Estimates  last  year  ?  Has  it  been 
put  up ;  and,  if  put  up,  has  it  been  ka^ 
m  order  so  as  to  be  useful  for  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  State  and  of  the  Navy  ? 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I  be- 
lieve the  only  machinery  was  a  pumping- 
engine.  That  was  the  only  maohuteEy 
induded  in  the  Estimates  last  year.  The 
pumping  is  nearly  finished,  hut  there 
are  some  minor  worka. 


GAS  tniDEBTAXIKae  (OTHSB  TOAS  THOU 
OF  LOCAL  AUTHOBITtBS). 

Betarn  ordered,  "  relating  to  sU  sntlionied 
Om  UndertaMngi  io  the  Unitod  Ttingdcm 
other  than  those  of  Local  Aathorities  for  the. 
year  ended  the  3lBt  of  Uecambcs,  1888."— <ff(r 
Miehiul  suit  Baaeh.) 

Betnm  presented  aoccTdingly ;  to  lie  npoo 
tiie  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  97.] 
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<kAA  UNDXRTAXDras  (looal  attthobitiss). 

Return  ordered,  *'  relating  to  all  authorued 
€htf  Undertakings  in  the  United  S[ingdom  be- 
ilonging  to  Load  Authorities  for  the  jrear 
«nded  the  2^th  day  of  March,  1882.— (5tr 
Mi6had  Ricks  Beach.) 

Betom  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  98.] 

MOTI  ON. 


TOWN  OOUNOIUiO&S  (SOOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Esslemont,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  for  the  Laws  for  the  Election  of 
Town  Councillors  of  Royal  and  Parliamentary 
Bun^hs  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Edmund  RobcErtson,* 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Baird. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  177.] 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY-OIVIL  SERVICE   ESTIMATES. 
Supply— oonsidered  ia  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Glass  I. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £36,379,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890,  for 
the  Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  ParUament." 

♦Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
^ushciiffe) :  In  the  present  Estimates 
there  is  a  sum  of  £7,854  asked  for  in 
connection  ¥rith  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall.  I  see,  on  referring  to 
Olass  1,  that  the  sum  of  £31,899  has 
been  spent  up  to  the  end  of  last  year ; 
and  a  further  sum  of  £3,447  up  to  the 
^IstofMarcbf  1889,  making  a  total  of 
£35,346,  or,  together  with  the  sum  now 
asked  for,  a  total  of  £43,200.  As  no 
provision  is  made  for  railings,  or  for 
laying  down  the  inclosure  around  the 
tiew  building,  I  presume  that  we  shall 
be  asked  for  a  further  sum  on  that  ac- 
•oount.  Therefore,  I  think  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that,  before  the  work  is  com- 
pleted, we  shall  have  expended  a  sum 
snore  nearly  approaching  £50,000  than 
£40,000.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  Oommittee  may  approach  the  Vote 
fto-day  with  a  perfectly  free  and  open 
mind.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  Committee 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  question  in 
1884;  that  it  presented  aBeport;  and 
that  in  July,  1885,  a  discussion  took 


place  in  this  House  upon  that  Iteport. 
But,  in  the  first  place,  the  Oommittee 
was  appointed  under  very  different  cir- 
cumstances from  those  which,  now  exist. 
I  wish  to  disclaim  most  emphatically 
that  this  Vote  has  any  connection  with 
the  side  of  the  House  on  which  I  now 
sit;  and  if  I  were  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  supporting  Her 
Majesty's  GhDvemment,  I  should  object 
to  it  in  precisely  the  same  way.  Indeed, 
I  believe  that  the  Amendment  I  propose 
to  move  will  have  the  support  of  many 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
There  is  no  Party  feeling  whatever  in 
the  matter,  but  the  simple  question  is, 
whether  we  approve  of  tne  works  which 
are  now  being  carriedout,  and  particularly 
to  one  portion  of  them,  to  which  I  shaU 
allude  before  I  sit  down.  I  would  like 
the  Oommittee  to  look  a  little  closer  to 
this  Select  Oommittee  and  its  Report. 
It  was  appointed  in  1884,  and  con* 
sistedof  13  Members,  most  of  them  of 
high  position.  The  terms  of  the  re- 
ference were  "to  examine  and  report 
upon  plans  for  the  restoration  of  the 
exterior  of  Westminster  Hall."  I  lay 
considerable  stress  upon  the  word  ''  ex- 
terior." There  was  laid  before  the 
Oommittee  a  scheme  which,  it  was  sug- 
gested, would  cost  £35,300;  but  that 
included  the  addition  of  two  cor- 
ner towers  at  the  north  end 
of  the  Hall,  which  proposal  was 
apparently  even  too  strong  for  the 
stomach  of  the  Oommittee.  It  was 
therefore,  ruthlessly  cut  out,  and  left  a 
sum  of  £26,500  as  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  works  which  the  Oommittee  approved 
of.  As  the  works  are  likely  to  cost 
£50,000,  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that 
they  will  exceed  the  Estimate  by  nearly 
100  per  cent.  The  expenditure  up  to 
Saturday  last  was  £35,336;  we  are 
to-day  asked  to  vote  £7,854  or  £43,190 
against  £26,500,  without  the  sum 
that  will  be  necessary  to  complete  the 
indosures  and  railings.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Oommittee  were  very  inte- 
resting, and  occupy  a  considerable 
volume.  The  Oommittee  wound  up 
their  Report  ¥rith  the  observation  that 
''  this  is  a  most  difficult  subject."  I  can 
onlv  wish  that  the  Oommittee  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  who  was  mainly  respon- 
sible for  it,  had  proceeded  a  little  more 
judiciously  in  what  they  admitted  to  be 
a  difficult  subject.    The  Vote  came  on 
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for  disouflsion  in  this  House  on  the  15th 
of  July,  1885,  and  it  underwent  con- 
siderable critioism.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  the  money  obtained  in  August, 
1884,  was  askea  for  under  a  certain  plea, 
and  that  it  had  not  been  applied  to  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  asked — namely, 
strengthening  and  preserring  from  the 
weather  the  flying  buttresses.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  made  use  of  one 
or  two  curious  expressions.  He  said 
that  he  had  foimd  it  not  easy  to  act  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  and  as  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  at  the  same 
time,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  he  had  felt 
bound  to  stand  by  the  Architect. 
Therefore  we  may  take  it  that  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  he  acted  as  coun- 
sellor, guide,  and  friend  of  the  principal 
witness,  and  that  he  did  not  possess  that 
impartial  mind,  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  was  to  haye  been  ex- 
pected. To  a  certain  extent  he  acted  as 
Mr.  Pearson's  advocate  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Delay  was  pleaded  for.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  it  was  a  moribund 
House  of  Commons,  that  a  General 
Election  was  imminent,  and  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  do  more  than  keep  the 
flying  buttresses  from  damage — that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  hurrying  the 
scheme  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. These  arguments  did  not  pre- 
vail, and  what  occurred  then  may  occur 
again  this  afternoon.  Hon.  Members 
who  had  not  heard  the  discussion  came 
into  the  House  when  the  division 
bell  was  rung,  and  gave  their  votes 
without  being  cognizant  of  the  merits  of 
the  case.  The  vote  was  carried,  and  I 
should  like  to  ask  what  the  public  have 

f[)t  for  this  expenditure — something  like 
40,000.  I  will  not  criticize  the  outside 
architectural  features  of  the  scheme; 
but  inside  we  have  got  a  few  rooms  ill- 
lighted,  badly  approached,  and  too  far 
otf — altogether  a  most  inconvenient 
arrangement  for  those  who  are  engaged 
in  the  business  of  this  House.  So  far  as 
the  upper  rooms  are  concerned,  they  are 
worth  little  or  nothing,  and  upon  the 
basement  there  are  only  three  or  four 
cellars.  I  cannot  conceive  an  arrange- 
ment more  exposed  to  ridicule.  There 
ifi  a  covered  space  for  horses,  but  it  is 
approached  by  a  declivity,  which  it  is 
dangerous  to  drive  a  horse  down.  But, 
leaving  the  cost  of  the  building  and  the 
want  of  arrangement,  my  speoifio  ground 

Jfr.  J.  E.  IlUU 


of  objection  is  the  work  inside  West- 
minster Hall.  The  Committee  were 
appointed  to  examine  and  report  upon 
plans  for  the  restoration  of  the  exteiior 
of  Westminster  Hall.  If  it  could  have 
been  foreseen  that  such  a  structure  would 
have  been  erected  in  the  middle  of 
Westminster  Hall,  I  do  not  think  the 
money  would  have  been  granted  in  July, 
1885,  so  readily.  It  is  quite  evident 
that  the  matter  of  these  steps  wae 
present  in  the  minds  of  the  Select  Com* 
mittee,  and  to  show  this  I  will  read  some 
of  the  questions  put  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  to  Mr.  Pearson,  together 
with  Mr.  Pearson's  answers.  Mr.. 
Pearson  was  asked — 

(Question  167.)— '*  How  do  yoa  propose  ta 
g^ve  access  to  these  rooms  P — By  staircases  fronk 
the  Hall.  (Question  168  )— Is  that  followinjif 
the  orip^inal  plan  f — The  original  plan  at  this- 
end  (pointing  to  it),  and  a  second  flight  of  steps 
leading  up  from  the  south  of  the  Hall;  and 
then  an  fdditional  flight  of  steps  towards  the 
centre,  somewhat  similar  to  the  steps  which 
eiisted  before  in  the  Hall,  as  may  be  seen  in. 
one  of  the  old  views. 

"169.  Would  those  steps  be  any  detriment 
to  the  Hall  itself  f — None  whatever. 

*'  160.  Supposing  exception  were  taken  to- 
those  steps,  would  it  be  possible  to  give  access 
to  those  rooms  in  the  ante-rooms  shown  in  th» 
plan  of  the  lower  story  f— Certainly ;  it  would 
sacrifloe  some  portion  of  the  upper  floor.  The 
Conference  R(x>m  here  (pointing  to  it)  would 
have  to  be  diminished  in  size. 

<'  161.  It  would  necessitate  some  little  re* 
arrangement  of  the  upper  floor  P— Yes. 

«  162.  But  if  it  were  thought  objectionable 
to  let  the  staircases  be  steps  in  the  UalU  access- 
could  easilv  be  obtained  in  the  manner  I  have 
suggested r — Yes;  steps  existed  as  shown  in 
No  22.    A  flight  of  steps  is  shown  here.*' 

Certainly  '*  steps,"  but  not  anything 
like  what  Mr.  Pearson  has  pat  in 
Westminster  Hall.  Mr.  Pearson  ad- 
mitted that  there  would  be  no  diffioolty^ 
in  avoiding  these  steps  in  Westminsiter 
Hall,  and  the  effect  of  his  ezaminatioa 
was  that  they  were  not  necessary  ia 
order  to  give  access  to  these  rooms^ 
But  a  good  deal  more  occurred  in  refer* 
ence  to  the  steps  than  that.  When  the* 
matter  came  on  for  discussion  in  this 
House  on  the  15th  of  July,  1885,  the- 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  said  (.Son- 
%ard.  Vol.  299,  page  826)— 

*'  It  has  been  objected  by  the  hon.  ICember* 
that  the  access  to  these  rooms  would  partly  be 
by  stone  staircases  in  the  comers  of  Westinin- 
ster  Hall,  10  feet  in  height.  That  is  undoubt-^ 
edly  how  access  was  given  to  them  in  f6nner 
times.  It  was  my  intention,  if  I  had  remained 
in  charge  of  the  Office  of  Works,  to  try  by  a. 
modd  how  these  would  look,  and  whether  thev 
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-would  interfere  with  the  appearance  of  Weet- 
-minrter  Hall.  In  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Pearson, 
they  would  not  detract  m>m  the  appearance  of 
the  Hall.  If,  howerer,  it  should  tarn  oat  that 
ihat  was  not  so,  and  that  the  effect  was  bad,  it 
woold  be  quite  possible  to  place  the  steps  in  the 
lower  pMrt  of  the  Oallery  by  sacrificing  a  ^art 
ol  tht  space  there,  and  in  this  way,  I  think, 
the  objections  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
he  completely  met." 

That  I  regard  as  one  of  the  suggestions 
-which  we  often  see  thrown  out  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  to  soothe  the  mind  of 
the  objectors  to  a  particular  Vote,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  this  was  a  sug- 
gestion made  with  that  object.  The 
effect  of  it  was  that  the  objection  to  the 
steps  was  allowed  to  sleep ;  the  Vote 
was  obtained,  and  hoardings  put  up,  so 
that  it  was  impossible  to  see  what  was 
taking  place  behind  them.  Now  that 
the  hoardings  haye  been  taken  down, 
we  see  the  structure  exposed,  in  all  its 
hideous  deformity^  entirely  destroying 
the  vista  down  the  Hall.  I  believe  it 
is  quite  impossible  to  show  that  there 
was  anything  like  it  in  bygone  days.  I 
liave  been  to  the  British  Museum,  and 
although  the  representations  of  the  Hall 
do  not  go  back  very  far,  there  is  nothing 
like  these  steps  to  be  found  in  any  old 
print.  This  is  a  matter  for  which  I 
hold  no  Party  responsible,  but  it  is  a 
matter  for  the  Committee  to  take  into 
their  own  hands  and  deal  with  as  they 
think  fit.  The  historic  glories  of  this 
old  Hall  are  or  ouffht  to  be  dear  to 
every  Member  of  this  House.  I  say 
unhesitatingly  that  these  erections  mar 
the  g^nd  and  severe  lines  of  one  of 
the  noblest  halls  in  this  country.  I 
4Lsk  the  Committee  to  support  the 
Motion  I  now  make,  that  this  Vote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £500  as 
a  protest  against  what  I  cannot  help 
characterizing  as  a  ruthless  act  of 
Yandalism. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, ''  That  Item  B,  £7,854,  for  the 
Restoration  of  Westminster  Hail,  be  re- 
duced by  £600."— (ifr.  John  EUU.) 

•Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  I  was  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  at  the  time  Mr.  Pearson  was  em- 
ployed in  the  work  of  restoring  West- 
minster Hall,  and  as  I  acted  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  frequently  adverted  to,  I  think  the 
Committee  will  not  be  surprised  if  I  take 
ap  at  onoe  the  challenge  of  my  hon. 


Friend.  My  hon.  Friend  has  alluded 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  to 
my  action  as  Chairman  of  it.      I  do  not 

f>ropo6e  to  detain  the  Committee  at  any 
ength  upon  this  somewhat  stale  sub- 
ject, but  1  am  quite  prepared  to  defend 
my  conduct.  As  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  I  found  it  necessary  to  defend 
Mr.  Pearson  from  what  I  considered  at 
the  time  to  be  an  unfair  attack  from  a 
small  clique  of  professional  men,  who 
had  determined  to  destroy  his  scheme 
if  they  could.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go 
into  all  die  matters  which  were  brought 
before  the  Committee,  but  simply  to 
ascertain  whether  on  the  whole  the  re- 
sults of  our  action  were  satisfactory. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  RushcUffe 
Division  (Mr.  J.  Ellis)  says  that  the 
upper  rooms  of  the  new  building  are 
ill-lighted,  badl^  approached,  and  too 
far  off.  I  take  issue  with  him  on  all  of 
those  points.  I  say  that  they  are  not  ill 
lighted  nor  badly  approached.  Each 
has  a  separate  approach,  and  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  they  only  communicate 
with  one  another.  Each  has  a  separate 
communication  with  the  Hall.  They 
are  not  ill  lighted,  and  the  building  at 
right  angles  with  the  Hall  is  one  of  the 
most  noble  rooms  to  be  found  in  London. 
My  hon.  Friend  says  they  are  worth 
very  little ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that 
they  are  extremely  valuable  rooms.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  ffreat  use  will  be 
found  for  them,  and  that  they  will  free 
other  rooms  in  this  House  which  may  be 
dedicated  to  hon.  Members  in  other  re- 
spects. My  hon.  Friend  went  on  to 
refer  to  the  staircases,  and  I  presume  that 
they  form  the  main  object  which  has  in- 
duced him  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  to-day.  He  has  truly  said  that 
the  question  of  the  staircases  was  a  sub- 
ject of  long  discussion  both  in  the  Com- 
mittee and  in  this  House.  Mr. 
Pearson's  idea  was  that  he  was  re- 
storing the  building  on  the  west 
front  of  Westminster  Hall  as 
nearly  as  possible  to  the  condition  which 
he  believed  to  exist  from  the  time  of 
Richard  II.  to  a  comparativdy  recent 
period.  UnquestionaUy,  rooms  similar 
to  those  now  re-built  existed  in  former 
times,  and  were  approached  by  stair- 
cases from  the  ELau.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  thrown  some  doubt  upon 
the  fact,  and  says  that  in  his  opinion 
they  never  had  any  direct  commameation 
inOk  Weetminster  Hall  itself.    Bat  in 
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the  north  staircase  an  old  archway  can 
be  pointed  out  which  shows  that  all  the 
rooms  oommiinicated  with  the  Hall  in 
the  manner  they  do  now.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  statement 
which  I  made  when  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  was  discussed  in  this 
House  that  I  had  intended,  had  I 
remained  First  Ck>mmissioner,  to  put  up 
models  of  the  proposed  staircases,  so 
that  the  public  might  judg^  of  the  effect 
of  them.  That  was  undoubtedly  the 
fact.  Now,  I  never  set  up  to  be  a  nreat 
authority  on  matters  of  taste,  and  I  nave 
always  been  anxious  on  such  matters  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  public  outside 
as  far  as  I  can,  and,  probably,  hon. 
Members  will  recollect  that  when  the 
plans  for  the  restoration  of  Westminster 
Mall  were  originally  made,  I  had  a  model 
made  of  the  exterior  of  the  new  build- 
ing, so  that  Members  might  be  able  to 
judge  the  effect  for  themselyes.  So  far 
as  the  staircases  are  concerned,  not- 
withstanding all  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  said,  I  maintain  that  they  are  no 
detriment  whatever  to  the  existing  Hall. 
On  matters  of  taste  it  is  adyisable  that 
the  House  should  be  guided  by  the 
best  authority  of  the  day,  and  I  ean 
give  authorities,  which  will  be  re- 
cognized as  very  high  authorities,  for 
the  statement  I  have  just  made. 
I  do  not  wish  to  force  my  judgement 
on  the  House,  I  prefer  rather  to  quote 
the  opinions  of  four  men  who  will  be 
recognized  by  hon.  Members  to  be  the 
highest  authorities  on  this  subject, 
Mr.  Waterhouse,  Mr.  Qhristian,  Mr. 
Blomfield  and  Professor  Brooks.  I  have 
had  communications  from  all  four  gen- 
tlemen on  the  subject  of  the  final  de- 
sign of  the  new  buildines  on  the  side 
of  Westminster  Hall,  and  especially  on 
the  point  of  the  staircases.  The  first 
of  the  four  opinions  to  which  1  shall 
refer  is,  I  think,  the  most  important. 
It  is  that  of  a  gentleman  who  had  very 
grave  doubts  indeed  on  the  subject  of 
uie  staircases  before  they  were  erected. 
Mr.  Ohristian  had  told  me  that  now  he 
is  able  to  judge  the  general  effect  of  the 
staircases ;  his  opinion  is  entirely  differ- 
ent to  what  it  was  before.     He  says — 

**  As  regards  the  interior  of  the  Hall  and  the 
new  Btaircasea,  I  am  thankful  to  say  that  the 
dread  with  which  I  at  one  time  looked  forward 
to  their  introduction  has  been  entirely  diadpated 
by  what  I  have  seen  to-day.  The  north  and 
south  Btaircasee  are  admirably  managed,  and 
the  views  of  the  roof  of  the  Hall  from  the  land- 
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ing  of  the  former,  and  of  St.  Stephen's  Hall 
from  a  similar  position  on  the  latter  would  alone 
compensate  for  any  obetmotion  if  there  were^ 
any  snch  to  defend.  They  are  really  to  an 
architect's  eye  quite  charming^.  The  central 
stairoMe  and  the  arch  beneath  it  giving  aooess 
to  the  lower  series  of  rooms  are  designed  in  the 
trae  spirit  of  a  medisaval  mason.  The  ontdde 
parapets  and  the  pedestals  may  be,  and  I  think 
are,  open  to  criticism  in  respect  of  details,  bat 

the  main  features  are  really  admirable 

You  are,  J  presume,  aware  that  the  northern 
staircase  gives  access  to  the  upper  series  of 
rooms  by  an  ancient  doorway  admirably  re- 
stored, and  completed  by  Pearson,  without  dis- 
turbing the  inner  ring  of  the  arch  which  gives 
clear  and  strong  evidenoe  to  the  truthfulness  of 
his  theory  of  restoration." 

Mr.  Waterhouse  writes — 

**  The  st-aircases  leading  from  the  Hall  are 
very  wdl  contrived,  not  tasing  up  much  room^ 
and  yet  by  their  variety  ctdding  interest  and 
scale  to  that  side  of  the  HaU.  The  only  doubt 
I  have  is  as  regards  the  central  staircase,  and 
that  is  with  reference  to  the  four  pedestals 
terminating  the  side  walls  of  the  court  flights. 
They  appear  to  me  too  high  and  unneoesnurily 
interfere  with  the  view  of  the  beautiful  arcL 
supporting  the  upper  flights.  The  staircases 
woiUd,  in  my  opinion,  have  been  well  worth 
building  if  only  for  tbe  new  and  unezpeotad 
views  they  afibrd  of  the  Hall  itself.  The 
northern  one  has  utilised  the  freshly  discovered 
Early  English  doorway,  and  enables  the  speo- 
tator  to  see  the  Hall  6rom  probably  the  most 
favourable  point  of  view.  The  central  one 
allows  of  the  examination  of  the  details  of  the 
roof  in  a  way  impossible  from  below ;  while  the 
southern  staircase  carries  one  into  a  oomer  of 
the  Hall  from  whence  is  a  fascinating  view  of 
the  entrance  to  St.  Stephen's  HalL 

Professor  Brooks  said — 

*<  Never  before  have  I  seen  the  Great  HaU 
look  so  well.  For  some  cause  it  looked  mndh 
larger;  this  I  consider  arises  from  the  stair- 
cases, which  project  into  the  Hall  and  thereby 
break  up  the  large  surface  of  the  west  wall  and 
give  a  scale  to  the  building  it  so  much  required. 
So  successfully  have  these  staircases  beea 
designed  they  form  good  approaches  to  nxnas,. 
ttiey  give  scale  to  the  buildmg,  and  they  do  not 
intrude  too  much  into  or  obstoruct  the  oircola-^ 
tion  in  the  Hall.  From  the  landing  of  these 
staircases  most  charming  views  can  be  obtained 
of  the  Hall  itself  and  of  the  finest  timber  roof 
in  England.  Such  views  were  never  obtainable 
before." 

Mr.  Blomfield  said — 

<*  The  interior  of  the  Hall  has  certainly  beeob 
materially  improved  by  the  change.  The  west 
wall  was  formerly  disfigured  by  six  enormoas 
doorways,  which  detracted  very  much  from  the 
scale  and  proportions  of  the  building,  and  had 
altogether  a  most  disagreeable  effect  Themew 
doorwavs  and  staircases  have  quite  mnedisd 
this  deroot,  and  to  my  mind  form  very  intorost  . 
ing  and  pleasing  features  on  that  side  of  the 
HaU." 

I  said  I  did  not  intend  to  put  myiekt 
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forward  as  an  authority  on  these  mat- 
ters, but  haying  g^t  such  judges  as  I 
could,  and  havine  looked  at  the  whole 
work  effected  by  Mr.  Pearson,  I  can  but 
Gondude  that  it  has  been  carried  out 
with  very  great  success.  I  can  see  no 
defect  whatever,  and  I  would  ask  hon. 
Members  who  entertain  any  doubts  to 
reeenre  their  final  judgment  until  the 
work  is  completed,  ana  they  can  judge 
of  it  as  a  whole,  which  is  the  only  way  to 
arriye  at  a  fair  judgment.  It  is  not 
quite  fair  to  the  architect  that  it  should 
be  judggi  in  its  incomplete  state. 

♦Mb.  JT:.  ELLIS  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pardon  me  for  interrupting 
him  ?  Is  there  any  more  work  to  be 
done  in  Westminster  Hall  ? 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  No,  I  think 
not. 

♦Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  Then  we  can 
judge  the  effect  of  the  alterations  there. 

♦Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  It  is  hardly 
fair  to  condemn  Mr.  Pearson  on  a 
single  piece  of  his  work  before  the  whole 
results  of  his  building  can  be  seen. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  quite 
fair  to  the  architect  to  come  to  a  final 
judgment  on  the  subject,  yet  I  wish  I 
might  venture  to  detain  the  House  with 
an  opinion  on  the  general  effect  of  the 
restoration.  All  the  Reports  I  have 
quoted  speak  in  enthusiastic  terms  of 
Uie  way  in  which  the  work  has  been 
carried  out,  and  of  the  building  as  a 
whole,  and  Mr.  Christian  especially 
says — 

*'  I  cannot  but  think  that  the  throwing  open 
of  the  Great  Hall,  and  the  dothing  of  its  base 
with  massive  buildings,  thoroughly  harmonious 
with  the  old  work,  but  greatly  adding  to  its 
strength  and  power  as  a  grand  architectural 
feature,  is  one  of  the  most  successful  works  of 
modem  times.  It  is  to  me  a  very  real  satis- 
fttction  to  look  upon  it,  and  T  trust  most 
sincerely  that  in  the  enclosure  of  the  ^^und 
outside  nothing  will  be  done  that  can  in  any 
wav  mar  the  grand  simplicity  of  a  picture 
which,  when  completed,  ought  to  be  one  of  the 
very  finest  to  be  seen  in  London." 

Mr.  Waterhouse  also  refers  in  the  same 
terms  to  the  general  result  of  the  work. 
I  have  only  again  to  ask  the  House 
not  to  come  to  a  final  judgment  on  this 
question  :  it  is  only  fair  to  the  architect 
that  time  should  be  ffiven  for  tihe  com- 
pletion of  it  as  a  whole.  I  may  venture 
to  express  my  regret  that  no  money  has 
been  taken  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  for  completing  the  ap- 
proaches, laying  out  the  ground,  and 


putting  railings  in  front  of  the  enclo- 
sure. It  is  hardly  fair  to  the  architect,, 
when  the  work  is  practically  complete, 
that  it  should  still  be  surrounded  by^ 
hoarding  for  twelve  months,  and  that 
no  opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  the 
pubhc  of  viewing  the  building.  I  can 
only  conclude  by  saying  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, Mr.  Pearson  has  carried  out  a 
work  of  the  greatest  difficulty  in  a  most 
satisfactory  manner,  and  I  believe  the 
verdict  of  the  architectural  world  i^^ 
decisively  in  favour  of  what  he  has- 
done.  I  regard  it  as  a  worthy  comple* 
tion  of  Westminster  Hall,  and  a  work 
which  will  be  an  honour  and  dignity  to- 
this  part  of  London. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has< 
said  a  s^eat  deal  about  the  feelings  of 
the  architect,  but  surely  there  is  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  the  feelings  of  the 
British  taxpayer,  and  for  the  way  in 
which  he  is  tyrannized  over  by  artists 
and  architects.  I  think,  indeed,  the 
greatest  tyranny,  and  the  most  injurious 
tyranny,  that  we  have  to  put  up  with  isk 
that  which  comes  from  the  architect.  He- 
makes  buildings  which  we  not  only 
have  to  pay  for,  but  which  we  have  to 
live  in,  and  which  affect  the  comfort  of 
our  lives  for  all  time  to  come.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  a  terrible  misfortune  to 
the  country  that  architects  look,  as  a 
rule,  not  to  the  convenience  of  the  pub« 
lie,  but  seek  to  gain  their  artistic  end,, 
and  in  99  cases  out  of  100  design 
buildings  which  are  not  suitable  for  tno 
purposes  for  which  they  are  intended* 
We  have  only  to  look  for  an  instance  of 
that  to  the  new  Law  Courts,  for  which 
we  paid  so  large  a  sum  of  money,  and 
which  have  turned  out  to  be  so  sinjg^larlv 
ill-adapted  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  are  intended.  Not  only  is  the- 
architecture  bad,  but  the  work  was  ill- 
done.  The  roofs  have  shrunk  and  are  in; 
danger.  I  think  we  have  been  grossly^ 
led  astray  by  the  architect,  with  regard 
to  the  work  he  has  done  to  the  exterior 
of  Westminster  Hall.  Indeed,  I  fear 
the  thing  is  now  past  praying  for.  I 
think  a  great  deal  of  money  nas  been 
spent  uselessly,  for  the  only  result,  so  far 
as  I  can  see,  is  that  a  number  of  wretched 
rooms  have  been  erected,and  those  rooms- 
are  good  for  no  practical  purpose  what- 
ever. There  might  have  been  built  a 
really  mag^iifioent  room,  if  only  the  archi- 
tect had  gone  the  right  way  to  work.  W^ 
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irere  prevented  from  having  any  know- 
ledge of  what  was  going  on  by  the 
ereotion  of  hoardings  around  the  workB, 
and  I  believe  that  if  the  House  had  had 
^an  opportunity  of  judging  what  was  pro- 
posed, the  arohiteot  would  not  have  been 
allowed  under  the  cover  of  the  hoarding 
to  erect  a  hideous  staircase.  I  am  a 
-modest  man,  but  if  I  pride  myself  on 
anything  it  is  that  I  have  a  sober  mind, 
and  am  not  carried  away  by  passion.  I 
vam  not  architecturally  or  morally  drunk. 
I  have,  I  repeat,  a  sober  mind  in  matters 
relating  to  art,  and  the  result  of  what  I 
have  seen  has  been  to  convince  me  that 
matters  of  high  art  are  all  bosh  and 
humbug.  I  do  admire  the  interior  of 
Westminster  Hall ;  I  believe  it  is  the 
.finest  Hall  in  Europe,  or  at  least  it  was 
before  those  awful  stairs  were  put  in. 
1  also  believe  that  the  exterior  of  West- 
minster Hall  was  never  meant  to  be 
otherwise  than  simple,  for  the  reason 
that  it  was  surrounded  by  the  kitchens 
of  Boyal  Palaces,  and  could  not  be  seen 
to  advantage.  I  join  with  my  hon. 
Triend  in  being  shocked  and  disgusted 
with  the  way  in  which  the  Hall  has  been 
treated.  The  steps  which  have  been 
put  in  are  not  only  ridiculouslv  out  of 
narmony  with  the  rest  of  the  building, 
but  they  are  altogether  out  of  propor- 
tion, and  we  find  they  are  intended 
for  no  possible  use  whatever  but  to  give 
access  to  those  wretched,  little,  miser- 
able rooms,  for  which  even  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford can  find  no  use  whatever.  I  hope 
the  Members  of  this  House  will  exercise 
their  common  sense,  will  put  a  stop  to 
these  proceedings,  and  will  have  the 
stairs  removed,  and,I  therefore  heartily 
support  my  hon.  Friend,  and  certainly 
decUne  for  myself  to  be  tyrannised  over 
l>y  architects. 

Mb.     cavendish     BENTINCK 

^Whitehaven) :  I  had  hoped,  Sir,  that 

the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  would 

have  followed  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 

man  the  Member  for  Bradford  in  this 

debate,  and  have  given  the  Committee 

his    views  in  regwl  to    this    matter. 

iSince  he  has  not  done  so,  I  desire  now, 

Sir,  to  state  the  reasons  which  induce 

me  to  support  the  Amendment    I  am 

afraid  the  House  is  now  committed  to 

this  expenditure,  and  that  it  is  of  no  use 

trying  to  overthrow  it.     But  when  I 

was  a  Member  of  flie  Committee  dealmg 

with    this    question   I    expressed    an 

Sir  tfsorfe  CatnpbeU 


opinion  that  if  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  employed  Mr.  Pearson  he 
would  be  pretty  sure  to  find  himself  in 
a  mess,  because  Mr.  Pearson  and  his 
school  did  not  follow  the  ideas  of  the 
old  masters.  We  have  now  seen  the 
result  of  Mr.  Pearson's  work.  These 
are,  no  doubt,  all  questions  of  taste ; 
but  my  doctrine  has  always  been  to  fol- 
low the  old  masters,  because  they  were 
right.  Mr.  Pearson  and  his  school,  of 
course,  thought  that  the  ideas  which 
they  adopted  were  better  than  those  of 
the  old  masters,  and  they  actd^accord- 
ingly.  My  opinion  was  that  either  the 
magnificent  designs  of  Sir  Charles 
Barry  should  be  completed  or  the  mat- 
ter should  be  let  alone  until  a  future  time. 
Instead  of  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
decided  to  employ  Mr.  Pearson.  With 
regard  to  the  outside  of  Westminster 
Hall,  we  are  committed  to  the  works 
there.  We  protested  against  them  in 
1885,  but  we  were  overruled,  and  now 
we  must  make  the  best  we  can  of  the 
buildings.  But  the  inside  of  the  Hall 
is  an  entirely  new  question.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  designs  for  the  steps 
were  ever  submitted  to  the  Committee, 
and  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that 
they  were.  The  plan  is  nothing  but  a 
mere  ground  plan,  and  there  is  nothing 
in  it  to  show  this  large  erection,  which, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  is  a  copy  of  the 
pulpit  used  by  Mr.  Spurgeon.  Then 
there  is  another  great  defect  about  the 
alterations  in  Westminster  Hall,  and 
Uiat  is  their  want  of  symmetry.  I  should 
like  to  know  why  the  doorway  was  not 
made  exactly  opposito  to  the  entrance 
to  St.  Stephen's  cloister.  Then  again 
there  is  the  roughness  of  the  western 
wall ;  I  think  it  is  most  unsightly  and 
that  it  destroys  the  whole  harmony  of 
the  southern  end  of  Westminster  Hall* 
There  is  another  defect  in  this  new  ar- 
rangement. One  idea  of  the  class  of 
architects  to  which  Mr.  Pearson  belongs 
seems  to  be  that  you  must  not  have  any- 
thing smooth  and  sightly  to  the  eye,  but 
that  you  must  go  hs/ML  to  some  barDarous 
period,  and  that  you  must  make  every- 
thing roiigh  and  unsightly. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central^ :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gtenfle- 
man  rerer  to  Uie  interior  or  the  exterior 
waU? 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK :  I 
refer  to  the  exterior  wall  between  these 
famous  staircases.    The  new  axohiteot 
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lias  roughened  the  whole  face  of  the 
western  wall,  and  it  presents  a  very  un- 
•sightly    appearance.      No    doubt    the 
architects  have  been  filled  with  the  idea 
-that  tbej  were  goine  to  put  something 
tthere  which  was  were  originally,  but 
there  is  nothing  to  show  that  Mr.  j?ear- 
Bon's  restoration  is  anything  but  the 
creation   of  his  own  mind.     I  do  not 
think  that  the  authorities  who  have  been 
quoted  in  support  of  this  work  are  such 
as  the  Oommittee  ought  to  follow.    No 
one  who  can  put  two  and  two  together 
will  fail  to  see  that  the  staircases  will 
interfere  with  the  whole  idea  of  the 
Hall.     The  Champions  of  England  were 
accustomed  in  former  days  to  ride  into 
(the  Hall ;  if  the  Champions  of  England 
rode  into  it  now  1  think  it  would  be 
difficult  for  them  to  get  out  on  the  other 
side.     The  staircases  are  nothing  but 
obstructions,  and  are  not  necessary  even 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaininjg  access  to 
ihe  small  door  at  the  end.     Then  there 
is  a  parapet  at  the  end  which  I  hope 
will  be  removed.     My  reason  for  voting 
ior  the  Amendment  is  that  these  par- 
ticular staircases,  and  the  alterations,  on 
the  whole,  have  never  been  sanctioned 
by  the  Committee,  and  are,  therefore, 
open    to    the    decision  of    the    House 
upon  them,  and  we  shall  be  quite  justi- 
£ed  in  reducing  the  Vote  to  show  our 
'Sense  of  the  wrong  that  has  been  done 
to  Westminster  Hall. 
♦Mb.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark,    W.) : 
I  cordially  support  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kushcliffe 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis).     I  think  we  can  very 
freely  enress  our  deep  regret  that  the 
present  Chief  Commissioner  (Mr.  Plun- 
Icet)  did  not  in  1886  accept  the  advice 
given  to  him  in  this  House  not  to  hastily 
Bdopt  Mr.  Pearson's   proposals.     The 
grumbling  we  hear  to-day  would  not,  I 
think,  have  been  heard  if  the  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  had  not  been  too  anxious,  I 
think,  through  courtesy,  to  adopt  the 
plans  of  his  right  hon.  Predecessor  in 
-office  (Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre;.     I  think, 
Mr.  Courtney,  you  yourself  stated  pretty 
•clearly  what  woula  happen  if  this  new 
building  was  erected.      You  said  the 
outer  rooms  would  be  nothing  but  cellars, 
to  which  people  would  have  to  descend 
from  Westminster  Hall  by  means  of  a 
^ight  of  steps,  that  the  inner  portion  of 
the  Hall  would  be  more  or  less  dis- 
£gured,  and  that  the  outside  building 
would  serve  no  possible  purpose  but 
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that  of  darkening  the  interior  of  the 
Hall.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  has  talked  a  good  deal 
about  style  and  about  architects,  but 
what  I  said  in  1885  I  say  now,  namely, 
that  he  has  thought  more  about  style 
than     utility.     What     we     need     is 
to  have  some  useful  buildingerected  in 
order  that  the  business  of  J?arliainent 
may  be  more  conveniently  conducted. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  appears  to 
have  given  no  instructions  at  all  to  Mr. 
Pearson  as  to  the  requixements  of  the 
House.     He  merely  instructed  him  to 
prepare  plans  which  he  approved,  and 
got  the  Government  of  the  day  to  ap- 
prove, and  then  had  them  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  with  an  altogether  in- 
sufficient reference.     Even  to-day  the 
right     hon.      Gentleman    (Mr.    Shaw 
Lefevre)  has  no  idea  as  to  what  use 
the    rooms    are    to    be    applied.    The 
Select  Committee  state  in  their  Heport 
that  when  they  commenced  their  inquiry 
the  only  plans  before  them  were  those 
of  Mr.  Pearson.    I  hope  even  to-day 
that  we  shall  have  some   declaration 
from  the  First  Commissioner  that  the 
very  ugly  steps  which  everybody  disap- 
proves of  will  be  removed,  and  I  thii^ 
we  must  also  ask  him  to  state  for  what 
purpose  the  rooms  are  going  to  be  used. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  says  that  there  is  a  separate 
entrance  to  every  room,  but  in  oraer  to 
get  to  the  separate  entrance  you  have 
to  pass  through  other  rooms. 
♦Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  venture 
to  say,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that    you    can    approach    every    room 
through  Westminster  Hall  without  pass- 
ing tlurough  other  rooms. 
•Mb.  CAUSTON  :  Well,  I  went  there 
to-day   with    an  hon.    Friend,    and  I 
have  been  there  before,  and  I  certainly 
think  that  you  cannot  do  so.    I  havd 
protested    before  against  these  plans, 
and  I  protest  again.    I  only  hope  that 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Woncs  will 
be  able  to  say  something  that  will  cheer 
us  up  on  the  subject. 
*Mb.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  allow  me 
to    give    my    reasons   why    I    cannot 
support  this  Amendment.    I  take  very 
great  interest  in  Westminster  Hall,  and 
if  it  were  possible  to  have  reconsidered 
the  whole  question  and  to  have  carried 
out  Sir  Chas.  Barry's  plan,  I  think  it 
would  have  been  wise  to  do  so.    That 
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is  an  impossibility  as  things  now  are, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  great  misfortune  that 
when  something  is  being  done  with  the 
authority  of  this  House,  and  is  ap- 
proaching completion,  an  attempt  should 
be  made  to  undo  what  has  beisn  done. 
I  hare  no  doubt  that  if  any  medisBTal 
architect  had  had  to  put  these  steps  into 
the  Hall,  he  would  hayo  placed  them 
mnmetrically  opposite  the  entrance  to 
this  House.  The  modem  idea  that  ec- 
centricity is  a  great  feature  of  mediseval 
architecture  is  an  ill-founded  one. 
Wheneyer  symmetry  is  departed  from 
in  such  architecture,  it  is  done  from 
necessity  and  not  from  choice.  I  think 
that  the  general  effect  of  Westminster 
Hall  has  not  been  damaged  by 
the  additions  which  haye  been  made 
to  it  With  regard  to  the  rough- 
ening of  the  wall,  I  hold  that  the 
treating  of  the  wall  in  that  manner 
giyes  a  pretty  yariation  of  light 
and  shade  and  is  much  superior  to  leay- 
ing  it  smooth.  I  cannot  yote  for  this 
Amendment  because  I  earnestly  desire  to 
see  Westminster  Hall  completed.  When 
it  is  completed  it  will  then,  I  think,  be 
time  to  consider  whether  any  alterations 
should  be  made  in  it.  I  thmk  the  great 
window  on  the  north  side,  which  looks 
as  bare  and  cold  as  possible,  ought  to  be 
filled  ¥rith  stained  glass.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
has  informed  me  that  the  cost  of  filling 
it  with  stained  glass  would  not  exceed 
£1,200,  and  I  do  hope  that  next  year, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  the 
courage  to  put  this  down  in  the  Esti- 
mates, he  will  ask  Parliament  to  grant 
that  sum.  It  might  be  made  a  window 
commemoratiye  of  Her  Majesty's  Ju- 
bilee, and  I  would  suggest  that  the 
arms  of  Her  Majesty  and  of  all  the 
Soyereigns  who  came  to  take  part  in  the 
Jubilee  Service  should  figure  in  it. 
There  are  other  windows  also  which 
need  a  little  colour  so  as  to  brighten 
up  the  Hall.  The  shields  also  running 
round  the  Hall  were  at  one  time  resplen- 
dent with  gold  and  colour,  as  were  also 
the  shields  borne  by  the  caryed  angels 
in  the  roof.  It  would  not  cost  much  to  re- 
paint and  re-gild  them  so  as  to  give  a 
bright  line  of  colour  round  Uie  Hall. 
I  tMnk  also  the  glass  panels  in  the  north 
door  of  the  Hall  might  be  filled  in  so  as 
to  make  the  door  all  solid  wood  work. 
You  would  then  have  the  grand  effect 
of  a  dark  dado  running  round  the  Hall, 
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and  the  splendour  and  dignity  of  the* 
building  would  be  much  increased.  If  I 
might  make  a  few  remarks  about  the* 
great  Central  Lobby,  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  a  good  uing  if  the  statues 
of  Lord  Iddesleigh  and  Lord  John 
Russell  wore  moved  into  Westminster 
Hall.  At  present  they  are  completely" 
out  of  place,  because  a  different  standard* 
of  symmetry  is  given  by  the  statuary  in 
the  mouldings  leading  up  to  the  groin- 
ings,  which  gives  a  scsle  of  elegance^ 
and  dignity  to  the  Central  Hall  un- 
equalled by  any  other  hall  in  Europe. 
They  might,  at  present,  stand  at  the  top 
of  the  first  flight  of  steps.  I  am  sure  that 
the  public  are  anxious  to  see  this  build- 
ing, which  is  essentially  the  people's 
pidace,  completed,  and  I  hope  that  the 
Itepresentatives  of  the  people  will  en- 
deavour to  brin^  about  this  result.  L 
hope  the  task  will  not  be  approached  in 
a  niggardly  manner,  and  that  this  palaee 
which  is  the  glory  of  our  nation,  |wili 
be  properly  conipleted. 

Mr.  HEBBEkT  OABDNEB  (Essex, 
Saffiron  Walden) :  I  cannot  say  I  agree- 
with  the  criticism  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  O.  Campbell) 
that  the  high  art  of  this  century  is  all 
bosh  and  humbug,  but  I  must  say  that, 
if  the  present  interior  of  Westminster 
Hall  is  an  example  of  the  high  art  of 
this  19th  century,  1  should  be  very  much 
of  the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  to 
the  value  of  that  art.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  urged  that  we  should 
reserve  our  opinions  on  this  subject,  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  subsequently  ad- 
mitted that  the  interior  of  the  Hall  waa 
practically  completed,  and  it  is  to  the 
interior  of  the  Hall  that  we  speoially 
obj  ect.     What  we  chiefly  complain  of  is, 
this  stfidrcase,  which  I  regard  as  nothings 
less  than  hideous,  and  also  the  blank 
space  on  the  south-west  of  the  Hall  whiok 
balances  so  ill  the  iron  screen  on  the 
opposite  side,  and  is  altogether  a  perfedt* 
eyesore.    I  do  not  set  myself  up  as  a- 
judge  of  taste,  but  I  know  what  I  think, 
is  ugly  and   I  know  what  I  think  is> 
pretty ;  I  am  not  going  to  be  g^ded, 
therefore,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  by 
any  number  of  architects  or  any  amount- 
of  architects'  opinions.    I  am  oertain 
that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  had  been  able 
to  see  how  hideous  the  present  interior* 
of  Westminster  Hall  was  going  to  be, 
they  would  have  done  eyerything  they 
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ooold  when  the  plans  were  under  dis- 
cuBsion  to  prevent  their  adoption.    I 
ahall  certainlj  support  the  Amendment. 
«Db.   FABQUKABSON  (Aberdeen- 
ahire,   W) :     I  quite    agree    with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefeyre)  that  the 
Committee    which  sat  on  this  subject 
was    a  good    one,   and    certainly  one 
member  of  it  had  a  kind  of  prophetic 
insight  into  what  was  to  happen.     The 
only  Gentleman  who  really  understood 
the  plans,   namely,  Mr.  Dick  Peddie, 
predicted  very  accurately  a  great  many 
of  the  grave  defects  which  would  be 
found  in  this  building.     I  think  a  study 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  throws  a 
lurid  light  upon  what  was  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  namely,  that  we  should  sub- 
ordinate  our  own   tastes  and  feelings 
entirely    to    the    tastes    and    opinions 
of    architects.     When    we    invite  the 
opinion     of     experts     we     find    them 
hopelessly    at    variance;     some     will 
be    one    side,    and    as    many  on    the 
other  side;    and    so  we   find    in    this 
instance  first-rate  architects  on  one  side 
and  on  the  other.     But  what  struck  me 
in  reg^ard  to  the  opinions  of  those  Gentle- 
men quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  ShawLefevre)  was — 
if  1  may  use  an  expression,  which  I  hope 
is     not    [un-Farliamentary — that    they 
damned  the  work  with  very  faint  praise. 
Everyone  had  some  amount  of  qualifi- 
cation of  his  commendation;  the  steps 
were  g^ood,    but — something  else  was 
wrong.     This  only  bears  out  my  view 
that  you  may  find  experts  on  both  sides 
of  any  question  of  this  kind.     I  should 
like  to  know  whether  an  attempt  has 
been  made  to  get  the  opinion  of  any 
other  architects,  for  I  feel  sure  that  we 
should  not  want  the  support  of  profes- 
sional opinion  to  our  view  that  these 
steps  are  an  outrage  to  one  of  the  finest 
old  halls  in  the  world.    I  am  not  going 
to  take  the  sweeping  line  taken  by  some 
hon.  Members  who  have  spoken,  for  I 
am  of  opinion  that  the  out^de  work  on 
Westminster  Hall  Is  good  in  design  and 
thoroughly  in  harmony  with  the  rest  of 
the  building.    So  far  as  my  judgment 
goes,  Mr.  Pearson  has  there  been  quite 
successful,  but,  when  we  get  inside,  my 
favourable  opinion  ceases.  Any  common- 
sense  man  familiar  with  the  appearance 
of  the  Hall  will  agree  that  the  stairs 
are  not  beautiful  in  themselves,   and 


placed  as  they  are,  they  break  up  the 
fine  majestic  sweep  of  that  side  of  the 
Hall  and  spoil  the  grand  simplicity  of  the 
whole.  I  confess  I  have  been  unable  to 
find  the  separate  entrances  for  the  rooms, 
and  I  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  organize  a 
personally  conducted  tour  and  explain 
this  to  us.  I  was  there  to-day,  and  I 
could  find  no  trace  of  such  things.  As 
Mr.  Dick-Peddie  said  long  ago,  the 
arrangement  is  inconvenient  if  there 
should  be  anything  like  a  crowd  entering 
these  rooms,  and  the  rooms  will  be  sub- 
ject to  unpleasant  odours  from  below. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  rooms  are 
meant  for,  but  I  suppose  for  the  use  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  If  that  is  so, 
if  ^Members  are  likely  to  be  there  at 
all,  you  must  have  some  machinery  by 
which  they  may  have  an  intimation  of 
a  division  in  the  House,  and  it  is  hardly 
possible  to  get  from  those  rooms  in 
time  to  take  part  in  a  division  without 
running,  an  exercise  for  which  the 
habits  and  physical  conformation  of 
many  Members  are  ill- adapted.  Even 
now,  it  is  difficult  to  get  from  the  Com* 
mittee  Booms  upstcurs  to  this  House  in 
time  when  a  division  is  called.  We 
sometimes  hear  of  fatal  consequences  to 
elderly  gentlemen  from  running  to 
oatch  trains,  and  I  suppose  if  some- 
thing of  the  kind  happens  to  some 
of  us,  something  will  be  done 
to  obviate  the  necessity  of  pro- 
ceeding at  a  headlong  pace.  It 
strikes  me,  looking  at  the  new  rooms, 
that  the  old  Law  Courts  might  as  well 
have  been  saved.  I  remember,  too,  the 
staircases  were  unobtrusive  and  some- 
thing like  the  staircases  of  old  times,  no 
more  obtrusive  and  no  more  interfered 
with  the  architectural  appearance  of  the 
Hall  than  the  old  orange  woman  who 
kept  her  stall  in  the  corner.     To  com- 

Sare  these  clumsy  stairs  to  the  light 
ight  of  stairs  that  led  up  to  those  pic- 
turesque doorways,  as  I  remember  tney^ 
were,  is  an  outrage  on  common  sense. 
It  is  a  great  pity,  I  think,  the  old  Law 
Courts  were  not  kept ;  they  were  quite 
as  convenient  as  rooms,  the  architecture 
was  not  much  worse,  and  preserving 
them  would  have  saved  a  large  sum  of 
money.  I  shall  give  my  support  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northampton): 
We  adopted  the  usual  course  in  regard 
to  our  pablio  buildings.  We  left  tiie^ 
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matter  to  the  Chief  CommiBsioner  and  a 
professional   architect,    and   they  have 
made  a  thorough  mess  of  it.     There  was 
an  idea,  I  believe,  when  at  considerable 
expense  a  number  of  rooms  were  pro- 
vided, that  they  would  be  so  many  extra 
Committee  rooms.     Now,  we  have  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  will 
not  be  used  for  Committee  rooms,  nor 
do  I  see  how  they  could  be,  seeing  that 
they  open  one  into  the  other.     [**  No !"] 
*Mb.    CAUSTON  :     WiU    the    hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  correct  the  state- 
ment I  made  just  now,  that  to  go  to 
one  room  you  must  pass  through  another? 
That  would  be  so  if  you  went  up  the 
centre  staircase,  but  I  find  this  can  be 
avoided  by  descending  the  centre  stair- 
case, and  ascending  others  at  each  end 
of  the  Hall ;  and  as  regards  the  base- 
ment, I  find  that  there  is  a  hole  on  the 
ground  floor,  that,  if  not  filled  up,  can 
be    made    the    means  of  access    from 
outside  the  building  to  the  corner  room. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  The  real  facts 
are,  there  is  no  present  intention  to  use 
these  as  Committee  Kooms,  for  you  can- 
not pass  from  one  to  the  other  without 
coming  down  one  staircase  into  West- 
minster Hall  and  ascending  another,  a 
most   inconvenient  arrangement,   more 
especially  when  witnesses  and  counsel 
and  agents  are   required  to  attend  to 
matters  in  more  than  one  room.    The 
only  possible  use  to  which  I  can  see  the 
rooms  can  be  put  is  to  use  them  as  a 
sort  of  prison  for  those  Members  who 
happen  to  offend  the  House,  and  who,  if 
now  imprisoned  by  way  of  punishment, 
are    sent  to   the  Clock  Tower,  to  the 
great  injury  to  their  health  from  the 
noise  of  the  clock.     We  have  built  the 
rooms   at   considerable   expenditure  of 
money,  but  I  do  not  suppose  we  are  pre- 
pared to  pull  them  down  again,  but 
with   these  staircases  it  is  a  different 
thing.     They  are  a  great  eyesore.     So 
far  as  I  know,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Member    for    Bradford    and    the 
architects   he   has    mentioned   are  the 
only  people  who  admire  them.     There 
is  a  consensus   of  opinion  that    these 
staircases  ought  to  come  away,  and  the 
simple  course  is  to  take  them  away ;  we 
can  fi;et  into  the  rooms  without  them  by 

{>utting  a  staircase  in  the  little  room 
eading  up  to  these  Committee  Booms. 
It  is  too  late  to  argue  about  the  rooms, 
but  at  least  these  objectionable  stairs 
it  be  taken  away. 

.  Labouehere 


♦Thb  FIRST  OOlOdSSIONEB  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pluhdt.   Dublin  Qni- 
versity):    I  must  ask  tbe    Committee 
to  bear  with  me  while  I  endeayonr  to  deal 
with  the  many  arguments  addressed  to 
me  on  this  matter  of  the  restoration  of 
Westminster  Hall  by  Mr.  Pearson.    I 
notice,  in  the  first  place,  that  whereas 
the    criticisms  a  few   years  ago^  were 
very  loud  and  very  unoompromising  as 
regards  the  effect  which  would  be  pro- 
duced by    proposed    additions    to   the 
exterior   of  the  Hall,  on  the    present 
occasion    those   oritioisms   have  hardly 
been  heard  at  all.     1  think  I  may  say, 
having   been    in    communication    with 
many  people  on  the  subject  inside  and 
outside  the  House  of  Commons,  that, 
at  last,  there  is  an  almost  universal  oon- 
sensus  of  opinion  as  to  the  excellence  of 
Mr.  Pearson's  work,  on  the  outside  at  all 
events,  and  as  to  his  having  made  a  sub- 
stantial and  handsome  addition  to  the 
general  appearance  of    the   old  HaU. 
The  Committee  are,   no  doubt,  aware 
there  was  a  necessity  for  some  such  work 
being  done  in  order  to  preserve  the  walls, 
the    roof,    and   the   fiyinff    buttresses, 
which  were  in  a  state  which  caused  con- 
siderable anxiety,  and  I  may  say  at  once 
that  the  main  reason  why  it  became 
necessary  to  make  a  considerable    ad£* 
tion   to  the  Estimate    formerly  before 
the  House  was  that,  when  the  matter 
came    to  be  examined,   it    was   found 
that  the  flying    buttresses  were  in  a 
much   more  advanced  stage  of  decaj 
than  had  been  supposed,   and  it  was 
found  essential  to  renew  the  old  work  to 
a  greater  extent  than  had  been  antici- 
pated.   That,  I  think,  further  shows  the 
urgent  necessity  there  was  for  taking  tiie 
work  in  hand  if  the  old  Hall  was  to  be 
preserved  at  all.     Another  reason  foe 
increasing  the  Estimate  is  that  a  m^ 
elaborate  and  complete  system  of  Tenti- 
lation    has   been    provided  under   the 
directions  of  our  difltingnished  adviseri 
Dr.  Percy,  for  the  new  buildings,  and  it 
was  found  necessary,  in  order  to  meet 
the  requirements  in  this  respect  to  gift 
further  support  to  the  walls  and  flying 
buttresses.  This  accounts  for  thegjEeatv 
part  of  the  increase  in  the  Wstimais 
And  now  let  me  say  a  word  or  two  about 
the  staircases.    Oi   course,    after   all, 
it  is  a  matter  of  taste,  but  so  fkr  aa 
I    have  been   able  to   judn  there  is 
nothing  like  such  a  universaL  eonsensus 
of   opinion   as  the  hon.  Member  lor 


1421 


Supply — Civil 


{  April  2,  1 889 }  S&rvice  EBtimate:        1 422 


Northampton  says  against  these  stair- 
oases.     There  are  some  people  who  say 
they  do  not  make  much  difference,  and 
others,  notably  the  distinguished  archi- 
tects to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to-day — and  many  others 
speak  to  the  same  effect— declare  that 
they  add  greatly  to  the  beauty  of  tbe 
Hall.     One   thing  is  certain,  that  any 
person  who  walks  up  the  centre  stair- 
case and  looks  around  will  get  a  much 
better  view  of  the  Hall  than  he  can  get 
from  any  other  part  of  the  building,  ex- 
cept, perhaps,  from  tbe  wide  flight  of 
steps  at  the  end  of  the  Hall.     However, 
this  is  a  matter  of  taste,  and  I  am  not 
anxious,  dogmatically,  to  press  my  own 
opinion,  but  I  think  that  any  Member  of 
the  Committee  who  is  not  an  architect 
will  probably  agree  with  me  that   he 
has  seldom    seen   a  change    made    in 
any    old    buildiDg   which    did    not  at 
first  produce  on  him   the  effect  of   a 
surprise,   if  not  of  a  shock,  but  that 
having  got   over  the   surprise  of   the 
change,  he  will  some  times  come  to  the 
opinion   that  the  result  did,  after  all, 
justify  the  change.     But  I  do  not  press 
that  view   too  far.     It  is,  I  repeat,  a 
matter  of  taste.     And  let  me  say  in  pass- 
ing  that  when  one  has   to   stand  the 
criticisms  differing  so  widely  as  those  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Whitehaven,    who    has   devoted  much 
study  to  the  old  masters,  and  is  always 
ready  with  a  particular  affirmative,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  whose 
judgment  on  art  results  is  a  universal 
negative,  and  who  would  study  utility 
alone,  it  must  be  admitted  that  any  Chi^ 
Oommissioner  will  always  have  a  consi- 
derable number  of  assailants  in  reference 
to   the  carrying  out  of  any  architect's 
plan.     I  have  myself  little  doubt  that 
if  the   steps   were  removed   and  other 
steps   were  put  in  their    place,   or  if 
no  steps  at  all  were  erected,  there  would 
be  another  cloud  of  witnesses  to  raise 
objections  to  the  new  arrangement.     I 
had  best,  I  think,  under  these  circum- 
stances, fall  back  upon  the  strong  Com- 
mittee which  reported  in  1885  on  these 
plans  after  going  fully  into  the  subject. 
That  Committee   had  before  them  the 
architect  and  his  plans,  and  its  mem- 
bers had  every  opportunity  of   cross- 
examining   him   and   ventilating   their 
own  views.     I  must  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers   that    the    Committee    of     1885, 
after  going  into  the  matter  most  care- 


fully, and  occupying  sitting  after  sit- 
ting during  several  months,  ultimately 
carried  the  report  upon  which  the  archi- 
tectural work  has  been  based  by  majo- 
rities of  seven  or  eight  to  two  or  three  in 
every  important  division.  Then  it  is 
said  these  plans  were  never  before  the 
Committee  at  all,  but  there  I  say 
hon.  Members  are  entirely  mistaken. 
Not  only  had  they  these  plans,  5a  and 
6a,  in  which  the  three  staircases  are 
plainly  shown,  but  they  had  No.  8,  which 
gives  a  section  of  the  staircase  at  the 
northern  end  of  the  Hall. 

Mr.     cavendish    BENTINCK: 
Only  a  sectional  elevation. 

*Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  speaking  of 
that.  It  is  shown  as  a  sectional  eleva- 
tion of  the  northern  end  of  the  Hall.  I 
admit  that  the  double  staircase  in  the 
middle  of  the  Hall  is  not  shown. 

Mr.     cavendish    BENTINCK: 
JtLfi&T   hear 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  But  that  is  merely 
a  duplication  of  the  staircase  at  the  north 
end  of  the  Hall.  Ail  its  characteristics 
will  be  found  in  the  elevation  given,  and 
there  was,  as  I  have  alreaay  stated, 
before  the  Committee  a  ground  plan 
of  what  was  to  be  done,  in  which  the 
three  staircases  were  plainly  shown.  It 
is  not,  therefore,  a  true  representation 
to  say  that  these  staircases  were  not  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  they  are  neces- 
sary for  access  to  the  upper  rooms.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Rushcliffe  Division 
asks  why  I  did  not  disclose  to  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  public  the  deed  of 
darkness  which  was  being  done  behind 
the  wooden  screen.  I  was  not  very  long 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  after  the 
debate  on  this  subject  in  1885,  but 
when  I  returned  to  the  office  I  was 
asked  a  question  on  the  20th  of 
September,  1886,  about  two  of  these 
flights  of  stairs,  and  my  answer  was 
certainly  no  iuppresiio  v&ri.  I  stated 
that— 

The  scheme  which  has  been  sanctioned  by 
the  House  includes  the  erection  of  two  open 
flights  of  steps,  having  projections,  not  ox  23 
feet  and  16  feet  respectiyely  (as  stated  in  the 
question),  but  of  20  feet  6  inches  and  9  feet  6 
inches  respectively.  Flights  of  steps  fulfilling 
the  same  object  as  those  now  proposed,  and 
occupying  very  similar  positions,  have  existed 
in  Westminster  Hall  very  nearly  throughout  its 
whole  history." 

And  then  I  went  on  to  explain  that  Mr. 
Pearson's  plan  was  a  modem  repro- 
duction of  what  existed  in  aneient  times. 
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I  spoke  of  two  staircases,  the  question  i 
adoressed  to  me  having  reference  to  two 
staircases  only,  and  I  only  cite  this 
answer  to  show  that  I  fully  explained  to 
the  House  what  was  going  on  be- 
hind the  mysterious  screen.  What  the 
House  is  really  interested,  I  think,  to 
know,  however,  is  what  use  is  to  be 
made  of  the  rooms  we  have  thus  ac- 
quired. Some  such  buildings  were 
necessary  for  preserving  the  old  Hall 
from  ruin  ;  but  I  think  they  might  be 
made  extremely  useful  I  entirely  differ 
from  the  estimate  which  has  been 
formed  of  the  rooms  by  some  hon. 
Members.  They  have  more  light  than 
the  rooms  in  which  many  of  the 
officers  of  this  House  have  to  sit 
erexT  day.  One  is  a  very  large  and 
handsome  room,  and,  even  if  not 
large  enough  for  a  Orand  Committee,  it 
would  do  for  a  Committee  of  very  con- 
siderable size.  The  other  rooms,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  could  be  turned  to  better 
account  than  as  Committee  Booms.  My 
idea  is,  in  the  first  place,  to  transfer  into 
those  rooms,  which  are  certainly  at  an 
inconvenient  distance  from  the  House 
for  Members  wishing  to  attend  Divisions, 
the  Private  Bill  Office,  at  present 
running  along  the  side  of  St.  Stephen's 
Hall.  The  clerks  of  that  office  would 
not  complain  of  the  difficulty  of  access 
to  the  rooms,  for,  instead  of  having  only 
one  access,  as  they  have  to  their  present 
rooms,  they  would  have  five.  I  would 
also  suggest  that  it  would  be  well  to 
transfer  the  officers  of  the  Journal 
Office,  who  have  rooms  facing  on 
to  the  terrace,  to  these  new  rooms, 
which  are  quite  as  large  and  as  well 
ventilated  and  lighted  as  those  they  now 
occupy.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
accommodation  at  present  in  the  House 
for  interviewing  strangers  and  deputa- 
tions is  extremely  small,  and  my  idea  is 
that  the  room  along  the  side  of  St. 
Stephen's  Hall  would  be  a  very  con- 
venient place  for  Members  to  meet  depu- 
tations and  to  see  strangers  or  their 
private  secretaries.  With  respect  to 
the  rooms  facing  on  the  terrace,  it  has 
often  been  represented  to  me  that  more 
smoking  accommodation  is  desirable, 
and  I  propose,  therefore,  to  convert  one 
of  these  rooms  into  a  second  smoking 
room.  I  do  not  bring  forward  these 
ideas  dogmatically,  and  I  would  be  glad 
of  suggestions  from  hon.  Members  as  to 
the  disposal  of  the  rooms.    But  it  is,  I 
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believe,  a  sound  principle  to  utilise  the 
new  rooms  for  the  officers  of  the  House, 
whose  immediate  closeness  to  the  House 
itself  is  not  essential,  and  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  rooms  which  they  now 
occupy  for  the  greater  comfort  and  con- 
venience of  Members  themselves.  On 
the  whole,  I  can  see  no  reason  for 
taking  a  step  so'  strong  as  that  of 
abolishing  the  staircases.  Let  hon. 
Members  give  them  a  fair  trial,  and  see 
what  the  general  opinion  will  be.  I 
am  in  favour  of  openixig  Westminster 
Hall  to  the  public  if  the  Home  Secretary 
comes  to  the  conclusion,  as  I  have  reason 
to  hope  he  will,  that  it  is  possible  again 
to  do  so. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  explanation.  I  am 
sure  we  shall  all  be  glad  to  know  that 
these  new  rooms  will  be  put  to  a  reason- 
able, practical  use.  The  object  with 
which  I  move  this  reduction  is  to  protest 
against  the  steps  in  Westminster  Hall 
— I  ask  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mittee simply  and  solely  in  regard  to 
the  work  done  inside  the  Hall. 

♦Me.  STOBY-MASKELYNE  (Wilts, 
Cricklade) :  One  objection  that  has  been 
made  to  the  steps  is  that  they  destroy 
the  symmetry  of  the  Hall,  and  that 
Gothic  architects  always  studied  sym- 
metry. The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
who  stated  this  half-truth  forgot  that 
the  Gt)thic  architect  first  considered  what 
was  wanted,  and  in  carrying  out  what 
was  necessary,  studied  symmetry  if  it 
was  convenient,  but,  if  not,  defied  it,  and 
still  built  what  was  beautiful.  No 
building  could  more  aptly  illustrate  this 
than  this  historic  Hall.  The  '*  central " 
doorway  is  not  in  the  centre.  Six  win- 
dows flank  it  on  one  side,  five  on  the 
other,  and  the  buttresses  and  arches  on 
the  West  side  are  unsymmetrical  with 
the  windows  and  with  each  other.  No, 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  thing  is  done,  and  the 
staircases  are  built,  though  not  yet 
finished.  They  may  look  better  then, 
and  to  alter  them  will  cost  a  great  deal 
more  money,  and  probably  at  the 
further  cost  of  convenience.  I  do 
not  admire  tbem,  but  I  cannot  say 
they  are  ugly.  They  are  necessary,  and 
as  in  Gothic  architecture  regard  is 
always  paid  to  the  practical  necessities 
of  the  case  at  as  little  sacrifice  of  beauty 
as  possible,  and  as  the  steps  are  paid 
for,  I  think  we  had  better  keep  them 
awhile  and  see  how  they  chime  in  with 
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the  old  building  when  they  are  finished. 
I  shall  certainly  vote  against  the  Amend- 
onent. 

♦Mb.  G.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.) :  With  regard  to  that  nart  of  the 
criticism  which  has  been  hurled  at  the 
head  of  Mr.  Pearson,  the  architect,  as  to 
the  stone  used  in  the  new  work  not 
havine  a  smooth  face,  I  would  point  out 
that  3  it  had  a  smooth  face  it  would 
be  altogether  out  of  character  in  the 
building.  The  stone  referred  to  has 
what  is  technically  called  a  tooled  sur- 
face, and  accords  with  the  face  of  the 
49tone  used  throughout  the  building. 

*Mb.  ds  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) : 
I  wish  to  urge  upon  the  Goyemment  the 
desirability  of  removing  the  closed  up 
dormer  windows  on  the  eastern  slope 
of  the  roof  of  Westminster  Hall,  and  of 
'Completing  the  timbers  of  the  roof  in 
uniformity  with  the  western  slope.  The 
•alteration,  I  am  informed,  would  not  cost 
more  than  £750,  and  it  is  surely  a 
disgrace  to  the  nation  that  we  cannot 
afford  to  retain  and  restore  both  slopes 
of  the  roof  which  is  renowned  through- 
out the  world  as  the  finest  specimen  of 
ancient  timber  work,  the  effect  of  which 
is  completely  destroyed  at  night  when 
the  hall  is  lighted  up  by  these  ugly  holes 
in  the  eastern  slope.  I  do  hope  the 
Oovemment  will  next  year  ask  for 
sufficient  money  to  complete  the  roof 
at  least,  for  the  Plantagenet  kings  or 
ancient  Abbots  of  Westminster  would 
never  have  tolerated  for  six  months 
such  a  miserable  exhibition  of  national 
penury. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  129 ; 
Noes  230.— (Div.  List,  No.  59.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  The  first 
notice  of  Amendment  I  have  on 
ihe  Paper  is  rendered  unnecessary  by 
that  we  have  just  disposed  of ;  but  I 
will  move  my  second  Amendment  as  a 
protest  against  the  excess  asked  for  over 
the  Estimate  for  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall,  and  as  a  protest  against 
the  lofty  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  replied  to  criticisms  upon  that 
•excess.  Tnere  is  nothing  more  objec- 
tionable than  this  constant  practice  on 
:the  part  of  architects  and  engineers  of 
giving  us  an  estimate  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  then  leading  us  into  enor- 
jnous  excesses.    There  seems  to  me  no 


excuse  for  excess  in  this  case,  the  ques- 
tion having  been  for  years  before  the 
House,  and  the  architect  having  had 
every  facility  for  perfecting  his  plans 
and  completing  his  estimate  on  a 
reasonable  basis.  Whereas  the  original 
estimate  for  this  work  was  some 
£26,000,  the  actual  cost  has  been 
£43,000,  and  before  the  railings  are 
finished  the  amount  will  probably  rise  to 
£50,000.  If  the  architect  is  as  capable 
and  efficient  a  man  as  he  is  said  to  be, 
why  did  he  not  prepare  a  capable  and 
honest  estimate,  and  let  us  know  at  once 
the  amount  to  bo  expended  ?  I  move 
to  reduce  the  vote  by  £7,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'I  That  Item  B,  £7,854.  for  the  Restora- 
tion of  Westminster  Hall,  be  reduced 
by  £7,000."— (5ir  Oeor^e  Campbell.) 

Mb.  W.  G.OAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Penryn  and  Falmouth) :  I  wish  to  ask 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  any  steps 
have  been  or  are  being  taken  to  put 
the  contract  of  this  building  under 
one  authority  ?  We  have  been  told  that 
the  building  is  under  the  Lord  Ghreat 
Chamberlain,  and  that  it  is  owing  to 
that  functionary  that  the  Statue  to  the 
late  Lord  Idde^eigh  has  been  put  up  in 
the  central  hall. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  subject  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  into  is 
relative  neidier  to  the  item  under  dis- 
cussion nor  to  the  reduction  which  has 
been  moved. 

•Mb.  ISAACS  (Newineton,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  was  informed  Uiat  the  Vote 
last  taken  was  on  a  Motion  to  reduce 
the  salary  of  the  architect  by  £200, 
to  which  I  am  opposed,  and  I  wish 
most  emphatically  and  decidedly  to  say 
that  I  went  into  the  wrong  Lobby. 
I  cannot  support  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  now  proposed,  for  the  work  has 
been  done,  and  as  honest  men  we  must 
pay  for  it ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  think 
the  staircases  very  objectionable,  and 
that  the  architect  appears  to  have  utterly 
failed  to  catch  the  spirit  of  the  design 
of  the  Hall. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  That  question 
has  already  been  discussed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*Mu.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of 
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•quite  capable  of  seeing  that  the  deaning 
is  done  without  the  intervention  of  a 
<»ntraotor.  Therefore,  by  employing  a 
contractor,  we  are  guilty  of  robbery  of 
the  earnings  of  the  workmen  to  the  ex- 
tent of  20  per  cent.  Surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  us  that  the 
■  question  is  worth  looking  into,  and  will 
provide,  when  the  present  contracts  are 
terminated,  that  these  intermediaries 
shall  be  got  rid  of. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton) :  I  think  that  we  ought  to  have  a 
more  definite  assurance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  than  that  which  has 
been  suggested,  and  unless  we  receive  it 
we  ought  to  go  to  a  Division.  The 
system  ought  to  be  definitely  put  a  stop 
to  as  soon  as  the  existing  contracts  come 
to  an  end.  That  is  what  we  should 
press  for,  and  unless  a  distinct  under- 
standing is  come  to  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  press  the  Motion  to  a 
.  Division. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  This  question  was 
raised  in  Committee  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  also  by  a  Memorial  which  has  been 
sent  to  me.  I  have  considered  it  as 
carefully  as  I  could,  and  I  should 
be  glad  if  I  were  able  to  re- 
move the  inequality  complained  of. 
The  general  system  of  getting  our  work 
done  through  contractors  has  alwaysbeen 
regarded  as  successful  hitherto;  and 
the  only  exception  to  that  system  are  the 
gasmen  and  furniture  men  employed  in 
this  House.  These  particular  employSs 
are  not  employed  in  any  other  public 
building.  Then,  of  course,  we  had  to 
consider  the  most  economical  way  of 
doing  the  work,  but  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing on  the  termination  of  the  contract 
to  give  the  subject  further  considera- 
tion, and  no  doubt  by  that  time  we 
shall  have  the  result  of  investigations 
which  are  being  made  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  employment  of  middle- 
men in  such  cases.  I  believe  it  would 
be  impossible  to  g^ve  the  distinct  pledge 
I  am  asked  foF 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  is  no  doubt  a  difficulty  about 
giving  the  specific  pledge  asked  for  by 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  But  1 
should  have  liked  to  have  heard,  besides 
a  promise  to  consider  this  subject,  some 
condemnation  of  what  does  seem  to  me 
a  system  which  requires  an  explicit  con- 
demnation in  this  House.  The  wage  of 
these  poor  men  is  very  low,  and  you  can 
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easily  mi  enough  of  starving  1110a  to 
compete  for  em^yment.  But  thai  it 
not  a  reason,  it  seems  to  me*  from  what 
has  been  alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Genfls- 
man,  for  continninff  this  Bystm 
of  contracts.  I  oould  luideratand  if 
there  was  a  diffioolty  in  theae  mm 
reoeivinff  their  wages  direct  irom  ihs 
Office  01  Works,  bat  it  seems  pomiblt 
that  they  could  do  so.  Although  it  it 
perfectly  true  that  while  the  exiitiBS 
contract,  including  this  House  sna 
other  public  buildini^  oontinnes,  it  my 
be  impossible  for  the  Oommissioner  of 
Works  to  deal  with  these  men.  I  dn 
think  that  the  Ohief  Oommiisionflr 
would  be  well  advised  if  he  would  sllov 
the  good  nature  of  his  own  character  to 
influence  him,  and  say  that  he  would 
rather  look  at  it  from  tke  point  of  visv 
of  these  poor  men  than  from  the  point 
of  view  of  middlemen,  who  in  this  esia 
are  unnecessary.  I  would  suggest  to 
my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  the  Ament 
ment  to  a  Division,  and  would  urge  ths 
Chief  Commissioner  to  put  more  of  tin 
good  nature  personal  to  himself  and  Ism 
of  his  office  into  the  inyestigation  of  thii 
matter. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:   I  do   not  ask  tkt 
right  hon.  Gentleman  merely  to  look 
into  this  matter  and  do  nothing ;  I  aik 
him  to  investigate  it  with  the  view  to 
making  an  alteration.    The  reason  givw 
by  him  for  maintaining  this  system  of 
intermediaries  or    contractors    is    thst 
the  work  is  done  cheaply.     I  go  to  tUi 
extent,  and   say  that  even  thongh  i||i 
work  cost  more  than  it  does  now,  w% 
who  are  condemning  sweating  in  efS^ 
other  department  ox  life,  are  bound  to 
put  an  end  to  it  in  our  own  case.    Tlien 
IS    a   margin  of   £825  under  maintoa* 
ance  and  repairs.     Now,  20  per  oentii 
deducted  from  the  earnings  of  these  mo^ 
amounting  to  about  £  1 ,  700.     Well,  jos 
have  this  £1,700,  and  you  have  £800  to 
employ  a  superior  Clerk  of  the  Works  to 
carry    out    repairs    and    maintansDOib 
without  going  mto  a  system  of  sweatiag 
as  you  are  now.    I  would  point  out  thst 
in  voting  for  the  Gfovemment  in  tUi 
matter  you  are  voting  for  the  system  of 
sweating.     ['*No!"|     It  is  of  no  sflO 
saying  '*No."    The  right  hon.  Gends* 
man  has  admitted  that  it  is  the  swsaliag 
system.      [Mr.   Pluvkbt:  No!]    '^m 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  thai  do* 
ducting    20    per  cent  out  of  a  maa"^ 
wages  is   not  sweating  P    Twentj  por 
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^^ent  is  the  mazimam  in  a  number  of 
.aoousatioDs  of  sweating  brought  before 
:the  Boyal  Commissioners,  and  I  am 
•entitled  to  say  that  in  voting  for  the 
Oovemment  you  are  voting  for  the 
system  of  sweating.  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  the  Ohief  Commissioner  un- 
.satisfaotory,  though  I  quite  admit  the 
difficulty  of  his  position.  Those  who 
refuse  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  mv  hon. 
Friend  will  have  to  answer  for  doing  so 
in  another  place. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  AU  I  have  under- 
taken to  do  is  simply  this,  that  when 
the  contract  conduaes  I  will  look  care- 
fully into  the  matter.  If  the  House 
•of  Commons  is  of  opinion  that  these 
men  should  no  longer  be  employed 
under  the  present  system  of  contract, 
I  shall  gladly  endeavour  to  sAve  the 
decision  effect,  but  it  must  be  done  dis- 
tinctly as  the  act  of  the  House  of  Com- 
jnons.  In  my  position  as  a  custodian 
of  the  public  purse,  so  far  as  my 
•office  is  concerned,  it  is  my  duty  to 
•endeavour  to  get  the  work  done  as 
cheaply  as  possible  consistently  with 
•efficiency.  I  nave  given  an  undertaking 
to  go  carefully  into  the  matter,  and  I 
cannot  go  further. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  the  explanations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  unsatis- 
factory. This  is  not  the  first  time  this 
question  has  been  ventilated  in  the  House 
•of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  has  been  considering  it  for 
months,  and  what  we  want  from  him  is 
a  distinct  statement  of  what  is  his  own 
judgment  of  the  grievances  of  these  men. 
We  do  not  ask  him  to  point  out  the  remedy 
now,  but  we  ask  him  whether  he  thinks 
a  wage  of  5id.  and  4id.  per  hour,  subject 
to  25  per  cent  and  20  per  cent  reduc- 
tion is  satisfactory?  If  it  is  unhand- 
some and  unfair  payment,  then  this 
House,  and  not  the  contractors,  ought 
to  do  its  own  dirty  work  by  paying  these 
men  the  low  wages  instead  of  payine 
the  contractor  the  full  wage.  We  should 
like  to  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  judgment  in  this  matter,  and 
whether  he  thinks  the  grievance  estab- 
lished. 

Mb.  ISAACS:  I  can  amplify  the 
^remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
iias  just  spoken  by  stating  that  the 
(reduction  of  the  wages  of  these  men 
4b  just  double  what  is  ordinarilv 
.allowed.     The  ordinary  profit  of  a  pri- 


vate builder  or  contractor  is  10  per 
cent,  and  I  fail  to  see,  when  we  come 
to  these  poor  men,  that  they  should 
be  subjected  to  just  double  the  reduc- 
tion. I  venture  to  make  this  observa- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause I  am  sure  lie  will  give  the  whole 
matter  his  earnest  consideration.  If  the 
contract  system  is  continued  there  ought 
to  be  a  stipulation  that  the  reduction  of 
the  men's  wages  should  not  be  greater 
than  10  per  cent.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  well  to  notice  the 
feeling  of  the  House  that  the  whole 
system  should  be  changed,  and  that  these 
men  should  come  under  the  actual  con- 
trol of  the  Office  of  Works. 

♦Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  East)  : 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  appear  to  con- 
tend that  idl  work  done  by  contract  or 
by  sub-contract  must  inevitably  be  done 
under  what  is  known  as  the  sweating 
system.  Such  a  contention  is,  to  mv 
mind,  ridiculous.  A  great  deal  of  work 
in  this  country  is  done  in  all  industries 
by  contract,  and,  in  nearly  every  in- 
stance, the  workmen  receive  a  fair  day's 
wage  for  a  fair  day's  work,  not  in- 
variably, however,  and  that  is  what  we 
want  to  remedy  as  a  consequence  of  this 
inquiry  into  the  sweating  system.  But 
does  the  workman  always  give  a  fair 
day's  work  for  a  fair  day's  wage  ?  Not 
always,  I  think.  To  give  an  instance, 
Westminster  Hall  is  included  in  this 
Vote.  A  few  months  ago  I  passed  by 
Westminster  Hall  with  a  friend,  and  we 
noticed  the  proverbial  man  and  a  boy 
on  the  roof,  nominally  at  work  slating 
the  roof,  but  practically  idling  their  time 
away;  we  passed  again  in  four  hours, 
and  they  were  still  engaged  in  laboriously 
doing  nothing.  I  very  much  doubt 
if  one  slate  had  been  affixed  during  the 
time.  Now,  if  we  do  away  with  the 
contracting  system,  and  the  work  is 
done  under  the  control  of  a  Clerk  of  the 
Works  appointed  by  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  it  will  be  need- 
ful to  see  that  the  country  gets  its  fair 
day's  work  for  a  fair  day's  wage.  For 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayer  that  ought 
to  be  seen  to.  If  that  is  satisfactorily 
seen  to,  I  do  not  see  that  it  makes  much 
difference  whether  the  work  is  done  by 
contract  or  not. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  been 
taUdnff  of  the  outside  of  the  building, 
when  ne    might  have  said    something 
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It  being  ten  minates  to  Seyen  of  the 
dock,  the  Ohairman  left  the  Ohair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  Hoase. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

JUDICIAL     FACTORS     (SCOTLAKD) 
[SALABY,    &0.]. 

Besolution  reported:  ''That  it  is  expedient 
to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  monejs  to  be 

Srovided  by  Parliament,  of  a  Salary  to  the 
accountant  of  Court,  who  may  be  appointed 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  amend 
and  extend  the  law  relating  to  Judicial  Factors 
and  others  in  Scotland,  and  to  unite  the  office 
of  the  Accountant  of  ike  Court  of  Session  and 
the  Accountant  in  Bankruptcy  in  Scotland,  and 
of  Salaries  to  the  clerks  who  may  be  appointed 
by  him,  also  the  payment  of  compensation  to 
the  holder  of  the  office  of  Accountant  of  the 
Court  of  Session  for  abolition  of  his  office,  and 
of  remuneration  to  such  persons  as  may  be 
employed  to  audit  accounts  under  the  provisions 
of  uiesaid  Act." 

Besolution  agreed  to. 
The  House  resumed. 

Attention  was  drawn  to  the  fact  that 
forty  Members  were  not  present. 

The  House  was  counted,  and  forty 
Members  were  found  to  be  present. 

MOTION^. 


POOB  IN  LABGE  TOWNS. 

♦Mb.  BEGADHUEIST  (Nottingham, 
W.):  Mr.  Speaker,  in  moving  the  Insola- 
tion which  stands  in  my  name,  I  confess 
I  have  an  exceedingly  difficult  task 
before  me.  I  claim  no  more  power 
of  solving  this  problem  than  others 
possess,  and  my  desire  is  to  submit  this 
resolution  to  the  House  rather  in  the 
hope  of  eliciting  from  all  parts  of  the 
House  contributions  to  the  discussion  of 
the  subject  than  with  the  intention  of 
making  a  speech  which  shall  contain 
antidotes  for  the  evils  to  which  I 
shall  allude.  Now,  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  poor  in  the  country  at  the  present 
time  in  proportion  to  the  number 
in  the  past,  it  is  difficult  for  any- 
one to  make  anything  like  an  approxi- 
mate estimate  that  will  be  of  material 
importance  or  very  reliable,  simply  from 
the  fact  that  there  are  no  means  of 
obtaining  the  information.  The  Poor 
Law  Returns,  to  which  one  would  natu- 
rally turn  for  information  of  this  kind, 
seem  to  prove,  if  they  prove  anything, 
a  diminution  in  the  number  of  persons 


falling  upon  the  rates  for  assistanoe. 
I  find  that  in  1873  the  number  of  pl^r^ 
sons  receiving  Poor  Law  relief  was 
1,083,101,  or  about  3^  per  cent  of  the 
population ;  and  the  latest  Betum  gtwes 
the  number  at  1,035,99  %  or  about  2} 
per  cent  of  the  population.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  the  Poor  Law 
Returns  are  to  be  relied  upon  absolutely 
as  giving  a  true  indication  of  the  amount 
of  poverty  which  exists  in  the  country^ 
or  as  indicating  an  increase  or  decrease^ 
in  the  number  of  poor.  There  is  a  grow- 
ing dislike  to  the  stifi^ma  of  Poor  Law- 
relief,  and  many  of  the  poorest  people 
would  rather  suffer  the  greatest  priva- 
tion than  allow  themselves  to  be  brought 
under  this  stigpna.  Then  there  is  now 
a  tendency  to  make  the  existence  of 
poverty  more  widely  known ;  and  a  de- 
termination on  the  part  of  those  who- 
suffer  not  to  suffer  in  silence  in  the 
future  as  they  have  done  in  the  past. 
This  may  induce  a  belief  that  the  num* 
ber  of  the  very  poor  is  on  the  increase. 
Another  fact  which  may  make  it  appear 
that  poverty  is  on  the  increase,  is  that 
the  poor  are  now  more  concentrated  than 
they  used  to  be.  People  scattered  in  a 
thousand  different  parishes  in  various 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  oafuaot 
possibly  give  such  effect  to  their  com- 
plaints as  people  gathered  together  in 
large  centres  such  as  London,  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  and  Glasgow.  Thie 
may  account,  to  a  great  extent,  for  the 
persistency  with  which  the  existence  of 
poverty  is  brought  under  our  notice. 
Certainly  it  proves  that,  whether  the  pro-^ 
portion  of  the  very  poor  be  larger  or 
smaller,  it  is  not  as'  safe  in  these  dajrs  ae 
in  the  past,  to  say  nothing  of  the  right 
and  wrong  of  the  matter,  to  ignore  the 
existence  of  the  suffering  of  the  people.. 
If  there  is  a  great  wrone  which. 
requires  redress,  if  there  is  great 
and  widespread  poverty  which  requiree 
relief,  it  is  right  and  proper,  and  better 
for  the  country,  that  we  diould  know  of 
it,  and,  if  possible,  attempt  some  relief  of 
it,  rather  tnan  it  should  goon  indefimtelj 
accumulating  till  it  becomes  a  great- 
national  danger.  I  shall  mainly  refer 
to  the  elass  that  suffers  probably  more 
than  any  other — namely,  the  uiuBkilled; 
labour  part  of  the  community.  Me- 
chanics and  artisans  possess  the  mean^. 
if  they  choose  to  avail  themselTes  or 
them,  of  assisting  themselves  in  timee 
of  trouble  and  in  times  of  aearoitgr  of 
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l^ant  is  an  assurance  that  the  matter 
fshall  have  attention. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  am  considering 
^e  best  steps  to  be  taken  to  gain  the 
••nd  desired  by  not  only  the  hon.  Mem- 
(ber,  but  by  aU  of  us. 

Db.  FAKQUH arson  :  I  think  some 
•of  the  frescoes  upstairs  are  in  a  very 
iMbd  and  deplorable  state.  Those  in  the 
House  of  Lords  are  gradually  becoming 
-obscured,  but  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
<}entleman  will  consider  the  best  means 
of  utilizing  decorative  art  to  fill  up 
-these  panels. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  have  looked  into 
ihe  matter,  and  have  caused  the  pictures 
and  frescoes  in  the  House  to  oe  care- 
-folly  examined.  I  am  afraid  that  some 
•of  the  frescoes  upstairs  are  past  praying 
-for ;  I  will,  however,  ag^in  consider  the 
matter.  Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  must 
make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  Vote.  We 
liave  been  discussing  it  nearly  four 
hours,  and  I  would  point  out  that  if  all 
the  Votes  are  to  be  discussed  at  this 
length,  we  shall  take  not  weeks  but 
Tears  to  get  through  these  Estimates.  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  now  agree  to 
^his  Vote. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
«ide) :  I  am  very  sorry  to  intervene  in 
this  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iias  told  us  that  many  of  the  frescoes  are 
past  praying  for,  but  in  the  particular 
^escoe  of  Herbert's 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  :  It 
is  not  a  fresco. 

Mb.  MTTNDELLA  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  it  is  not  in  such  a  bad  condition 
as  is  generally  supposed,  and  it  is  really 
worth  while  spending  a  minute  or  two 
of  the  House  in  discussing  it.  I  think  it 
is  one  of  the  best  frescoes  we  have  in 
England.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  wishes  it,  I  will,  to  satisfy  him, 
oall  it  a  picture.  I  do  trust  the  First 
Oommissioner  of  Works  will  think  it 
worth  his  while  to  do  what  he  can  while 
-the  artist  yet  lives,  to  save  this  valuable 
picture. 
♦Mb.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory) :  In  moving  to  reduce 
Item  E  by  i600,  Sir,  I  feel  that  I  am 
about  to  discuss  a  question  which  involves 
not  only  the  convenience  but  the  health 
and  even  the  lives  of  Members  of  this 
House,  and  not  of  the  Members  only, 
but  of  the  offloials,  from  the  Clerk 
4tt   the   Table  down  to  the  humblest 


policeman.  I  consider  that  the  ventila- 
tion of  this  House  is  simply  shocking, 
and  that  our  healths  must  suffer  if  some 
improvement  be  not  effected  in  this 
matter.  I  know  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  and  thought  has  been  expended 
on  the  ventilation  of  the  chamber  in 
which  we  are  seated,  and  I  am  aware 
that  the  great  difficulty  which  besets  any 
one  who  has  to  deal  with  this  subject 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  House  is 
too  small  to  accommodate  all  its  Mem- 
bers. I  have  not  sufficient  special 
scientific  knowledge  to  say  whether  the 
ventilation  of  this  House  is  as  good  as 
human  science  can  make  it ;  but  of  one 
thing  I  am  quite  convinced,  and  that  is, 
that  the  ventilation  of  the  otljier  portions 
of  this  building — of  the  Members'  lobby, 
of  the  passages  and  corridors,  and  of  the 
rooms  allotted  to  the  Press — is  simply 
disgraceful.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  is 
always  courteous,  and  he  will,  I  am  sure, 
tell  me  what  is  the  exact  duty  of  the 
officer  who  has  charge  of  the  ventilation 
of  this  House,  and  whether  it  is 
simply  his  duty  to  take  care  of 
this  Chamber,  or  does  he  have  to  look 
after  other  portions  of  the  building  ?  If 
he  looks'  after  the  whole  of  the  buHding, 
he  has  surely  something  more  to  do 
through  himself  and  his  agents  than  to 
see  that  the  thermometers  always 
register  an  equable  temperature. 
Why,  Sir,  should  not  some  attempt 
be  made  to  introduce  pure  air  into 
the  entire  building  ?  1  remember  the 
state  of  things  during  the  Autumn 
Session,  when  the  atmosphere  here  was 
most  unhealthy.  Why  are  not  the 
windows  opened  at  times  when  it  would 
not  inconvenience  Members?  Then, 
again,  I  consider  the  state  of  things 
upstairs  most  objectionable.  The  air 
which  has  to  be  breathed  by  reporters 
and  others  concerned  in  writing  for  the 
Press  is  dreadful,  and  if  hon.  Members 
do  not  believe  it,  I  wish  they  would  go 
upstairs  and  see  for  themselves.  Some- 
thing has  been  done,  I  am  aware,  in  the 
shape  of  substituting  the  electric  light 
for  gas,  but  I  want  to  know  wny 
electricity  is  not  to  be  carried  througn 
all  parts  of  the  building  ?  I  understand 
you  intend  to  put  it  in  the  Members' 
ijobby.  Why  should  it  not  go  into 
other  rooms,  where  we  now  bum  gas  ? 
Tliere  seems  to  be  a  fallacy  with  regard 
to  this  matter  of  thermometers. 
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to  ask  the  House  to  do  so.  But  what 
I  think  we  may  reasonably  do  is,  to 
ask  the  House  to  see  that  the  chil- 
dren of  the  victims  to  the  increase  of 
machinery,  to  the  inventive  genius  of 
the  nation,  shall  not,  at  any  rate,  suffer 
either  in  food  requirements  or  educational 
necessities.  The  children  are  our  future 
men  and  women,  and  much  of  our 
prosperity  or  otherwise  will  depend 
upon  the  amount  of  succour  we  give 
them  in  their  childhood ;  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  declare,  in  the  first  place,  that 
80  grave  is  the  condition  of  large  numbers 
of  the  poor  of  our  great  centres  of 
population,  that  we  should,  without 
undue  delay,  press  such  measures  as 
shall  secure  to  their  children  a  national 
education  tree  from  direct  contribution 
by  the  parents.     This  is  a  definite  pro- 

fosal ;  it  is  germane  to  the  Motion,  and 
believe  its  adoption  would  be  fraught 
with  the  happiest  and  best  results  to  the 
children  themselves,  and  certainly  to 
the  country  of  which  they  are  to  be 
citizens.  Then,  I  ask  that  it  should  be 
the  duty  of  the  country  to  see  that  such 
children  as  are  of  school  age  should  not 
be  required  to  receive  their  elementary 
education  on  empty  stomachs.  A  more 
hopeless,  heartless,  cruel  task  than  to 
endeavour  to  drive  grammar  and  arith- 
metic  into  the  brains  of  a  child  that  is 
almost  starving  for  the  necessaries  of 
life  it  is  impossible  to  imagine.  This 
mav  appear  an  extreme  proposal.  I 
make  it  entirely  on  my  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  it  pledges  the  ad- 
herence of  no  other  Member.  It  was 
once  my  sad  lot  to  visit  a  Board 
School  in  the  poorest'part  of  Southwark, 
and  I  think  I  shall  be  within  the  truth 
when  I  say  that  of  the  200  or  300  scholars 
in  the  school  scarcely  a  dozen  had  suffi- 
cient garments  on  them  to  cover  their 
nakedness,  scarcely  any  of  them  had 
shoes,  and  each  had  want  stamped  upon 
his  features.  No  more  pitiful,  heart- 
breaking sight  could  be  contemplated 
by  human  being  than  to  see  the  teachers 
doing  their  best  to  prepare  these  poor 
younff  brains  for  their  future  contest  in 
life,  Knowing  at  the  same  time  that 
ihey  had  not  sufficient  food  for  the 
physical  and  mental  effort  necessary 
to  receive  the  instruction.  This 
may  be  called  Socialism  or  any  other 
ism.  I  am  not  prepared  to  contest 
the  point,  but  I  do  contend  that  it  is 
unwise,  that  it  is  neglectful,  that  it  is 
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cruel  for  the  nation  to  allow  thousands 
of  its  children  to  grow  up  under  such 
conditions,   their   mental  and  physical 
fi;rowth  dwarfed,  and  their  capacity  for 
being  of  service  to  their  country  in  after- 
life lessened  by  such  a  commencement 
in  their  career.     I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  we  should  provide  free  edu- 
cation for  the  poor  children  of  the  com- 
munity ;  and  that  it  should  be  so  free, 
that  there  should  be  no  pauper  taint 
attaching  to  it  as  there  is  to  those  edu- 
cated free  under  the  present  conditions, 
and  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  country 
to  see  that    these  children   have  one 
solid,  wholesome,  healthy  hot  meal  on 
each    of    their    school  days.     This  is 
not  an  extreme  proposal,  and  I  think 
many  hon.  Members  will   be  inclined 
to  support  it.    I  believe  that  the  supply 
of  food  could   be  so  arranged  that  a 
vast  number   of   the    children    whose 
parents  are  not  of  the   very  poor,  yet 
who  have  a  keen  struggle  for  existence 
with  the  difficulty  of  finding  employ- 
ment—could  have  meals  composed  of 
good  wholesome  food  supplied  to  them 
at  the  lowest  possible   price;    and    I 
feel  sure  vast   numbers  would   appre- 
ciate the  blessing  of  such  an  arrange- 
ment.    There  would  be  an  addition  to 
the  present  school  work.     Tou   could 
not  provide  300  or  400  children  with  a 
daily  meal   without  arrangements  for 
buying    and  cooking,   but    that  could 
be  easily  done.     Many  works  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  do,  on  co- 
operative principles,  provide  meals  for 
the    workpeople  engaged  on  the   pre- 
mises.     I  know  one    instance    where 
any  adult  employed  can  have   a  good 
hot  meal  for  fivepence,  and  any  young 
person  can  have  a  dinner  in  the  middle 
of  the  day  for  twopence  halfpenny.  And 
this  plan    pays  its   way — ^there  is  no 
charity  about  it,   not  the  least  in  the 
world.    Now,  if  this  can  be  done  on  a 
liberal  scale  of  diet,  as  it  is  in  a  oom- 

Saratively  small  way,  tnere  can  be  little 
oubt  that,  if  adopted  on  a  large  settle, 
the  cost  might  be  reduced  one-half.  In 
cajses  where  it  is  necessary  these  meals 
should  be  absolutely  free  I  do  nottlunk 
there  is  anything  unreasonable  in 
the  proposition,  and  I  feel  oonvinooid 
that  the  work  of  education  would  be 
easier  if  the  children  were  not  in  a  half- 
starved  condition.  Make  these  airanffe* 
ments  for  the  supply  of  food  in  ms- 
triots  where  the  necessity  may  reasonably 
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be  expected  to  exist,  and  yoa  may  utilize 
them  further  by  the  supply  of  cheap 
food  to  adults  in  the  evening.  Such 
establishments  would,  no  doubt,  attract 
a  great  amount  of  charitable  assistance 
and  voluntary  labour.  Such  a  plan 
would,  in  my  opinion,  bring  untold 
blessings  upon  those  we  all  desire  to 
assist,  and  render  a  great  service  to 
the  nation.  There  are  many  features 
of  the  suggestion  I  am  compelled  to 
pass  over  for  time  presses,  and  I  now 
come  to  the  question  of  the  housing  of 
the  poor,  a  still  more  difficult  question. 
Those  who  have  paid  any  attention  to 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  the 
subject  will  know  the  difficulties.  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  by  going  over 
all  the  references  I  had  intended  to 
make.  The  Report  will  show  the 
desperate  condition  existing  in  the 
Metropolis  and  throughout  the  country 
among  our  fellow-countrymen  in  regard 
to  this  question.  In  some  districts 
there  is  scarcely  a  house  but  what  has 
each  room  occupied  by  a  separate 
family,  and  in  many  cases  there  are  two 
families  in  one  room,  persons  of  all 
ages  and  both  sexes,  and  in  rooms, 
too,  not  affording  sufficient  space  for 
healthy  occupation  by  two  persons. 
The  death-rate  in  these  districts  is  60 
or  70  pfir  thousand.  A  back  cellar, 
in  some  instances,  as  you  will  see  by 
reference  to  the  evidence  on  page  8, 
fetches  from  38.  to  4s.  6d.  a  week.  We 
have  a  long  account  from  Mr. 
Marchant  Wimams,  an  Officer  of  the 
London  School  Board,  and  it  will 
be  seen  he  shows  that  from  a 
fifth  to  a  fourth  of  the  weekly  earnings 
of  the  poor  is  consumed  in  their 
rent- charge.  It  is  certain  that  people 
80  crowded  and  huddled  together  can- 
not grow  up  into  healthy,  desirable 
citizens.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  will 
deal  at  greater  length  with  these 
evils  and  the  proposed  remedy.  In 
regard  to  the  loagings  of  the  very 
poor,  there  are  no  places  in  England 
provided  but  the  common  lodging- 
houses  and  the  casual  ward,  neither  of 
them  very  desirable  places.  The 
common  lodging-house  is,  of  course, 
better  than  the  street,  but  it  is  under 
no  effective  supervision.  There  are 
provisions  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
about  area  and  cubic  spaces,  and 
so    on;     but    there     is    no     visiting 
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authority  to  see  that  the  entire  space  it 
not  occupied  by  twice  the  number  of 
persons  that  should   occupy  it.     They 
are  under  police  supervision,  which  is 
periodical  and  effective  so  far  as  white- 
washing is  concerned,  but  for  no  other 
practical  purposes.    They  are  not  the 
places  to  tend  to  the  improvement  of  the 
health  or  nature  of  those  who  are  forced 
to  avail  themselves  of  this  shelter.     The 
casual  ward  is  an  addition  to  the  work- 
house   even  more    repulsive  than  the 
workhouse  itself ;  it  is  often  difficult  to 
find ;  there  is  much  uncertainty  as  to 
admission;    and    the    most    degrading 
conditions  are  imposed  on  those  who  are 
compelled  to  take  refuge  in  the  ward. 
With  regard    to    shelter   for  the  very 
poor,  let  me   mention  what  has  been 
done     in     Glasgow.       The     municipal 
authorities   have    provided     six     large 
lodging  houses,  five  for  males  and  one 
for  females.     These   houses  are  under 
municipal     control,    and     the     person 
seeking  shelter  there  does  so  under  the 
best  condition  possible  at  the  price  paid. 
He  has  a  bunk  to  himself,  privacy,  and 
more  comfort  than  at  first  sight  would 
seem  possible.    There  are  arrangements 
by  which  he  may  cook  his  own  food,  or 
he  may  buy  it  on  the  premises.     Strict 
discipline  and    a  good  moral   tone  is 
maintained  throughout,  and  habits  of 
cleanliness  are  insisted  upon,  unaccom- 
panied, however,  with  any  of  the  de- 
grading    conditions     of     the     casual 
ward.     The  average  number    of   per- 
sons housed  is  2,000  each  night;  and 
what  is  surprising  and  satisfactory  to 
the  ratepayers     of    Qlasgow,    4^    per 
cent    is     paid     on     the     capital      in- 
vested. This  is,  perhaps,  the  most  pleas» 
ing  feature  of  the  whole  proceeding, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  the  example  of 
Glasgow  should  not  be  followed  by  every 
municipal  or  county  authority  in  the 
United  Kingdom.     I   would  certainly 
suggest  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  they  should  encourage  the  Oounty 
Councils  to  follow  this  example. 

Mb.  BAHTLET  (Islington,  N.) :  Oaa 
the  hon.  Member  say  what  rent  is  paid  ? 
♦Mb.  BROADHURST  :  Unfortunately^ 
I  did  not  provide  myself  with  the 
figures.  I  went  over  one  of  these  houses 
from  top  to  bottom,  and  I  can  speak  of 
the  wonderful  efficiency  and  oleanlinesa 
of  everything.  If  I  remember  rightly,, 
threepence  per  night  was  the  oharge  lor 
lodging.    I  cannot  go  into  the   whol» 
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qTi«i!tioD  of  hoaxing  the  rerr  poor — it  Betonu  are  sot  i 

iiiTolres  hearr    qa^stions  of   the    Srst  b««:  calcalsted  to 

imp^^rtALce ;  tbe  leasehol  len!  qoesti'-<n,  these  poiniii.     I 

the  question  of  ground  rent^,  and  the  hon.    Gentleauoi 

whole  o'le«^Ion  of  Lacd  Lav  Beform  is  I»cal  Guiwas^' 

conne<rted   with  it.      '^    lay^A.'^      The  to  aM<>iit  to 

question  doe*  affect  the  hooffing'  of  the  he  will  do 

p>or.    and    cannot   be   laughed    away,  next  Cesfiu  BaCvm.     I 

Yoi  hare  a   great   ani    distingn'sh^  fads  are 

man  in  England  at  the  present  moment  rural  popTiIadott  is 

who    takes  an    extre-ae    riew    of    the  ports     --jf    t»i 

L^ni  QaestioL  a«  it  affecrts  towns  and  rapi'llj. 

raral  districts,  and  whose  d'xrtrines  are  An  hon.  VTinrt 

making  enormous  progr^w.        Several  *i(&  BBOADHURST  :  I  £>  »3e  ifcak 

hon.   ^Izicztus:     VVlio'?'      Mr?  Henrr  we  shoTili  arg^e  l2ie  q^i  flajm  of  Five 

George.       Z^uf  ^f^.'    Ye>«  :  jou  laugh.  Trade  now,  and  zhe  Xe^pca'acw  tt»  take 

a^d   that   :•   the   li^ylsar^  that   aiSxted  a  -ine  of  tha:  ion  is  90  fiiai  ^ai  I 

people  in  tidies  gone  by ;   but.  depend  hope  I  *hail  not  be  fartker  zmvrsed  »>  it. 

npo::  i*.  this  matt^BT  will  not  be  laughed  W^e  are  impjiTting'  Iced  Zo  ;W  Talve  of 

out  of  existence — it  is  too  serioTS.  too  £100. <>:<•.•»]•  a   raar   wbicli   w*  fioald 

great,  it  has  taken  too  deep  root  in  the  equally  well  propdaee  in  tkis  covkxit  if 

country    to    be    lightly    d:«j-osed     of.  the  land  were   fre«  f:*  dhe  peopfe  to 

Whether  you  con.«ent  to  consider  it  or  cultirate-     Xeariy  the   wlkole  of  siMae 

not,    the  question     remain?  that  jour  impDTts  might  be  proiaecd  ia  o«r  owm 

popuiarlon  is  growing  in   ext«fnt  most  country  if  the  laniwez«-fre«to>eHlsiwaaaL 

alarming.  a!:d  p-'jli  tic  ally  dangerous.    If  It   is  p^erf  ectly  well  kraown   tha?    joor 

you  do  not  take  tLi?  question  in  haad.  large  holding  system  has  BeazlT  xuincd 

and  consider  how  you  should  limit  the  many  pe»jp!e.     I  hare  Kme  fi^in«a  hna 

jnonopc-ly  of  land  in  our  great  c^entres.  which  I  wOI  read  to  the  Hovae.     Tliaj 

then  the  question  will  force  itself  to  the  have  been  supplied  by  a  fonacr  Hcm- 

front.  and  so! re  itself  in  a  manner  none  ber   of    this  House.     In  the  p^iiiA   of 

of  u*  now  desire  aT:d  a^on^e  of  us  cannot  Lavington.  which  is  simase  im  a  euauUj 

imagine.     The  increase  of  population  in  with   which  the    hon.  Geailetiiaa    tha 

I»ndon  since  I  S3 1  has  been  2  .5':»0.'>X>.  Secretary    t^    the    Dxal    Gg 

and  in  the  same  perio-i  Glasgow  has  in-  Board  'Mr.  I/mg'  is  aaaxiasec 

creased  by  500,0'.  0  souls.     You  cannot  a  farm  of  •2.-344   acr»  rmtiHl 

ignore    these    facts    and   the   growiL^g  !^.  3-i.  per  acre,   whcise  oecvpier  lailad 

danger  with  them.     I  am  not  propositi g  in    !?^7  with  liabilities  amonatiBK  to 

the  removal   of  people  fpDm   the  c»jn-  £3^.CK»0,  including   £14.000    for 

gested   populations  of  towns  and  agri-  There  are  -SW  acres  in  the 

oaltural  di«tric-ts.     I  do  not  see  much  rente»i  at  fr^m  I-3s.  to  I6e    ^ 

▼alue    in    that.      The    habits     of    the  the  hatids  of  ^   small  o?cnpien  vha 

people     in    the    towns  and    their    en-  punctually      p>ay     their    rent.     Thoae 

xeebled  constitutions  unat  them  for  agri-  ^gnre?      spei^      Tolumes      in     favoox 

cultural  purr^ts.    But  something  should  of  a  direct  reform  in  our  systea  of  laad 

be  done  Vj  lessen  the  tendency  of  p^pu-  owning  and  land  hiring.    A  holding  of 

lation  to  draw  towaris  the  great  towns.  250  acre*  would  pr^-^bably  emploj  oa!^ 

It  is  dificult  to  speak  exactly  about  the  tw?  men  and  aoouple  of  bora,  axeept  9k 

increase  or  decrease  of  p:>pularion  in  our  h arrest  time,  but  if  the  250  acna  wan 

rural  districts.     S-?me  people  say  there  diride-i   in^o   50   portions   thej   would 

is  no  decrease,  whilst  others  say'that  a  employ   ^0   men.      It  is  pnfecdj  wall 

large  decrease  is  constantly  going  on.  known  that  the  smaller  a  holding  tha 

A  paper  read  at  the  Staustical  Society  a  larger  amount  of  labour  ampl^cd  par 

year  or  two  ago  showed  that  from  ISol  acre.     If  the»?  are  fact&  and  no  oae  eaa 

to  I  SSI  the  population  liring  by  agri-  deny  their  substantial  tnithfahieaa.  how 

cultural    pursuits    had     decreased    by  necessary  is  it  that  the  Hoviae  J^wiH 

418.000.  and  that  from   1$7I    to   ISS'l  bring  its  mind  to  the  solatiiMi  of  tha 

it  had  decreased  by  162.000.     I  beliere  Land    Question,    and    tee    whathar    it 

these  figuTM  rather  andex^^admate  than  cannot  prerect  the  continoal  infrnaao  of 

orer-estimate  the  decrease.    Oar  Oaisos  popnlasion  in  big  centres  b  j 

Mr,  Bn^dAwnt 


1449 


Poor  in 


|Apbil2,  1889} 


Lwqe  Totem, 


1450 


our  rural  population  to  stay  at  home  by 
offering  them  opportunities  of  bettering 
'themselves  ?     Had  it  not  been  for  the 
cheap  food   which  we  have  imported 
from  abroad,  we  should  have  had  a  re- 
solution in  this  country  before  today. 
Nothing  has  saved  this  country  from 
disaster  during  the  last  ten   years  so 
much  as  the  cheap  and  plentiful  supply 
of  food  which  we  have  been  compelled 
to  obtain  from  foreign  countries  instead 
•of  growing  it  at  our  own  doors.     It  is  a 
scandal,  a  disgrace,  and  a  danger  to  this 
or  any  other  country  to  have  such  a  large 
^accumulation  of  wealth  on  the  one  hand, 
and  such  widespread  and  deep-seated 
poverty   on    the    other,    without    some 
•efforts  being  made  to  equalize  the  two 
•conditions  of  life  thus  set  forth.     The 
House  of  Commons  is  overburdened  and 
overworked,  and  we  hope  to  relieve  it 
before  long  of   some  of  its   functions. 
After  the  House  has  been  relieved  of 
those  functions  which  my  hon.  Friends 
have  specially  in  their  minds,  there  are 
other  directions  in  which  it  may  be  re- 
lieved of  some  of  its  labours  in  order 
that  it  may  devote  part  of  its  time  to 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  whom  it  is  supposed  to  represent. 
Civilized    government   fails    unless    it 
attends  to  the  wants  of  the  least  influen- 
tial of  our  fellow-creatures.      I   hope 
there  will    be  some  practical  outcome 
from  the   proceedings  of  to-night.     If 
nothing   is    done  to   remedy  the   evils 
which  I  have  described,  the  fault  will 
lie  at  the  door  of  those  who,  having  been 
warned,  have  refused  to  listen  to  the 
warning.     It  is  nine  years  to-day  since 
I  was  first  elected  a  Member  of  this 
honourable  House,  and  I  can  truly  say 
that  I  have  never  occupied  the  attention 
of  the  House  on  a  subject  in  which  I 
take  so  deep  an  interest,  and  the  solu- 
tion of  which  I  so  heartily  desire.     I 
apologize  to  the  House  for  having  taken 
up  so  much  of  its  time,  and  I  thank  hon. 
Members  for  the  patience  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me.      I  beg  to 
move  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
mame. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uooae,  the 
chronic  poverty  of  great  numbers  of  the  people 
living  in  the  large  dtiee  and  towns  of  (mat 
Britain  is  a  danger  to  the  well-being  of  the 
State,  and  calls  for  the  instaat  attention  of  the 
Government  to  remedial  measures  b^  which  the 
depopulation  of  the  agricultural  districts  may 


be  checked,  and  the  congestion  of  the  great 
centres  of  population  relieved.*' — (Mr.  Broad* 
hunt) 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &o.)  :  I 
rise.  Sir,  to  second  the  Motion.  My 
hon.  Friend  has,  in  opening  the  discus- 
sion, traversed  a  very  large  area,  and  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  cover  all  the 
ground  which  he  has  travelled  over.  I 
will  endeavour  to  condense  my  remarks 
as  much  as  possible.  The  Motion  is  one 
of  supreme  importance ;  it  deals  with 
the  condition  of  the  poor  in  town  and 
country,  not  with  that  poverty  which  is 
the  result  of  misconduct — the  retribution 
which  follows  upon  imtemperanoe  or 
indolence — but  with  that  preventible 
poverty  which  I  and  those  who  agree 
with  me  say  bad  laws  have  made  and 
good  laws  can  repair.  The  position,  as 
I  understand  it,  is  this — there  is  a  con- 
stant flow  from  the  country  districts  into 
the  towns  of  persons  unable  to  find  occu- 
pation in  the  country.  The  agricultural 
labourer  works  for  scanty  wages,  and 
when  he  can  work  no  longer,  unless  his 
children  support  him,  he  must  go  into 
the  workhouse.  He  cannot  get  a  cottage 
or  a  piece  of  land,  and  there  is  no  career 
open  to  him  unless  he  moves  into  a  town 
or  emigrates.  Accordingly  he  comes  into 
a  town,  where  he  finds  himself  at  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  employer  of 
labour,  and  falls  under  the  sweat- 
ing system.  Hon.  Geiitlemen  know 
that  the  evidence  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission revealed  as  horrible  a  state  of 
things  as  could  be  conceived.  You  have 
these  described  to  you — the  one-room 
system,  the  one-bed  system,  the  ex- 
treme infantile  mortality,  the  exhaustion 
of  men  in  full  maturity.  All  I  can  say 
is  that,  if  that  Report  does  not  convince 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  horrors  of  the 
system,  nothing  I  can  say  has  any 
chance  of  convincing  them.  I  do  not, 
however,  desire  to  describe  the  situa- 
tion, but  to  suggest  remedies.  In  the 
first  place,  however,  I  will  say  a  word 
or  two  in  regard  to  remedies  I  do  not 
recommend.  I  think  I  never  saw  so 
many  Fair  Traders  together  as  I  see 
sitting  opposite  to  me  now.  It  is  grati- 
fying ;  but  I  am  not  going  to  treat  Fair 
Trade  as  a  serious  question,  because 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  treat  it 
as  a  serious  question.  If  they  were  in 
earnest,  they  could  put  pressure  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  and  raise  the  question 
by  discussions   and    divisions   in   the 
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House.  When  I  see  a  body  of  Oen- 
tlemefn  usmg  a  question  as  an  election 
cryt  but  not  prepared  to  press  it  in  the 
Hjouse,  or  to  submit  to  the  test  of  a 
Oeneral  Election,  I  say  to  myself, 
''  Those  Gentlemen  are  not  in  earnest." 
I  will  pass  to  what  has  been  said  by 
my  hon.  Friend  about  restricting  the 
hours  of  labour.  I  know  that  is  a  yery 
difficult  question.  I  am  somewhat  sym- 
pathetic with  the  argument,  because  I 
think  that  women  especially  are  exceed- 
ingly overworked  and  unable  to  protect 
themselves  ;  and  I  would  rather  err  on 
the  side  of  over- protection  than  on  the 
other  side  with  regard  to  them.  With 
regard  to  men,  the  case  is  different, 
though  there  may  be  some  employmeuts 
in  which  it  may  be  necessary  to  inter- 
fere. To  interfere  by  restricting  the 
hours  of  labour,  however,  would  not 
work  a  solution  of  the  difficulty.  One 
word  as  to  emigration.  If  there  is  no 
better  method  of  dealing  with  the  very 
poor  than  to  send  them  out  of  their  own 
country — the  richest  in  the  world — 
at  a  time  when  there  are  millions  of 
acres  uncultivated,  we  had  better  re- 
nounce the  attempt  of  improving  the 
condition  of  the  population.  My  hon. 
Friend  did  not  refer  to  the  question  of 
co-operation,  and  I  must  say  a  word  on 
the  subject.  Co-operation  may  hereafter 
play  a  very  great  part  in  benefiting  the 
poor,  but  it  cannot  possibly  have  any 
practical  success  until  we  deal  with  the 
one  thing  which  is  at  the  root  of  the 
mischief,  and  which  goes  down  to  the 
very  bottom  of  our  social  evils — namely, 
the  land  system.  What  is  the  land  sys- 
tem ?  What  do  the  Land  Laws  allow  the 
landlord  to  do  ?  They  allow  him  to  use 
or  to  abuse  the  land  at  his  caprice,  to 
let  it  lie  waste  and  uncultivated,  and  to 
convert  it  into  deer  forests.  In  my  own 
country  out  of  19,000,000  acres  there  are 
2,000,000  acres  of  deer  forests,  a  great 
part  of  which  might  be  available  for 
maintaining  the  people.  Landlords  can 
prevent  the  growth  and  expansion  of 
villages  and  small  towns,  they  can  pre- 
vent cottages  from  being  built,  and  there- 
by cause  poor  people  to  leave  the 
country.  They  can  prevent  any  factory 
from  being  erected  in  the  country.  [A 
laugh.']  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
need  not  smile.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cirencester  (Mr.  Winter- 
bo  tham")  has  decided  the  question  satis- 
factorily, for  he  has  a  large  factory  in  a 
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purely  rural  distriet.  Ik  mj  own  ocm- 
stituency  quite  recently  a  great  attempt 
was  made  to  have  a  iaotory  evecCed,  Ida 
capital  was  forthfiomfng,  and  it  would. 
have  been  a  great  boon,  bat  the  landlord 
refused  the  land  on  any  pooBible  tenna. 
Landlords  cannot  be  compelled  to  eell 
except  by  Act  of  Pailiament,  or  to  allow 
any  other  person  to  nse  the  land.  Acta 
of  Parliament  are  passed  only  lor  pnblie 
undertakings,  and  private  enterpruea- 
are  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  land- 
lords. Will  hon.  Oentlemen  realise  what 
it  is  to  leave  the  proeperitj  of  raraL 
England  to  the  caprices  of  a  compara- 
tively small  and  rather  ahort-sii^hted- 
body  of  men?  Who  can  doabt  that 
small  shopkeepers  and  laboorem  would, 
by  the  practice  of  self-denial  and  thrift, 
obtain  some  small  portion  of  the  land 
if  it  were  possible  to  do  so  on  fair  terms  T 
There  is  no  one  who  loves  a  piece  of  land 
on  which  to  found  a  home  more  than  an. 
Englishman.  If  what  I  suggeet  were 
possible,  villages  would  expand,  agricul- 
tural labourers  would  gain  their  indo- 
pendence,  and  would  gradually  rise  in. 
the  social  scale,  from  cottage  to  allot- 
ment, from  allotment  to  small  holdinff, 
and, perhaps,  from  small  holding  to  amuL 
farm.  I  do  not  say  they  would  all  rise, 
but  there  would  be  a  career  open  to  all 
of  them.  That  is  all  perfectly  impossible 
now.  I  would  ask  those  landlords  who- 
are  present  how  many  agricultural 
labourers  they  know  who  have  raiaed 
themselves  to  the  position  of  small  far- 
mers ?  If  any  hon.  Member  can  quote 
many,  his  experience  is  very  exceptional. 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  if  it  happena 
in  even  a  small  degree  it  must  be 
through  the  kindness  and  wisdom  of 
landlords  in  different  parts  of  the 
country;  but  it  is  common  knowledge 
that  landlords  who  enoourage  that  kind. 
of  thing  are  comparatively  few.  [**NO|. 
no ! '']     Hon.  Gentlemen  deny  that  pro- 

Position,  but  they  had  better  do  so  in. 
ebate.    I  speak  from  experience  when. 
I  say  that  only  in  a  very  few  instances- 
does  it  happen.    I  know  of  80  holdinga- 
of  three  acres  and  upwards  which  were 
started  in  1848  by  that  most  admirable 
landlord  in   Dumfriesshire,   Mr.  Hope 
Johnstone.     The  holdings   were  taken. 
by  hedgemen,  ploughmen,  small  shop- 
keepers,   foresters,   and    men   of  that 
stamp.  They  were  only  granted  on  leasea- 
of  21  years;  but  the  leases  have  been 
renewed  by  the  landlord.     What   haa^ 
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^been  the  result?  Anyone  who  was 
able  to  ffet  one  of  these  pendicles — as 
tiie  holmng^  are  called — was  only  too 
,glad  to  get  it ;  and  now  the  pendicles 
-stand  as  monuments  of  the  success  which 
tittends  such  eiforts.  But,  in  the  whole 
county  of  Dumfries,  that  is  a 'unique 
instance.  I  will  now  ask  the  House  to 
allow  me  to  suggest  what  I  think  the 
remedies  must  be.  If  this  state  is  to  be 
changed,  it  is  of  no  use  dealing  with  the 
old  Whig  reforms  of  primogeniture,  the 
simplification  of  title  and  registration 
thinss  which  any  competent  lawyer,  if  he 
had  nis  heart  in  his  work,  could  put  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to-morrow  and 
pass  with  the  greatest  ease.  It  is 
necessary  to  do  more;  and  I  maintain 
that,  in  order  to  prevent  the  involuntary 
depopulation  of  the  rural  districts,  it  is 
necessary  to  give  public  bodies  in 
the  countnr  fml  powers  not  merely 
to  take  land  for  public  purposes 
strictly  so-called,  but  on  honest  terms — 
that  is,  a  fair  price— to  take  land,  sub- 
ject, if  you  will,  to  the  supervision  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  for  the 
legitimate  use  of  all  persons  who  toil  in 
the  particular  district  in  order  to  estab- 
lish  allotments  or  small  holdings.  If 
such  a  form  were  adopted  for  the 
rural  parts,  in  my  opinion  the  towns 
would  cease  to  be  so  congested  ;  but  that 
is  not  at  all  sufficient.  We  have  to  deal 
with  the  condition  of  things  in  London  and 
other  large  towns  which  is  a  disgrace 
to  the  country  itself.  The  London  land- 
lords have  neglected  every  duty  of  their 
position.  They  have  let  their  land 
to  middlemen,  who  sub-let  it  at  enormous 
rent.  The  London  landlords  do  not  even 
take  the  trouble  to  enforce  the  covenants 
of  their  leases.  They  omit  every  sani- 
tary precaution,  and  they  rack-rent  the 
poor  people  of  London  to  a  degree  that 
IS  even  unknown  to  the  peasantry 
of  some  of  the  worst  rack-rented 
parts  of  Ireland.  The  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  which,  by 
the  way,  I  regard  as  a  rather  halting 
document,  states,  in    referring  to  the 

fenerally  lamentable  condition  of  the 
omes  of  the  labouring  classes,  that  the 
first  thing  which  demands  attention  is 
the  poverty  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
poorest  quarters  of  the  towns,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  relation  borne  by  the 
wages  the  people  receive  to  the  rents 
they  have  to  pay.  To  such  an  extent 
lias  the  evil  of  excessive  rents  gone  that 


even  in  the  parishes  which  have  large 
charities  in  London  the  charities  are 
appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
rent.  It  was  proved  before  the  Royid 
Oommission  that  in  the  rich  London 
parishes  the  very  fact  that  there  are 
large  charities  for  distribution  raised  the 
rents  of  the  wretched  people  who  live 
there.  I  remember  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  worked  hard  in 
one  of  the  parishes  of  London,  at  one 
time  telling  me  that,  after  all  the  labour 
and  money  which  he  and  his  charitable 
friends  expended,  the  result  was  enough 
to  break  his  heart,  because  their  poor 
were  so  looked  after  that  even  the 
charity  bestowed  upon  them  was  the 
means  of  raising  their  rents.  I  main- 
tain that  the  London  landlords  have 
neglected  every  duty,  and  that  they  stand 
condemned  on  the  face  of  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commission.  If  that 
is  so,  a  public  effort  ought  to  be  made 
to  remeay  the  state  of  things.  Private 
efforts  will  be  of  no  use,  and  I  am  well 
aware  that  the  public  efforts  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have  been 
very  costly.  If  there  were  a  better 
system  of  legal  expenditure  in  regard 
to  ascertaining  the  cost  of  property, 
and  if  the  American  system  were,  under 
equitable  conditions,  introduced,  it 
would  be  easy  to  make  it  cheaper  than 
it  is.  But,  whatever  the  cost,  we  cannot 
allow  the  work  to  remain  undone.  The 
present  state  of  things  is  a  source  of 
danger  to  us ;  it  is  a  source  of  disgrace 
to  us.  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
believe  there  was  anyone  who  did  not 
desire  to  see  this  hideous  evil  removed. 
Now  we  have  the  County  Council,  we 
ought  to  give  the  County  Council  power 
to  buy  and  to  let  buildings,  and  deal 
with  the  question  subject  to  two  princi- 
ples— first,  that  every  honest  and  in- 
dustrious man  is  entitled,  as  an 
inhabitant  of  London,  to  have  a  decent 
dwelling  at  a  fair  rent ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  expense  of  making  towns  habi- 
"table  for  tne  toilers  must  be  thrown  on 
the  land  which  their  toil  makes  valuable, 
and  that  without  any  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  owner.  If  the  House  will 
deal  thoroughly  with  this  question, 
I  am  persuaded  we  shall  hear  less  of 
the  unemployed  and  of  ag^cultural  do* 

Sression ;  and,  above  all,  we  shall  not 
ave  those  miserable  dens  which  are 
responsible  for  half  the  crime  of  the 
country.    Hon.    Members  live  in  the 


1455 


Po9r  in 


{COMMONS} 


Lttrg$  T  w^t. 


1456^ 


midst  of  a  city  of  immeasurable  wealth, 
filled  with  splendid  houses  and  over- 
flowing with  luxury,  and  yet  within  a 
few  hundred  yards  of  this  House  there 
is  a  degree  of  misery  which  is  hardly  to 
be  paralleled  in  the  Queen's  Dominions. 
I  wonder  at  the  patience  with  which 
men  endure  this  misery.  It  cannot  be 
supposed  they  will  continue  indefinitely 
to  submit  to  a  system  which  condemns 
them,  their  wives,  and  families,  to  a 
precarious  existence  in  a  wretched  lodg- 
ing, without  much  of  decency  or  hope  of 
improvement.  I  appeal  to  the  sense  of 
justice  and  generosity  of  the  House.  It 
may  be  that  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men now  in  power  may  not  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  this  matter  in  the  spirit 
which  I  think  necessary — I  am  afraid 
the  drift  of  their  policy  lies  in  a  different 
direction  ;  but  I  trust  the  Liberal 
Leaders,  at  all  events,  will  recognize 
that  attention  to  these  social  questions 
in  the  most  important  and  pressing  of 
their  duties,  for,  if  they  decline  so  to 
deal  with  them,  they  will  not  retain, 
and  in  my  opinion  will  not  deserve  to 
retain,  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
♦Mb.  8ET0N-KAER  (St.  Helen's) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  may  fairly  congratulate  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Motion  on 
the  moderate  tone  they  have  displayed 
in  their  speeches  so  far  as  Party  feeHng 
is  concerned.  But  I  am  not  so  sure  we 
can  go  as  far  as  to  do  that  in  re- 
gard to  the  remedies  they  propose. 
Before  referring  to  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  placed  on  the 
Paper.  I  should  like  to  notice  one  or 
two  remarks  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me.  It 
is  not  possible  in  the  four  hours'  debate 
to  consider  all  the  remedies  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  ;  it  is  not  possible 
to  discuss  the  question  of  free  education, 
free  food,  and  free  lodging  for  the 
people,  neither  is  it  possible  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  wholesale  revision  of 
the  land  tenure  in  this  country;  but 
some  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men very  well  deserve  a  passing  notice. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  objection  which 
will  be  raised  against  free  food  and  free 
lodging  is  that  they  would  demoralize 
the  working  classes  of  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T. 
Beid)  indulged  freely  in  the  abuse  of 
landlords,  and  he  has  proposed  as  a 
remedy  a  system  of  compulsory  pur- 
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chase.    I  know  many  hon.  Hembera- 
opposite  look  upon  landlords  as  a  de- 
moralized and  degraded  set    of  men. 
Granting  that  they  are,  I  take  it  we 
must  imagine  they  are  m  the  possesaioni. 
of  ordinary  faculties,  and  therefore  is  it. 
possible  to  conceive  that  landlords  as  Of 
general  class  would  allow  land  to  remain 
in  pasture  if  it  would  pay  them  better 
to  cultivate  it  ?    The  hon.  Mejaber  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhorst)  said  that 
the  population  of  the  great  cities  and. 
towns  of  this  country  is  congested  to  & 
dangerous  degree ;  and  in  that  I  heartily 
agree  with  him.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also- 
pointed  out  that  the  agricultural  districts- 
are  becoming    gradually   depopulated,. 
because  the  people  are  migrating  to  the- 
towns.     In  that  I  also  agree  with  him, 
but  I  wish  the  House  to  remember  what 
it  is  that  gives  rise  to  this  state  of  things.. 
I  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  how 
dense  the  population  is,  and  to  refleot 
upon  the  alarming  manner  in  which  the* 
population  is  increasing.     The  remedies- 
suggested  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  resolution,  will  do  nothing  to  reduce 
the  density  of  the    population.      The 
population    now    numbers    d7,000,000«. 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  put  all  their  reme- 
dies into  operation,   and    the   popula- 
tion will    still  be   37,000,000.      [Hon, 
Members  :  More.]   Yes ;  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  indulge  the  people  with  free- 
food  and  free  education  we  shall  put  a 
premium  upon  an  increase  of  thepopala* 
tion.     The  population  is  now  inoreasing; 
at  the   rate  of  about  1,000   a  day,   or* 
about  370,000  a  year.     lu  another  20 
years  8,000,000  will  have  been  added  to* 
the  population  of  the  United  Kingdom,, 
and  any  remedy  for  this  state  of  thinga 
must  take  this  increase  into  considera* 
tion.     If  there  is  no  doubt  as  to    the 
industrial  and    agricultural    industries^ 
not  being  able  to  support  the  existing - 
population,  can  there  be  any  doubt  ae 
to  their  not  being  able  to  support  the 
population  20  years  hence  ?    We  have 
no  Yellow  River  in  this  country  like- 
the  Chinese  have  in   their    country,    to 
carry      off    millions      of     people      at 
a    time,     and,     therefore,      we     moat 
look  upon  it  as  an  absolute  certainty* 
that  the  population  in  future  will  con- 
stitute  a    tremendous    change  to  the- 
social  condition  of  the  country  unleas 
something  is  done.    The  hon.  Membar 
for  Nottingham  has  attributed  a  oertain^ 
amount  of  the  depopulation  of  the  roraL 
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my  remedy  will  touch  the  agricultural 
labourers    before    they    arrive    at  the 
towns.     Let  me  direct  attention  to  the 
state  of  things  in  Ireland.    Since  the 
g^eat  famine  Ireland  has  gradually  been 
turned  from  an  arable  into  a  pastoral 
country,  because  the  cultivation  of  ths 
land  was  not  found  to  pay.     The  popu- 
lation has  been  reduced  from  9,000,000 
to  4,500,000,  and   that  fact  alone  is  a 
strong  argument  in  support  of  coloniza- 
tion.    This  reduction  of  the  population 
is  exactly  founded  on  the  principle  of  my 
Motion.  I  desire  the  House  to  distinguish 
between   colonization    and   emigration. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid) 
sneered  somewhat  at  emigration;  but 
there  is   a  great   misconception  about 
emigration  and   colonization.     Emigra- 
tion is  simply  the  transportation  of  the 
labourers  of  this  country  to  the  Colonies, 
often    without    the    approval    of   our 
Colonial  Governments;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  colonization  is  not  only  transpor- 
tation across    the    sea,    but    it  is  the 
placing  our  unemployed  labourers  and 
artizans  in  groups  of  families  on  the 
unoccupied    and  fertile   lands    of    our 
Colonies,  at  a  cost  probably  of  £  1 20  a 
family.     Colonization    does    not    mean 
the  pauperizing  of  the  working  classes, 
but  a  good  and  sound  profitable  invest- 
ment.     In    12    or   20  years,    too,   the 
geople  so  transferred  will  very  probably 
ecome  the  owners  of  the  land  they  till. 
Sir,  the  State  Colonization   which   we 
advocate  would  be  more  or  less  based  on 
the    lines  of  the    Crofter    Emigration 
Scheme  which  has  been  started  by  the 
Government.     Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  for  one  moment  to  place  before 
it  the  scheme  which   fhe  Colonization 
Committee  spent  two  Sessions  in  elabo- 
rating, but  which  we  have  never  yet  had 
anopportunity  of  debating  in  this  House. 
The  first  point  in  our  scheme  is  that 
there  shall    be   a   Board    composed   of 
Colonial  Representatives,  as  the  control- 
ling authority ;   secondly,    that  a  fund 
shall  be  raised  under  Imperial  guarantee» 
unless,    indeed,  the   House  suggests  a 
better  scheme  by  way  of  grants  from 
the  Exchequer ;   and,    thirdly,  that  the 
Colonization  Board  shall  have  a  veto  on 
the     families    selected.      Finally,    the 
system    under    which  colonists    would 
become  freeholders  would  be  that  the 


cent,  extending  over  a  number  of  years, 
at  the  end  of  which  the  colonist  would 
become  the   freeholder  of  his    plot  of 
about  1 60  acres.    I  omitted  to  mention 
that  the  Colony  which  we  should  advoate 
as  the  field  for  colonization  would,  in 
the  first  place,  be  Canada,  because  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  is  favour- 
ably   disposed    and   would    g^ve    free 
grants  of  land.     The  sum  required  for 
an  average  family  of  five  persons  for 
transportation,  settlement,  and  mainte- 
nance is  from  £120  to  £150.   There  are 
no  reasons  on  the  face  of  that  scheme 
why  it  should  not  succeed.    It  is  said 
colonization  would  do  too  much  because 
it  would  remove  the  backbone  of  the 
country.     Now  I  take  it  that  the  back- 
bone of  the  country  are  working  men  in 
honest  employment  earning  wages.    But 
those  are  men  we  do  not  want  to  colonize 
and  who  do  not  want  to  be  colonized.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  are  thousands  of 
unemployed  crofters  and  artizans  who 
at  the    present    moment    constitute    a 
source    of    weakness    rather    than    of 
strength  to  this  country,  and  they  there- 
fore cannot  be  described  as  the  back 
bone  of  the  country.     But  they  would 
be  a  source  of  strength  to  the  empire  if 
they  and  their  families  were  transferred 
to  the  Colonies,  where  they  would  have 
elbow  room,  and  where  on  fertile,  virgin 
soil,  in  a  healthy  climate,  they  would 
have  opened  up  to  them  a   career  of 
prosperity.      Again,  we  are  told  that 
colonization  would  do    too   little,   and 
that  even  if  the  mere  bagatelle  of  one 
or  two  thousand  families   a-year  were 
transported   beyond  the  seas,  it  would 
make    no    sensible  impression  on  the 
population  at  home.  But  does  any  other 
scheme  which  has  been  mooted  g^ve  an 
opening  for  aujrthing  like  one  or  two 
thousand  families  a  year  ?    Sir,  this  is  a 
work  which  can  only  be  done  by  the  State. 
It  has  been  asked,  why  not  leave  it  to 
private  enterprize  ?    Four  well  managed 
colonization  experiments  have  been  tried 
since  1883,  but  in  the  last  five  years 
they  have  only  succeeded  in  transporting 
100  families.     I  believe  the  emigration 
of  children  has  been  conducted  on  a  large 
scale,  and  I  am  glad  that  that  has  been 
the  case,  but  of  what  use  are  these  com- 
paratively miserable  results  when  thou- 
sands have  to  be  dealt  with?  We  have  to 
deal  with  thousands  of  starving  croften 
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oentres  of  population  who  are  uaable  to 
obtain  emploTment.  We  ha?e  also  to 
deal,  on  the  other  hand,  with  a  vast 
stretch  of  Colonial  property  of  something 
like  1000  million  acres  available  for 
colonization ;  and  how  in  such  condi- 
tions can  private  enterprize  do  more 
than  touch  the  fringe  of  the  subject? 
Sir,  it  is  not  for  me  to  go  into  the  wider 
advantages  which  I  claim  for  this 
scheme  of  colonization;  but  I  should 
like  for  one  moment  to  compare  it  with 
the  scheme  of  migration  or  compulsory 
purchase.  I  know  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  represent  crofter  interests  have 
preferred  migration  to  emigration  to  the 
Colonies ;  but  where,  I  ask,  are  you 
going  to  get  the  land  to  which  you  can 
migrate  the  congested  population  of  the 
Highlands  ?  Why,  before  a  generation 
has  passed,  every  acre  will  be  occu- 
pied. I  can  assure  you  that  for  every 
acre  you  have  at  home  you  can  find 
hundreds  of  acres  of  fresh  virgiu  soil  in 
Canada  and  British  Columbia  and  North 
Western  Australia,  which  offer  far 
greater  advantages  to  the  settler.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  quantity  of  land 
which  can  be  obtained,  and  the  terms 
on  which  it  may  be  secured,  offer  ad- 
vantages far  above  any  system  of  com- 
pulsory purchase  at  home.  The  two 
canuot  be  mentioned  in  the  same  breath. 
Moreover,  where  are  you  going  to  get  the 
money  for  your  migration  scheme  ? 
Why,  you  will  be  taking  the  ratepayers* 
money,  and  usiug  it  in  a  most  unprofit- 
able experiment.  By  sending  families 
to  the  Colonies  you  will  be  increasing 
the  market  for  home- manufactured 
goods.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  few  figures.  The  Qermans 
buy  English  goods  to  the  extent  of  about 
8s.  worth  per  head,  the  French  9s. 
worth,  and  Americans  10s.  But  the 
Canadian  colonist  buys  £2  worth, 
South  African  £it  and  Australian 
£8.  In  other  words  the  successful 
colonist  is  worth  from  four  to  16  times 
as  much  to  the  home  producer  as  the 
foreigner.  Therefore,  the  scheme  of  colo- 
nization which  I  advocate  will  be  to  the 
advantage  of  our  home  trade.  From 
1882  to  1885  a  sum  of  £44,000  was 
spent  in  emigrating  9,500  persons  from 
Ireland;  but,  unfortunately,  75  per 
cent  of  those  have  been  sent  to  the 
United  States,  where  they  are  lost  to 
the  Mother  Country.  As  an  instance'of 
the  value  of  colonization,  I  may  mention 
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that  one  family,  aentout  many  ymn 
since,  now  numbers  in  its  deaoradaati 
over  500  people,  and  spends  £1,500  or 
£  1 ,600  annually  on  the  parohase  of  Bzi- 
tish  goods ;  thus,ib^  senaing  peopleto  our 
own  Colonies,  we  increase  our  powers  ol 
employment  at  home.  I  think,  Sir,  I 
h^ve  shown  that  colonisation  is  a  dirvet 
practical  remedv,  and  one  worthy  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  It  will  not 
only  relieve  density  of  population,  but 
it  will  find  an  outlet  for  the  nnemployed 
labourers  on  the  land  who  would  ofber- 
wise  migrate  to  the  large  centres  of 
population.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  as  to  the  deplorable 
contrasts  of  our  social  condition  at  pre- 
sent. On  the  one  hand,  we  haye  a 
small  minority  who  have  more  money 
than  they  know  what  to  do  with;  on 
the  other,  we  have  a  large  majority 
engaged  in  a  struggle  for  bare  existence. 
If  this  state  of  things  is  allowed  to  con- 
tinue, there  may  be  a  very  rude  awaken- 
ing ere  another  generation  has  passed 
away.  Colonization  affords  a  direct  and 
practical  remedy  for  the  overcrowded 
population;  but  time  is  of  very  ffreat 
importance.  We  have  in  Canada  a 
magnificent  stretch  of  country,  opened 
up  by  railway.  If  Great  Britain  does 
not  utilize  the  vast  tracts  in  her  Colonies, 
alien  nations  will  utilize  them,  and 
their  place  can  never  be  supplied.  Even 
now  we  find  that  Qermans,  Swedes,  and 
Russians  are  settling  on  these  lands, 
and  we  know  from  the  fact  that  they 
send  home  more  money  than  is  sent  out^ 
that  they  are  prosperous,  and  are 
inducing  their  friends  to  join  them.  At 
one  time  it  was  said  that  our  Colonies 
were  au  incumbrance,  and  some  political 
wise  acres  committed  themselves  to  a 
policy  of  disintegration.  But  the  sound 
policy  is  to  people  our  Colonies  with 
our  own  fiesh  and  blood.  I  am  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  GovemmeDt  have  set 
on  foot,  in  a  small  way,  a  scheme  of 
colonization  for  the  crofters.  I  do  not 
say  this  is  the  only  remedy,  but  it  is 
certainly  one  of  the  principal  remedies 
for  the  great  social  evils  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  resolution 
alluded.  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  what 
the  Government  have  to  say  on  a  subject 
which  is  well  worthy  of  their  serious 
consideration,  aud  how  far  they  purpose 
to  extend  their  present  scheme  of  Crofter 
Colonization.  1  believe  we  have  here 
a  really  solid  remedy,  which  will  do  a 
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great  deal  to  meet  the  difficulties  with 
"which  we  have  to  deal  in  this  country, 
and  one  which  I  believe  the  Oolonies 
will  co-operate  with  us  in  bringing  out ; 
and,  therefore,  I  urge  the  Oovernment 
to  give  it  their  most  careful  considera- 
^on.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  House  fully  recognizes  the  danger  to  the 
well-being  of  the  State  caused  by  the  chronic 
poyerty  and  overcrowding  of  great  numbers  of 
the  people  liring  in  London  and  the  larger 
cities  and  towns  of  Ghreat  Britain,  and  is  of 
opinion  that,  in  the  consideration  and  develop- 
ment by  the  Government  of  some  well-devised 
scheme  of  State  Colonization,  an  effective  and 
practical  remedy  for  this  state  of  things  can  be 
found,  whereby  an  outlet  for  our  unemployed 
agricultural  class  now  migrating  annually  to 
our  large  cities  and  towns,  and  increasing  the 
want  and  poverty  there,  will  be  provided,  the 
large  tracts  of  fertile  and  unoccupied  lands  in 
our  Colonies  will  be  profitably  utilized,  and  the 
evils  arising  from  over-popiilation  and  agri- 
•  cultural  depression  at  home  will  be  relieved." 
— (Jfr.  SeUm-Xarr.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
•Question." 

♦Mr.  S.  GEDGE  (Stockport) :  I  rise 
to  second  the  Amendment.  Of  course, 
all  of  us  will  thoroughly  agree  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  original 
Besolution  and  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  seconded  it,  so  far  as  they  confined 
themselves  to  dilating  upon  evils  which 
we  all  desire  to  alleviate.  But  it  is  an 
old  oratorical  trick  to  talk  very  much 
about  the  evils,  and  then  assume  that 
all  who  deplore  those  evils  must  agree 
in  the  value  of  the  remedy  which  is 
proposed  for  them.  It  seems  to  me, 
after  listening  carefully  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, that  the  remedies  which  he  pro- 
posed would  tend  to  aggravate  the  evils 
rather  than  to  prevent  or  diminish 
them.  The  particular  evils  which  he 
pointed  out  in  his  Hesolution  were  the 
depletion  of  the  agricultural  population 
and  the  congestion  of  our  large  towns, 
and  liis  desire  is  to  check  the  first  and  to 
relieve  the  second.  But  I  find  the 
remedies  which  are  suggested  in  the 
Besolution  are  not  such  as  might  have 
been  expected  from  the  hon.  Member. 
We  find  he  suggests  that  because  of  the 
-depopulation  of  the  agricultural  districts 
.and  of  the  congestion  of  the  town  popu- 


lations, we  ought  to  begin  by  giving 
free  education  and  free  meals.     But  we 
have  seen  that  this  can  only  be  done 
economically  when  the  meals  are  given 
in    large    quantities,   and  I  thinPthe 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Reso- 
lution   has    pretty  well  answered  the 
suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
proposed  it,  for  he  showed  us  most  dis- 
tinctly that  wherever   you  g^ve  much 
charity   there   rents  increase.      Bents, 
like  the  prices  of  goods,  depend  upon  the 
laws  of  supply  and  demand,  and  they 
can  only  be  increased  by  the  landlord, 
because  a  larger  number  of  people  go 
into   the  towns  where  the  houses  are 
situated.     This  increase  is  likely  to  occur 
in  towns  where,  as  has  been  suggested, 
charity    is    more    freely     distributed. 
These  are  the  causes  which  lead  to  the 
rise    of   rents,    and    I    maintain    that 
if    in    any    place    you    give    charity, 
either  in  the  form  of  free  education  and 
free  dinners  for  the  children  or  money 
gifts,    there   will  come  an  increase  of 
population    in    that    place   which   will 
enable    the    landlords    to   raise  rents. 
Therefore,    the    result    of   giving  free 
education  and  free  meals  will   be  not 
to  diminish  or  to  relieve,   but  to  gra- 
dually increase  the  congestion  of  the 
town  populations.      Well,  we  are  told 
that  a  great  deal  of  this  evil  has  resulted 
from  the  introduction  of  machinery.     I 
remember  that  many  jears  ago  I  stood 
on  the  same  platform  as  a  fine  old  Tory 
of  the   g^od  old  school,  who  told    us 
all  the  evils  of  the  present  day  resulted 
from  the  introduction  of  machinery  and 
the    employment    of   capital.     I   have 
never  heard  that  argument  since  until 
to-night  I  heard  it  from  the  lips  of  the 
hon.   Member  for  Nottingham,  and  I 
did  not  expect  to  hear  such  an  argument 
from  him.     He  certainly  is  the  last  man 
I    should    have  expected  to  attribute 
these     evils    to    the    introduction    of 
machinery.    He  seems  to  have  forgotten 
that  at  least  as  much  labour  must  have 
been  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
machinery  as  is  employed  in  the  growth 
of  com.      file  told  us  it  was  a  very  bad 
thing  that  the  agricultural     labourers 
should  leave  their  farms  and  go  to  the 
towns,  because  they  might  have  grown 
com   which   now  had   to  be    imported 
from  abroad.     But  I  should  like  to  ask 
him,  as  a  Free  Trader,  with  what  he 
supposes  we  pay  for  the  com  which  we 
obtain  from  aoroad*    Surely  we    pay 
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for  it  with    the  things  manufactured 
by  these  men.     I  should  have  supposed 
that     the     reason      why     these    men 
came  to  the  towns  to  work  there  instead 
of  staying  in  their  country  villages  pro- 
ducing corn  was  simply  this — that  they 
find  they  can   earn    more    money    by 
working  in  the  towns  than  they  are  able 
to  earn   by    growing  com,   and  there- 
fore   they     can    in    this    way    obtain 
for  the  same  labour  more  of  the  corn 
more    cheaply    in    foreign    countries. 
How,  then,  such  a  contention  could  have 
come  from  the  lips  of  a  Free  Trader 
passes  my  comprehension.     It  seems  to 
me  that  so  lon^  as  we  can  make  more 
cheaply     machines,     and     buy      more 
cheaply  com   which  is  produced  else- 
where,   that    is    the   most    economical 
use    we     can     make    of    our    labour. 
Then  we  are  told  that  the  large  landed 
estates  must  be  got  rid  of  in  order  to 
secure  a  more  equable  distribution  of 
wealth.     But  as  we  were  told  last  year 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  at 
the    present  time  there   is    a    general 
tendency   to  diminish  large   accumula- 
tions  of   property     and     wealth,    and 
to   more  equally  distribute  them ;  and, 
therefore,  what  is  going  on  under  the 
operation  of  natural  laws  should  not  be 
interfered  with ;   it  is  better  to  allow  it 
to  proceed,  rather  than  to  interfere  with 
it  by  artificial  laws.    The  evidence  before 
the  Committee  on  Town  Holdings  shows 
dearly  ihat  the  large  estates  are  by  far 
the  best  managed.     The  houses  are  the 
best  on  the  large  estates ;  there  is  less 
poverty   on   those  estates,   and   if   you 
want   to  find   broken-down,    wretched, 
ruinous,    and  disgraceful    houses,   you 
must  look,   not  at  the  property  of  the 
large  landlord,  but  at  property  belong- 
ing  to    very  small  holders.     Another 
suggestion   is   that  we  should   enfran- 
chise  the  leaseholds.      But  if  you  do 
this,    and    houses    are    thereby   made 
cheaper,  which  the  hon.  Member  expects, 
but    I     do     not,    to     be    the    result, 
you  will  gradually  increase  the  popula- 
tions in  the  large  towns  and  you  will  inten- 
sify the  evils  which  you  now  complain 
of.    The   only    desirable    way   of   re- 
moving the  population  of  agricultural 
districts  is  to  give  them  better  places  to 
go  to.     Why  are  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts depopulated  ?    Because  it  is  found 
that  you  can  raise  the  products  of  the 
country    by   machinery    with   far   less 
labour    than    before.    Therefore,   the 
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people    of   the    agricultural    districts, 
wanting  employment,  will  come  to  the 
towns  unless  you  provide  them  better 
places  to  go  to.     It  is  said  that  if  you 
have  small  holdings  you  will  have  larger 
crops,  and  more  labour  will  be  employed. 
I  venture  to  submit  that  almost  uni- 
versal experience  is  against  that.     True, 
a  small  holding  which  comes  as  an  ad- 
dition to  the  man's  wages  is  a  desirable 
thing  to  have.     But  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  seems  altogether  to  ignore  that 
last    year    we   passed    an    Allotments 
Act.     [^Laughter.']    Tou  laugh,  but  it  is 
the  experience  of  landlords  all  over  the 
country  that  there  are  more  sellers  of 
land  in    the    market   than    there  are 
purchasers;    it  is   the    unwilling  pur- 
chasers who   are  scarce,  not   the   un- 
willing sellers.     Landowners  are  only 
too     ready     to     sell.       But    on     this 
question  of   small    holdings,   I   would, 
point  out  that  large  capital    produces 
large  returns,  and  small  holdings,  com- 
paratively, do  not  pay.     Common  sense- 
and  experience  are  against  them.     The 
system  has  been  tried  in  France,  where 
the  women  become  prematurely  old  from 
hard  work  in  the  fields ;  and  I  hope  it 
will    to  long   before    we  come  to   that 
state    of    things.      It  is  said — **  Why 
should     we     expatriate     these     poor 
people?"     If  the  Irish  Channel  were 
filled    up    and    became    fertile    land, 
should  we  not  gladly  send    people    to- 
occupy  it  ?     Why  not,  then,  send  them 
across  the  water?     How  small  is  the 
world  now,  through  the  introduction  of 
steam    and   electricity !      A   man  may 
leave  his  home  and  go  to  the  most  dis- 
tant parts  with  more  ease  and  comfort 
than  in  former  days  he  could  perform, 
the  Journey  to  the  North  of  Scotland  or 
to  Ireland.     And  a  man  is  not  expa- 
triated who  goes  to  any  of  our  Colonies 
and  continues  to  live  there  as  a  subject 
of  Her  Majesty. 

Mb.  a.  ACLAND  (Botherham) :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  shall  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  very  shortly,  and  I  would  only 
sav   that  if    the    Irish    Channel  were- 
fiUed  up,  and  people  wanted  to  oooapy 
it,  they   would  go  without    any   State- 
loan  to  help  them.     Now,  the  question 
before  us  is  based  really  ou  the  reia-^ 
tions  between  town  and  country,  and  I 
want  to  say  one  word  or  two  on  that  sub-- 
ject — what  is  the    influence  upon    iinr 
great    towns    of    an    influx  from  the 
country  to  the  towns,  and  what  is  th^ft 
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influence  upon  the  country  districts  of 
what  is  called  depopulation?  There  have 
been  some  yery  interesting  figures  upon 
this  question,  and  some  are  going  to  be 
published  in  a  series  of  essays  or  articles 
upon  the  life  of  the  poor,  especially  in 
the  East  of  London.  I  believe  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  has  already  seen,  or  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  on  this  subject, 
the  work  of  Mr.  Henry  Smith;  and  I 
have  also  seen  published  an  interesting 
collection  of  statistics  by  Mr.  Charles 
Booth,  a  most  able  statistician,  who  has 
done  valuable  work  in  connection  with 
this  subject.  There  are  one  or  two 
points  I  should  like  to  draw  attention 
to  in  connection  with  this  matter.  If 
we  take  London,  we  find  that 
there  is  a  larger  proportion  of  country- 
born  people  in  Loudon  than  there  is  of 
London- born  people  in  the  country. 
There  are  37   per  cent  of  country- bom 

£eople  in  London,  and  only  28  per  cent  of 
00 don- born    people  in    the    country. 
But  we  have  a  constant  movement  to  and 
fro.     People  talk  much — too  much — as 
if    there    was  merely  a  flow  from  the 
country  into  the  towns,  and  as  if  there 
was  no  back  current.     That  is  not  the 
case.     On  the  other  hand  some  people 
imagine  that  the  influx  is  much  larger 
than  it  really  is.     If  you  take  London  as 
a  whole,  and  look  at  the  Census  of  1871 
and  the  Census   of    1881,   and    if  you 
simply   take  the  births  and  deaths   in 
London,    and  the  natural    increase    of 
population   which  will  come  from  that, 
and  if  you  ask  how  large  is  the  popula- 
tion in  addition — namely,  the  men  coming 
from  the  country,  you  will  find  that  it  is 
only  about  100,000  in  10  years,  or  about 
10,000  a  year.     I  fancy  many   people 
thought  the  surplusage  was  very  much 
larger  than    that.     If  you   take   East 
London,  it  will  be  found,  if  you  cal- 
culate the  births  and  deaths,  that  even 
a  less  number  of  people  have  come  to  it 
from  the  country  in  that  interval  of  ten 
years.     It  is  very   important  that  we 
should  have  the  facts  of  the  case  before 
us.     It  is  perfectly  clear  that  there  has 
been  a  large  influx  from  the  country 
districts  into  various  town  districts,  but 
not  necessarily  into  London,  and  still 
less     necessarily    into     Ektst    London. 
There   has   been   great  crowding   into 
places  like  East  Ham  and  districts  of 
that  sort.   No  doubt,  enormous  numbers 
of  people  have  gone  from  villages  to ' 


towns,  but  not  necessarily  to  London^ 
or  even  East  London.     They  have  been 
filling  up  all  sorts  of  new,    populous, 
quasi  town  districts;  but,  so  far  as  we 
know,  the  agricultural  population  which 
has  left  during  that    10  years  is  not 
large ;  at  any  rate,  there  has  not  been 
an  actual  decrease  of  the  agricultural 
population  of  more  than  1  per  cent.  Now 
I  want  to  go  to  what  the  result  of  this 
has  been  upon  London ;  and  I  take  it 
that  this  is  very  much  misconceived ;  in 
fact   there  are   words   in    the  Amend- 
ment   just    moved    which     I    believe 
to    be    entirely  incorrect.,    stating  that 
the  aericultural  class    now  emigrating 
into  the  large  cities  and  towns  are  in- 
creasing   the    want    and    poverty.     I 
believe   that  is  an  entire   mistake.     I 
believe  that  if  the  country  people  did 
not  come  into  the  towns  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  and  grave  disaster  to  the 
towns  and  to  the  whole  country  itself. 
Now,    there  have  been  some  very   in- 
teresting figures  on  this  matter.     T  will 
just  take  one  or  two  of  them.     It  has 
been  shown  that  if  you  take  the  crimi- 
nal class,  the  working  class,  and  the  poor 
dockyard  labourers,  you  will  find  among 
them  a  larger  number  of  people  born  ia 
London,  or  of  people  who  have  been  10 
or  "20  years  in  London,  than  of  country^ 
born   people.     And    if    you    take    the 
stronger  people,  those  who   make  the 
better  wa&;es,  policemen,  men  employed 
in  the  building  trade,  or  by  contractors, 
or  engaged  on  heavy  jobs  for  big  con- 
tractors,   statistics   show,   and    a   very 
great  deal  of  probable  calculation  shows 
also,  that  there  is  a  very  much  larger 
proportion   of    country- bred  people   in 
those  employments  than  of   town-bred 
people.     What  Mr.  Ogle  said  in  his  in- 
teresting Paper  on  this  subject  the  other 
day  is  probably  true.     He  says — 

"There  is  a  constant  migration  into  the 
towns  of  the  piok  of  the  agricoltoral  popu- 
lations, and  there  mast  result  from  this— as 
there  is  a  higher  mortality  in  the  towns  than 
there  is  in  the  country — a  general  deterioration 
of  the  whole,  inasmuch  as  the  more  energetic 
and  vigorous  members  of  the  community  are 
consumed  more  rapidly  than  the  rest  ox  the 
population.  The  system  is  one  that  leads  to 
the  suryival  of  the  unfittest.*' 

The  best  of  our  country  people  leave  the 
country  districts,  leaving  the  weaker 
ones  behind.  They  go  into  the  town  and 
they  become  London- bred  people  in 
time;  and  they  bear  children,  who  iit 
their  turn  bear  children,  and  become 
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London-bred   people,    and  they  begin 
.  cpraduaHy,  more  or  less,  to  s|nk  lower 

•  down.    Well,  if  that  is  true,  it  is  a  very 

•  serious  state  of  things ;  and  it  is  from 
ihat  point  of  yiew,  tiie  quality  of  the 

\  people  in  our  towns,  that  1  wish  to  treat 

-  the  question.  Now,  Mr.  Charles  Booth 
has  made  a  most  interesting  analysis  of 

>  the  condition  of  the  people  in  the  East 
End  of  London.  Basing  his  inquiry 
on  the  work  of  the  Sohool  Board  visitors 
and  other  careful  calculations,  he  has 
come  to  this  conclusion.  He  divides 
the  population  into  three  portions,  and 
he  finds  in  the  centre,  about  40 
per  cent  of  fairly  to-do  working  men, 
with  regular  standard  earnings,  and, 
Above  that  40  per  cent,  25  per  cent  of 

•  a  higher  class  of  labour— an  upper  and 
lower  middle-class.  We  have  nothing  to 

-  do  with  that  25  per  cent,  nor  have  we 
anything  to  do  with  the  40  per  cent 
xniddle-dass  standard,  wage-earning  la- 
bourers. But  we  are  concerned  with  the 
85  per  cent  which  are  below  the  40  per 
oent.  These  are  the  poor,  some  very  poor 
— all  of  them  more  or  less  poor.  Mr.  Ogle 
takes  these  85  per  cent,  and  he  sub- 
divides them.   He  takes  the  lowest  class, 

'  which  is  called  the  dangerous  class,  and 
lie  says  about  them  that  their  proportion 
is  very  small  indeed — not  more  than  1 
or  2  per  cent.  Above  that  there  come 
the  shiftless  people — people  who  are 
very  often  not  fit  to  work  if  they  could 
get  it  to  do,  and  who  have  got  into  the 
habit  of  leaving  work  even  when  they 

fet  it.  This  class  is  about  12  per  cent, 
hen  there  comes  the  intermittent  earn- 
ing people,  who  suffer  from  every  kind 
of  depression.  These  are  8  per  cent. 
'  Then  comes  the  small  wage-earning 
people,  whose  wages  are  very  small. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  a  serious  thing, 
although,  for  my  part,  I  take  no  pessi- 
mist view  of  the  matter,  although  we  are 
making  such  slow  progress,  that  there 
should  be  35  per  cent  of  the  population 
of  East  London  who  may  be  called  poor, 

•  or  very  poor.  There  are  at  least 
100,000  of  that  class  who  are  constantly 
verfi;ing  on  want  and  deep  distress,  and 
probably  the  number  is  something  like 
800,000  in  London,  taking  them  as  a 
whole.  What  we  have  to  consider  is 
the  best  way  in  which  we  can  lessen  the 
number  of  these  people.  First  of  all, 
we  have  to  bear  in  mind  that  they  are 
not  the  lowest  in  the  scale,  but  that 
there  is  a  drift  which  works  down  from 
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the  other  classes  in  all  sorts  of  ways. 
It  is  the  popular  idea  that  a  great  many 
of  the  country  people  who  come  into 
large  towns,  and  are  in  a  miserable  and 
wretched  condition,  at  once  j  oin  the  lowest 
class.  I  believe  that  that  notion  is  untrue, 
although  there  is  no  doubt  that  some  of 
them  get  into  the  lowest  class  at  once ; 
but  the  bulk  of  them  have  this  advan- 
tage, that  however  poor  may  have  been 
their  food,  they  have  lived  in  the  fresh 
air  and  are  men  of  stronger  build,  with 
more  power  and  muscle  than  the  town 
men  with  whom  they  come  to  compete. 
It  is  sad  to  think  that  many  of  the 
modern  inventions  and  rapid  develop- 
ments of  industry  on  which  we  pride  our- 
selves have  only  tended  to  aad  to  the 
class  which  goes  drifting  downwards. 
One  of  the  rising  American  economistSi 
General  Walker,  has  said — 

'*  If  we  consider  the  population  of  the  most 
squalid  section  of  any  city  we  can  only  conclude 
that,  contrary  to  the  assumption  of  the  economists, 
the  more  miserable  men  are,  the  less,  and  not  the 
more,  likely  they  are  to  seek  and  find  a  better 
place  in  society." 

The  rapid  changes  of  fashion  and  the 
innovations  made  in  modern  improve- 
ments, have  a  tendency  to  weaken  the 
industrial  worker  through  no  fault  of 
his  own.  I  have  nothing  in  the  shape 
of  a  complete  remedy  to  offer  for  these 
things.  Our  society  is  so  complex,  and 
its  evils  are  so  difficult  to  deal  with,  that 
I  always  suspect  the  man  who  has  a 
panacea  to  offer.  But  I  think  that  in 
our  country  districts  more  might  be  done 
than  has  yet  been  done  to  retain  some 
of  those  men  whom  we  do  not  want  to  go 
into  the  towns,  and  to  improve  tne 
quality  of  some  of  those  who  stay. 
With  regard  to  the  reform  of  the  system 
of  land  tenure,  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
hoQ.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries 
say  it  is  so  simple  a  matter.  Some  years 
ago  the  present  Premier,  speaking  of 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
said  that  Mr.  Gbschen  wished  to  make 
the  transfer  of  land  as  easy  as  the  trans- 
fer of  Consols,  which  showed  that  Mr* 
Goscheo  knew  more  about  Consols  than 
he  knew  about  land.  Even,  howeveti 
if  we  had  free  land  we  should  not 
have  got  to  the  bottom  of  this  question. 
I  hope  that  more  will  be  done  in  the 
villages  to  encourage  the  people  to  live 
there.  There  is  a  Committee  now  siting 
on  the  question  of  small  holdings.  Any 
artificial  attempt  to  create  them  would  D6 
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an  attempt  that  is  not  very  likely 
to  succeed,  but  if  that  same  Com- 
mittee could  encourage  tenants  to 
purchase  where  it  is  desirable  to 
purchase,  and  encouraged  a  few  inde- 
pendent articans  and  labourers  living 
in  the  villages  to  buy  cottages  for  them- 
selves if  opportunity  were  offered,  I 
think  they  would  be  doiue  a  better 
thing.  Having  had  considerable  practical 
experience  myself,  I  would  say  that 
many  of  our  model  villages,  though  they 
bear  evidence  of  the  philanthropy  and 

good- will  of  many  of  our  landlords,  are 
y    no  means  the    villages    which  are 
producing  the  vigour  and  the  force  and 
the  independence  in  our  country  people 
that  is  wanted,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  I  prefer  to  the  model  village 
the  open  village  which  is  not  under  the 
kindly  and  benevolent  despotism  of  one 
big  man.     I  look  to  the  time  when  local 
authorities  will  have  power  to  see  whether 
there   are  men  who  wish   to  buy  and 
own    their   cottages,    and   that  is    the 
reason    why  I    urge    the  question   of 
village  government.     On  the  subject  of 
State  .'cans,  I  think  we  had  much  better 
try  all  we  can  to  help  the  poor  people 
by  private  moneys  before  we  attempt  to 
run  the  risk  of  failure  from  the  State. 
State  workshops  have  not  yet  succeeded 
anywhere.    It  is  of  no  use  to  invite  the 
chainmakers    to    form     a    large    local 
Industrial  Board   and  then  fancy  they 
are  going  to  succeed.    They  must  begin 
on  a  small  scale.     Some  hon.  Members 
and  others  are  making  an  effort  in  that 
direction,  and  I  have  enough  faith  in 
hon.  Members   and  others    to    believe 
that  they  will   find    the    few  thousand 
pounds  necessary  to  make  a  small  co- 
operative beginning.     If  a  co-operative 
factory  can    succeed   on  good  business 
lines,  I  have  no  fear  of  more  money  not 
beins;  forthcoming.     On  the  question  of 
the  hours  of  labour   we  must  be  sure 
that  we  have  the  working  men  on  our 
side,  and  I  should  like  to  see  an  inquiry 
into  what  the    great  mass   of  actively 
employed   working    men  think  on  the 
subject.    In  this    House    we    may   do 
much  not  so  much  by  legislation  as  by 
showing  the  people  that  the    eyes   of 
the  House  of  Cfonmions   are   open  to 
many    evils   that     can    be     removed. 
On  that  point  I  confess  I  am  cordially, 
heartily,  with  those  who  are  working  with 
the  hon.  Member.    But  should  not  the 
House  have  done  something  during  the 


last  few  years  to  lift  these  people  wha 
have  sunk  up  to  the  level  again ;  to  en- 
courage those  more  capable  workmen 
who  are  banded  together   in  unions ; 
and    encourage  and  make  their  Uvea 
more  hopeful,  more  helpful,  to  those 
below  ?     Closely  connected  with  these 
evils,  the  source   of  much  of  the  evil 
is  the  question  of  drink.     I  say,  with- 
out hesitation,  that  for  this  Government 
to  go  out  of  power  without  having  at- 
tempted to  deal  with  this  question  of 
drink  will  be  to  commit  a  very  serioua 
breach  of  duty.    You  had  an  oppor- 
tunity last  year;  and  if  you  thought 
your  proposal  right,  and  that  it  was 
approved  by  the  countiy,  why  did  you 
not  put  it  through  ?    For  some  reason 
the  Gk)vernment  ascertained    that  the 
country  did  not  think  it  right,  and  so 
they  dropped  their  proposal.     But  they 
lost  a  great  opportumty ;   they  might 
have  settled  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion and  everything  else.    I  know  that 
some  extreme  temperance  men  think  we 
can  get  rid  of  that  altogether,  but  I  am 
not  one  of  those.     Sooner  or  later  there 
must  be  compromise ;    and    the    time 
having  been  settled  over  which  compen- 
sation should  extend  might  have  been 
running  out ;    but  now    the    question 
that  lies  at  the  root  of  this  difficulty 
may  remain  untouched  for  four,  five,  or 
six  years.     The  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  a  speech  at    Edin- 
burgh  in  1885,  said  that  if  Sir  WUfrid 
Lawson's  scheme  was  capable  of  being^ 
carried  to  an  end  it  would  do  more  to 
empty    our    workhouses    than  all  the 
schemes  of  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings.    Upon 
that  precise  point  I  will  not  exnress  any 
opinion, but  Ido  ag^ee  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the  ereat  impor- 
tance   of   temperance    and    education 
in     regard    to    this    social    problem. 
In  proportion  as  we  strengthen  the  fibre 
and   increase    the  intelligence  of  our 
population,  we  shall  certainly  increase 
the  wealth  of  the  country.  Doing  that,  we 
do  the  best  thing  we  can  to  remedy  one 
great  source  of  evil.    I  think  we  are  all 
agreed.     I  do  not  think  the  Government 
need  fear  the  country,  but  what  is  their 
position?    The  new  Code  does  not,  so 
far  as  we  can  see,  alter  the  curriculum, 
there   is    no    proposition    for    evening^ 
schools,  and  tne  Technical  Education 
Bill  twice  mentioned  in  the   Queen's- 
Speech  is  now  dropped.       It  is  dis^ 
appointing  to  find  so  little  has  been. 
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done,  but  I  only  hope  something  will  be 
done  before  the  Government  go  out  of 
power.  It  is  our  duty,  with  our  advan- 
tages derived  from  the  rapid  industrial 
development  of  the  last  50  years,  to 
lessen  the  grievances  of  the  poor  who 
have  suffered  so  much.  That  is  the 
duty  lying  before  us.  To  remedy  the 
evils  of  drink  and  to  increase  the  means 
of  education  may  seem  but  small 
remedies  to  apply  to  all  these  troubles, 
but  at  least  these  things  are  something 
tangible  we  can  do,  and,  I  say,  let  us 
put  our  hands  to  the  work  as  quickly  as 
'iK}Ssible 

Thb  secretary  to  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT    BOARD    (Mr.    W. 
LoNO,  Wilts,  Devizes) :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  at  the  commence- 
ment of  his  remarks  introducing    this 
Resolution,  expressed  a  hope  that  he  had 
not  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
matters  unworthy  its  careful  considera- 
tion.     I   will  venture    to    say,    apart 
altogether  from  the  value  and  the  im- 
portance  of  the  question   raised,    the 
hon.    Member's    Motion    would    have 
been    more    than   justified    if   it    had 
produced  nothing   besides   the   speech 
to     which     we     have    just     listened. 
The    hon.     Member    who     has     just 
spoken  has  succeeded  in  raising   this 
discussion  to  a  higher  level,  and    has 
brought  to  the    consideration   of  this 
question  an  amount  of  practical  know- 
ledge, combined  with  careful,    intelli- 
gent research,  couched  in  such  language 
mat  the  House  has  listened  with   in- 
terest, and  our  thanks  are  due  to  him. 
Li  that  speech  the  hon.  Member  made 
more  than  one  useful  suggestion ;  and, 
if  I  do  not  refer  to  them  in  detail,  I 
hope  he  will  understand  it  is  not  be- 
cause I  do  not  give  them  the  importance 
thi^y  deserve,  but  because  the  time  at  our 
disposal  does  not  allow  me  to   do  so. 
With  regard  to  his  references  to   the 
Land  Question  and  to   the  conditions 
existing  in  rural  districts,  I  do  not  feel 
4)alled  upon  to  defend  those  conditions, 
but  I  do  feel  bound  to  express  my  be- 
lief that  the  great  majority  of  land- 
lords are  nu>st  desirous  so  to  alter  the 
4X>nditions  of  rural  cottage  tenants  as  to 
give  them  a  feeling  of  greater  security 
and  independence,  and  that  they  have 
the  same    rights,  and  privileges   with 
other  citizens  of  this  great    country. 
The    hon.    and    learned    Member   for 
Dumfries,  who  seconded  the  Resolutioni 
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did  not,  I  think,  approach  the  subject 
with  the  same  amount  of  knowledge  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rotherham,  and 
he  introduced  in  his  references  to  land- 
lords as  a  class  an  amount  of  acrimony 
hardly  necessary  in  a  debate   of  this 
kind.     I  can    hardly   think  my  hon. 
Friend   was  really  serious  in  some  of 
his  statements.    First  of  all,  my  hon. 
Friend  said  there  was  a  constant  flovr 
of  labourers  from  the  country  to  the 
towns,  and  he  followed  that  by  a  state- 
ment that  the  labourers  could  not  get 
cottages.      If,     however,     agricultural 
labourers  were  constantly  going  to  the 
towns,  and  if  fresh  labourers  were  not 
taking    their    places,    there    must    be 
vacant  cottages,  or  else  the  cottages  in 
which  labourers   formerly  lived   must 
have  been  pulled   down.     The    state- 
ment that  labourers  could  not  procure 
cottages  is  not,  I  believe,  borne  out  by 
evidence,  and,  in  my  opinion,  the  hon. 
Member  for   Nottingham's  contention 
that  there  is  a  constant  flow  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  going  to  the  towns 
cannot  be  maintain^.     No  doubt  some 
few  years  ago,  when  the  depression  in 
the  agricultural    interest   was   heavily 
felt,  there  was  a  considerable  flow  of 
agricultural  labourers  into  our  towns, 
and  that  did  for  a  certain  time  affect 
the  rate  of  wages  in  those  towns.     But 
I  have   been   unable  to  discover  that 
there  is  going  on  at  this  moment  any- 
thing that  can  be  accurately  described 
as  a  flow  of  labour  from  the  agricultural 
districts  into  the  towns.     Having  this 
debate  in  view,  I  addressed  questions 
to  the  general  inspectors  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whose  business  it  is 
to  make  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
circumstances  of  the  people    in  their 
respective  districts,  and  firom  all  parts 
of  the  country  the  same  answers  have 
come    to  the    questions    addressed   to 
them.    The  contention  that  there  is  at 
this  moment   a  large   flow  of  labour 
going    into    the     towns    is    not    one 
that   can    be    altogether    maintained. 
Now,  let  me  turn  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.    Member    for    Nottingham    (Mr. 
Broadhurst).    The    hon.    Member   ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  this  great  subject 
would  be  considered  in  no  ^ar^  spirit, 
and  that  there  would  be  a  genend  aeeire 
to  discuss  it  so  as  to  arrive  at  a  remedy. 
I  hope  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  fulfilled.    I  think  it  has,  and 
that    everybody    has   tried    to   aTold 
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partizan  spirit.  But  I  confess  that, 
thouffh  I  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, I  did  not  find  during  the  whole 
hour  and  a  quarter  he  was  speaking — 
and  I  am  amazed  when  I  consider  this — 
that  he  ad?anced  a  single  argument 
in  support  of  the  main  part  of  his 
proposal,  or  made  any  suggestion  as  to 
remedy.  The  only  suggestions  he  made 
had  reference  to  free  education  and  free 
breakfasts,  and  that  the  other  towns  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  should 
follow  the  example  of  Glasgow  in  pro- 
viding adequate  accommodation  for  the 
housing  of  the  working  classes.  So  far 
as  his  observations  upon  free  education 
go,  I  do  not  propose  to  reply  to  them, 
for  they  do  not  come  within  my  pur- 
view, nor  do  I  think  they  can  reasonably 
be  considered  a  cure  for  the  evils  he 
referred  to.  But  in  regard  to  the 
housing  of  the  working  classes,  and  the 

E raise  bestowed  upon  Glasgow  for  what 
as  been  done  in  this  respect,  coupled 
with  a  recommendation  to  other  towns 
to  do  likewise,  I  may  say  that  in  a  great 
number  of  our  cities  and  towns  there  has 
been  going  on  for  a  considerable  time 
a  continuous  effort  to  increase  and  im- 
prove the  accommodation  for  the  work- 
ing classes.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
told  us  that  the  introduction  of  machinery 
had  caused  much  suffering ;  and  if  there 
is  any  argument  or  deduction  in  his 
statement,  it  means  that  he  regards  the 
introduction  of  machinery  as  a  g^eat 
misfortune ;  but  I  suppose  he  is 
not  prepared  to  advocate  a  re- 
turn to  the  hand  loom  and  hand 
labour.  When  I  turn  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries,  I  find  that  he  devoted  a 
considerable  part  of  his  speech  to  the 
power  of  landlords  to  deal  with  the  land 
m  their  possession.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  there  was  a  large  amount  of 
land  going  out  of  cultivation  in  conse- 
•quence  of  the  caprice  of  owners.  It 
would  be  eztremely  foolish  on  the  part 
of  the  lando¥nier8  if  that  were  the  case 
with  land  for  which  they  could  get  any 
rent.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  larjge 
tracts  of  land  are  out  of  cultivation,  for 
small  parts  of  which  offers  have  been 
made,  but  not  accepted.  But  it  would 
he  impossible  in  suck  cases,  if  the  small 
lots  were  let,  to  let  the  remainder.  If 
an  owner  had  1,000  acres,  he  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  let  50  acres  of  the 


best  land,  and  thereby  make  it  impossi- 
ble to  obtain  a  Betum  for  the  remaining 
950.  The  hon.  Member  challenged  me 
to  say  how  many  labourers  had  grown 
into  small  farmers.  Well,  I  cannot 
give  him  the  number,  but  this  I  will 
undertake  to  do,  if  he  or  any  other  hon. 
Member  will  accompany   me    to    that 

fart  of  the  West  of  England  with  which 
am  best  acquainted.  I  will  under- 
take to  introduce  him  to  a  considerable 
number  of  farmers  who  have  been 
labourers,  and  who  occupy  buildings, 
some  small,  some  larger.  1  could  give 
him  many  names  that  occur  to  me  at 
the  moment,  but  of  course  that  would 
convey  no  information  to  him.  I  can 
assure  him,  from  absolute  personal 
knowledge,  that  the  movement  has  been 
steadily  going  on,  converting  labourers 
into  small  occupiers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham  has  stated  that  he  can- 
not accept  the  statistics  of  pauperism  as 
an  adequate  test.  I  admit  that  the 
House  is  not  invited  to  consider  the 
question  of  actual  pauperism,  but  rather 
the  state  of  those  who  are  struggling 
on  the  verge  of  pauperism.  I  would 
not  have  it  imagined  that  I  and  those 
who  sit  on  these  Benches  are  wanting 
in  sympathy  for  this  large  class  of  per- 
sons. At  the  same  time,  in  speaking  of 
this  subiect,  it  is  desirable  to  avoid  ex- 
aggeration, and  I  cannot  agree  that  the 
statistics  of  pauperism  are  without  value 
in  considering  this  question.  The  care- 
ful study  of  these  statistics,  when  the 
growth  of  population  is  borne  in  inind^ 
will  furnish  abundant  sources  of  satis- 
faction. Take  the  case  of  some  of  our 
large  towns.  In  Manchester,  for  ex- 
ample, in  1870-71  the  proportion  of 
paupers  to  the  population  was  56*2  per 
1,000;  in  Bristol  it  was  70- 1.  Now,  in 
1889,  in  Manchester  the  proportion  has 
fallen  to  27*2,  and  in  Bristol  to  53*7. 
In  Liverpool,  in  the  same  period,  there 
has  been  a  decrease  from  57*3  to  30,  and 
in  Birmingham  from  36  to  20*3.  In 
Hull  the  fall  has  been  from  30  to  26, 
and  in  Plymouth  from  60  to  36.  No 
doubt  part  of  this  improvement  is 
attributable  to  the  administration 
of  the  relief  laws,  but  this  is 
not  the  only  cause,  and  it  is  extremely 
satisfactory  to  note  that  this  diminution 
has  gone  on  side  by  side  with  a  large 
increase  of  population.  If  the  condition 
of  other  oountrieBis  examined,  it  ^rillb^ 
found  that  the  same  prooets  whidi  hat 
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gone  on  in  this  ooontrj  with  respect  to 
our  nrban  and  onr  nual  population  is 
aleo  to  be  found  in  action  there.  It 
oertainlj  is  so  with  respect  to  France  and 
Oermany.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
is  any  cause  at  work  in  this  country 
tending  to  the  increase  of  pauperism. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  urges  that  the 
Gk>TemmeDt  should  take  some  action, 
though  he  did  not  precisely  indicate  what 
the  Oovemment  could  do.  If  it  could 
be  shown  that  any  temporary  cause  is  at 
work,  such  as  existed  during  the  Cotton 
Famine  in  Lancashire,  when  for  a  time 
large  masses  of  the  population  were  on 
the  verge  of  starvation,  there  might  be 
cause  for  Qovemmentcd  intervention  to 
avert  the  distress  that  threatened  the 
population  of  that  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  causes  which  lead  to  this  depletion 
and  the  causes  which  lead  to  this  over- 
crowding of  our  cities  are  parallel.  Every 
argument  addressed  to  me  to-night  goes 
to  show  that  where  the  agricultural 
labourer  goes  into  the  town,  it  is  because 
he  can  get  a  better  livelihood  there  than 
in  the  country.  Does  anyone  conversant 
with  the  land  contend  that  the  holding 
out  the  hope  of  a  small  allotment  or  a 
small  farm  m  the  country  will  induce  the 
agricultural  labourer  to  stay  at  his  own 
vUlage  if  he  has  ambition,  and  feels  that 
he  is  fit  for  something  better  ?  [  Cries  of 
"Yes."]  I  am  penectly  certain  that 
anyone  acquainted  with  onr  agricultural 
labourers  must  know  that  neither  the 
promise  of  land  nor  anything  else  will 
Keep  the  strong  and  active  young  fellow 
in  his  village  when  he  is  sensible  that  he 
has  in  him  the  capacity  of  doing  better. 
Young  men  go  into  towns  because  they 
know  that  in  the  towns  there  will  be 
wider  scope  for  their  energies.  This 
so-called  depletion  of  the  agricultural 
districts  is  talked  of  as  something  new ; 
but  the  fact  is  that  it  has  been  goin^ 
on  ever  since  railways  have  afiforded 
young  men  the  means  of  going  into  the 
towns,  and  since  the  spread  of  civili- 
zation has  opened  up  to  them  the  pros- 
pect of  doing  better  than  they  can  in 
country  districts,  and  we  have  no  right 
to  stop  them.  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  think  that  I  desire  to  see  agri- 
cultural wages  run  down,  or  the  country 
deprived  of  its  bone  and  sinew.  Not  at 
all.  I  desire  to  keep  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  the  young  men  in  the  agricultural 
districts.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
has  not  endeavoured  to  establish  the 
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truth  of  the  proposition  that  the  influx 
of  agriculturists  is  driving  labour  out 
of  the  towns.  The  Resolution  refers  to 
the  depletion  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, and  the  contention  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  establish  is,  that  whUe 
there  is  undoubtedly  a  steady  flow  of  a. 
certain  number  of  young  men  from  the 
country  into  the  towns,  where  they  get 
better  wages,  there  is  nothing  which 
can  be  regarded  as  depletion  in  the 
agricultural  districts,  or  which  calls  for 
the  interference  of  Parliament.  No 
doubt,  in  the  towns,  we  are  confronted 
with  a  great  difficulty,  and  some  cure,  if 
possible,  ought  to  be  found  for  it.  But 
the  House  has  not  had  recommended  to 
it  to  night  any  cure  which  it  can  wisely 
adopt.  The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Helen's  (Mr.  Seton-Karr)  has  repre- 
sented that  there  ought  to  be  a  scheme 
of  emigration  undertaken.  Well,  T 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  in  the 
course  of  last  year  some  of  the  Scotch 
crofters  who  were  sent  out  to  Manitoba, 
and  nobody  can  visit  those  men  in  their 
homes  without  being  struck  by  the  fact 
that  emigration  or  colonization,  if  pro- 
perly carried  out — if  the  people  ore  pro- 
perly selected  and  properly  placed — 
must  commend  itself  to  those  who  wish 
to  see  the  condition  of  part  of  the  com- 
munity improved.  But  the  House  is 
aware  that  a  Committee  has  been  sanc- 
tioned to  inquire  into  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration. At  first,  it  was  intended  that 
the  Committee  should  inquire  only  into 
the  question  of  emigration  of  the  crofters,, 
but  a  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the 
emigration  of  others,  and  the  Govern- 
ment see  no  reason  why  the  scope  of  tho 
inquiry  should  not  be  extended  so  as  to 
embrace  other  parts  of  the  country.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  at  once  f or- 
this  purpose,  and  then  abundant  oppor* 
tuni^es  will  be  afforded  to  my  non. 
Friends  to  bring  forward  all  the  argu- 
ments they  can  in  favour  of  colonization. 
But  whether  it  is  colonisation  or  any 
other  cure  for  the  sufferings  of  those 
who  are  crowded  out  and  unable  to  get 
employment,  the  Government  wish  welt 
to  those  who  will  aid  them  in  sifting  to 
the  bottom  any  proposals  which  mair 
afford  hope  of  a  satisfactory  result  I. 
regret  that  I  have  been  obliged,  follow- 
ing the  example  of  others  who  havo* 
addressed  the  House  to-nip;ht,  to  omit 
reference  to  many  points  in  the  wide^ 
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area  of  subjects  travelled  over.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  hare  touched  on  many 
of  the  points  referred  to  to-night  by 
hon.  Members,  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
phasizing some  and  controverting  others, 
out  I  am  conscious  of  the  fact  that  the 
period  allowed  for  this  debate  is  rapidly 
coming  to  a  conclusion,  and  I  do  not 


desire  much    longer   to   trespass  upon 


important  questions  that  ever  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  says  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  has  failed  to 
make  out  his  case,  I  challenge  anyone 
I  to  dispute  that  there  is  chronic  poverty 


the  time  of  the  House.     I  venture  to 
express  an  earnest  hope  that  the  House 
will  not,   by  the  adoption  of  a  Reso- 
lution or  by  any  other  means,  either 
give  an  opinion  or  offer  advice  which, 
instead  of   assisting  the  classes  whose 
interest    has    been    under    discussion, 
will  have  a  different  result  altogether. 
The  working  classes  of  this  country  are 
justified  in  looking  to  this    House  for 
advice,  guidance,  and  help  when  they 
want  it.     Those  who   suffer,   whatever 
the    cause    may    be,    are   justified   in 
demanding  that  this  House  shall  pay 
attention  to  their  sufferings,  and,  if  pos- 
sible,   alleviate   them.     The    responsi- 
bility resting  on  the  House  is  a  great 
one,   and  I  entreat  the    House  to  be 
cautious  before  they  embark  in  a  policy 
which  instead  of  doing  permanent  good  to 
the  working  classes  might  do  them  harm, 
by  raising  in  their  breasts  hopes  which 
would  probably  never  be  realized,  and 
by  creating  anticipations  which  would 
only  prove  to  be  false.   I  believe  that  if 
this  Kesolution  in  its  present  form  were 
adopted  it  would  do  much  more  harm 
than  good  for  the  classes  in  whose  interest 
it   is  proposed;    and,  therefore— while 
having  the  deepest  smpathy  with  the 
sufferings  of  the  people  whose  case  has 
been  brought  under  review — because,  in 
the  first  place,  the  hon.  Member  has 
failed  to  establish  his  proposition,  and 
because,  in  the  second  place,  while  call- 
ing on  the  Government  to  do  something 
he  has  failed  to  toll  them   what  they 
ought  to  do,  I  ask  the  House  to  reject 
it. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  If  we  wanted  an  illustration 
of  the  extraordinary  way  in  which  this 
House  wastes  its  time,  it  could  be  found 
in  our  proceedings  this  afternoon. 
Something  like  five  hours  were  frittered 
away  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Sitting  on  a  discussion  as  to  the  stairs 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  we  have 
been  limited  to  only  four  hours  for 
the  discussion  of  this,  one  of  the  most 
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and  congested  and  overcrowded  popula- 


tion in  the  towns,  and  that  this  state  of 
things  constitutes  a  grave  danger.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  submitted  an  array 
of  fig^es  to  the  House,  but  there  are 
a  few  figures  which  he  will  find  it  hard 
to  get  over.  For  instance,  the  population 
of  England  and    Wales   has  increased 
during    Her    Majesty's  reign   42    per 
cent;    the   population   of  London   has 
increased  108  per  cent;  Liverpool,    105 
per  cent;  Birmingham,  138    per  cent; 
and   Sheffield,    180   per  cent.      Where 
has    that    population  come  from  ?    It 
came  from  the  rural  districto  into  the 
towns.     I  should  not,  however,  like  the 
House  to  take  a  pessimistic  view  on  this 
question.     While  there  has  been  a  great 
increase  in  the  extreme  poverty  in  our 
large    towns,  there  has  been  a  great 
improvement  in  the  position  and  well- 
being  of  the  working  classes  as  a  whole. 
I  atteoh  great  importance  to  the  statis- 
tics which  have  been  given  with  regard 
to  pauperism  ;  and  I  am  within  the  mark 
when    I    say   that  during  the  past  50 
years  pauperism  has  decreased  50  per 
cent.     I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of 
the  decrease  of  crime ;  but  I   say  this — 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  wages  of  the  artizan 
class  have  increased,  the  hours  of  labour 
have    decreased,    and   the    purchasing 
power  of  wages  has  increased ;  and  tne 
artizan  class,  as  a  whole,  are  in  a  better 
position  to-day  than  they  were  50  years 
ago.  I  think  that  we  are  bound  to  admit 
that.     Well,  side  by  side  with  that — 
owing,  perhaps,  to  our  prosperity  and 
the  enormous  development  in  manufac- 
tures of  all  branches — there  are  collected 
in  our  large  towns  a  large  number  of 
people  who  are  almost  worst  than  pau- 
pers,  living  in  a  condition    in    which 
human  beings  ousht  not  to  live.     It  is, 
I  admit,   impossible  for  legislation  to 
regulate  wages  or  create  a  demand  for 
labour ;  but  legislation  can  deal  with 
the  conditions  under  which  these  people 
earn  their  wretched  living  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  live.    In.  t\^^ 
first  place,  legislatloii  q»si  i^^N\A^A  "Ci^^^ 

3  E 


1475 


Poor  in 


{COMMONS} 


Lm-f$  nmu. 


147S 


gone  on  in  this  ooontrj  with  respect  to 
our  urban  and  our  nual  population  is 
also  to  be  found  in  action  there.  It 
certainly  is  so  with  respect  to  France  and 
Oermany.  I  do  not  oeliere  that  there 
is  any  cause  at  work  in  this  country 
tending  to  the  increase  of  pauperism. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  urges  that  the 
Oovemment  should  take  some  action, 
though  he  did  not  precisely  indicate  what 
the  Qovemment  could  do.  If  it  could 
be  shown  that  any  temporary  cause  is  at 
work,  such  as  existed  during  the  Cotton 
Famine  in  Lancashire,  when  for  a  time 
large  masses  of  the  population  were  on 
the  Terge  of  starvation,  there  might  be 
cause  for  Governmental  intervention  to 
avert  the  distress  that  threatened  the 
population  of  that  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  causes  which  lead  to  this  depletion 
and  the  causes  which  lead  to  this  over- 
crowding of  our  cities  are  parallel.  Every 
argument  addressed  to  me  to-nieht  goes 
to  show  that  where  the  agricultural 
labourer  goes  into  the  town,  it  is  because 
he  can  get  a  better  livelihood  there  than 
in  the  country.  Does  anyone  conversant 
with  the  land  contend  that  the  holding 
out  the  hope  of  a  small  allotment  or  a 
small  farm  m  the  country  will  induce  the 
agricultural  labourer  to  stay  at  his  own 
village  if  he  has  ambition,  and  feels  that 
he  is  fit  for  something  better  ?  [  Cries  of 
**  Yes."]  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
anyone  acquainted  with  our  agricultural 
labourers  must  know  that  neither  the 
promise  of  land  nor  anything  else  will 
keep  the  strong  and  active  young  fellow 
in  his  village  when  he  is  sensible  that  he 
has  in  him  the  capacity  of  doing  better. 
Young  men  go  into  towns  because  they 
know  that  in  the  towns  there  will  be 
wider  scope  for  their  energies.  This 
so-called  depletion  of  the  agricultural 
districts  is  talked  of  as  something  new ; 
but  the  fact  is  that  it  has  been  going 
on  ever  since  railways  have  afforded 
young  men  the  means  of  going  into  the 
towuS;  and  since  the  spread  of  civili- 
sation has  opened  up  to  them  the  pros- 
pect of  doing  better  than  they  can  in 
country  districts,  and  we  have  no  right 
to  stop  them.  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  think  that  I  desire  to  see  agri- 
cultural wages  run  down,  or  the  country 
deprived  of  its  bone  and  sinew.  Not  at 
all.  I  desire  to  keep  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  the  young  men  in  the  agricultural 
districts.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
has  not  endeavoured  to  establish  the 

Mr,  Long 


truth  of  the  propocitioii  that  the  inflor 
of  agriculturists  is  driving  Imbonr  out 
of  the  towns.  The  Besolntion  relers  to 
the  depletion  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, and  the  contention  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  establish  is,  that  while- 
there  is  undoubtedly  a  steady  flow  of  a. 
certain  number  of  young  men  from  the 
country  into  the  towns,  where  they  get 
better  wages,  there  is  nothing  whidi 
can  be  regarded  as  depletion  in  the 
agriculturfd  districts,  or  which  calls  for 
the  interference  of  Parliament.  No 
doubt,  in  the  towns,  we  are  confronted 
with  a  g^at  difficulty,  and  some  cure,  if 
possible,  ought  to  be  found  for  it.  But 
the  House  has  not  had  recommended  to 
it  to  night  any  cure  which  it  can  wisely 
adopt.  The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Helen's  (Mr.  Seton-Karr)  has  repre- 
sented that  there  ought  to  be  a  scheme 
of  emigration  undertaken.  Well,  X 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  in  tibie 
course  of  last  year  some  of  the  Scotch 
crofters  who  were  sent  out  to  Manitoba, 
and  nobody  can  visit  those  men  in  their 
homes  without  being  struck  by  the  fact 
that  emigration  or  colonization,  if  pro- 
perly carried  out — if  the  people  ore  pro- 
perly selected  and  properly  plaoea-^ 
must  commend  itself  to  those  inxo  wish, 
to  see  the  condition  of  part  of  the  com- 
munity improved.  But  the  House  is 
aware  that  a  Committee  has  been  sanc- 
tioned to  inquire  into  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration. At  first,  it  was  intended  that 
the  Committee  should  inquire  only  into 
the  question  of  emigprationof  the  crofters,, 
but  a  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  the 
emigration  of  others,  and  the  Gk>ve(m* 
ment  see  no  reason  why  the  scope  of  the- 
inquiry  should  not  be  extended  so  as  to 
embrace  other  parts  of  the  country.  It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  at  once  for 
this  purpose,  and  then  abundant  oppor-> 
tunities  will  be  afforded  to  my  hon* 
Friends  to  bring  forward  all  the  argu- 
ments they  can  in  favour  of  colonijsation.- 
But  whether  it  is  colonisation  or  any 
other  cure  for  the  sufferings  of  tibiose 
who  are  crowded  out  and  unable  to  get 
employment,  the  Government  wish  welt 
to  those  who  will  aid  them  in  sifting  to 
the  bottom  any  proposals  which  maj 
afford  hope  of  a  satisfactory  result.  I! 
regret  that  I  have  been  obliged,  foUow- 
ing  the  example  of  others  who  havo- 
addressed  the  House  to-night,  to  omit 
reference  to  many  points  in  the  ini» 
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area  of  subjects  travelled  over.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  touched  ou  many 
of    the  points  referred  to  to-night    by 
hon.  Members,  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
phasizing some  and  controverting  others, 
but  I  am  conscious  of  the  fact  that  the 
period  allowed  for  this  debate  is  rapidly 
coming  to  a  conclusion,  and  I  do  not 
desire  much    longer   to   trespass  upon 
the  time  of  the  House.     I  venture  to 
express  an  earnest  hope  that  the  House 
will  not,   by  the  adoption  of  a  Reso- 
lution  or  by  any  other  means,  either 
give  an  opinion  or  o£fer  advice  which, 
instead  of   assisting  the  classes  whose 
interest    has    been    under    discussion, 
will  have  a  different  result  altogether. 
The  working  classes  of  this  country  are 
justified  in  looking  to  this    House  for 
advice,  guidance,  and  help  when  they 
want  it.     Those  who   suffer,  whatever 
the    cause    may    be,    are   justified   in 
demanding  that  this  House  shall  pay 
attention  to  their  sufferings,  and,  if  pos- 
sible,   alleviate   them.     The    responsi- 
bility resting  on  the  House  is  a  great 
one,   and  I   entreat  the    House  to  be 
cautious  before  they  embark  in  a  policy 
which  instead  of  doing  permanent  good  to 
the  working  classes  might  do  them  harm, 
by  raising  in  their  breasts  hopes  which 
would  probably  never  be  realized,  and 
by  creating  anticipations  which  would 
only  prove  to  be  false.    I  believe  that  if 
this  Kesolution  in  its  present  form  were 
adopted  it  would  do  much  more  harm 
t^an  good  for  the  classes  in  whose  interest 
it   is  proposed;    and,  therefore — while 
having  the  deepest  smpathy  with  the 
sufferings  of  the  people  whose  case  has 
been  brought  under  review — because,  in 
the  first   place,  the  hon.  Member  has 
failed  to  establish  his  proposition,  and 
because,  in  the  second  place,  while  call- 
ing on  the  Government  to  do  something 
he  has  failed  to  tell  them   what  they 


important  questions  that  ever  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary   Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  says  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  has  failed  to 
make  out  his  case,  I  ohallenee  anyone 
to  dispute  that  there  is  chronic  poverty 
and  congested  and  overcrowded  popula- 
tion in  the  towns,  and  that  this  state  of 
things  constitutes  a  grave  danger.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  submitted  an  array 
of  figures  to  the  House,  but  there  are 
a  few  figures  which  he  will  find  it  bard 
to  get  over.  For  instance,  the  population 
of  England  and    Wales   has  increased 
during    Her    Majesty's  reign   42     per 
cent;    the   population   of  ^Dudon    has 
increased  108  per  cent;  Liverpool,    105 
per  cent;  Birmingham,  138    per  cent; 
and   Sheffield,    180   per  cent.      Where 
has    that    population   come  from  ?    It 
came  from  the  rural  districts  into  the 
towns.     I  should  not,  however,  like  the 
House  to  take  a  pessimistic  view  on  this 
question.     While  there  has  been  a  great 
increase  in  the  extreme  poverty  in  our 
large    towns,  there  has  been  a  great 
improvement  in  the  position  and  well- 
being  of  the  working  classes  as  a  whole. 
I  attach  great  importance  to  the  statis- 
tics which  have  been  given  with  regard 
to  pauperism  ;  and  I  am  within  the  mark 
when    I    say   that  during  the  past  50 
years  pauperism  has  decreased  50  per 
cent.     I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of 
the  decrease  of  crime ;  but  I   say  this — 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  wages  of  the  artizan 
class  have  increased,  the  hours  of  labour 
have    decreased,    and   the    purchasing 
power  of  wages  has  increased ;  and  tne 
artizan  class,  as  a  whole,  are  in  a  better 
position  to-day  than  they  were  50  years 
ago.  I  think  that  we  are  bound  to  admit 
that.     Well,  side  by  side  with  that — 
owing,  perhaps,  to  our  prosperity  and 


it. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  If  we  wanted  an  illustration 
of  the  extraordinary  way  in  which  this 
House  wastes  its  time,  it  could  be  found 
in  our  proceedings  this  afternoon. 
Something  like  five  hours  were  frittered 
away  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Sitting  on  a  discussion  as  to  the  stairs 
in  Westminster  Hall,  and  we  have 
been  limited  to  only  four  hours  for 
the  discussion  of  this,  one  of  the  most 

VOL.  COCXXXIV.   [thibd  SERIES.] 


ought  to  do,  I  ask  the  House  to  reject  the  enormous  development  in  manufac- 
tures of  all  branches — ^there  are  collected 
in  our  large  towns  a  large  number  of 
people  who  are  almost  worst  than  pau- 
pers, living  in  a  condition  in  which 
human  beings  ought  not  to  live.  It  is, 
I  admit,  impossible  for  legislation  to 
regulate  wag^s  or  create  a  demand  for 
labour ;  but  legislation  can  deal  with 
the  conditions  under  which  these  people 
earn  their  wretched  living  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  live.  In  the 
first  place,  legislation  can  alleviate  the 
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triuteea  an  inoreaaed  power  of  inyest- 
menty  and  that  he  should  be  sorry 
if  the  Bill  were  rejected.  It  oame 
then  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, by  whom  it  was  passed, 
without  an  adyerse  opinion  being  ex- 
pressed against  it.  The  present  mea- 
sure deals  with  Trust  Investments  very 
muoh  on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  It  consolidates  all  the  existins; 
Law,  repeals  all  the  old  enactments,  and 

Euts  them  in  one  section  under  separate 
eads ;  it  enlarges  the  list  of  securities 
so  as  to  include  first-class  Debenture 
Stock  authorized  by  Parliament  and  the 
annuities  granted  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment; it  also  authorizes  the  inscribed 
stock  of  Corporations  and  Oounty 
OouQcils ;  and  it  deals  with  the  rights 
and  duties  of  trustees  in  the  matter  of 
the  purchase  above  par  of  Stocks 
which  are  redeemable  at  par.  It  is 
in  every  way  important  that  some  law 
should  be  laid  down  to  govern  the 
action  of  trustees  in  these  matters.  At 
least  they  are  entitled  to  know  what 
their  position  is,  and  they  should  not  be 
left  to  the  risk  of  having  a  Court  of  Law 
declare  that  they  have  exercised  their  dis- 
oretion  in  a  wrong  way.  There  are  two 
securities  that  are  not  included  in  the 
Bill — the  Colonial  and  the  Irish  Tram- 
way Securities.  Colonial  Securities  raise 
a  question  of  great  interest  and  impor- 
tance, but  it  is  a  question  which,  if  neces- 
sary, can  be  raised  in  Committee  and 
there  dealt  with.  •  Personally,  I  did  not 
feel  myself  at  liberty  to  introduce  it 
into  the  Bill.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  the  Irish  Tramways  Stock.  It  is 
a  question  in  which  many  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  take  a  deep  interest ; 
but  it  is  a  small  question  in  amount,  and 
can  easily  be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 
There  is  one  other  matter.  I  may  be 
asked  how  I  propose  to  deal  with  old 
Trusts  and  with  Trusts  where  there  is  an 
express  limitation  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
investment.  It  is  not  proposed  by  the 
Bill  to  override  any  express  pro- 
vision in  the  Trust,  but  unless  there 
is  an  express  provision  the  trustees  are 
to  have  power  to  invest  the  trust  money 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  suggest  that  it  is  a 
perfect  measure.  It  is  a  measure  that 
will  require,  and,  if  it  is  read  a  second 
time,  will  doubtless  receive  considerable 
discussion ;  but  I  trust  I  have  satisfied 
the  House  that  it  is  a  matter  which  is 


ripe  for  legislation,  and  that  it  is  a 
matter  with  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  deal.  I  ask  the  House, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  to  recognize  in  it,  at  least,  an 
honest  attempt  to  grapple  with  a  diffi- 
cult question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
ti me." — ( Hr.  Cotem- Hardy. ) 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOB  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  pretend  to  argue 
that  there  is  no  need  for  some  Bill 
relating  to  the  Irish  law  of  investments. 
Not  long  ago  Mr.  Justice  Kay  declared 
his  conviction,  derived  irom  long  expe- 
rience, that  there  was  great  need  for  a 
radical  reform  of  tl\e  law  in  regard  to 
Trusts.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  sees  very  clearly  the  neces- 
sity for  some  kind  of  amending  Act  in 
regard  to  one  part  of  the  question,  but 
he  only  touches  a  very  small  portion  of 
one  side  of  it ;  and  he  admits  that,  even 
with  regard  to  that  small  portion,  he  has 
left  out  a  not  inconsiderable  part.  He 
suggests  that  the  Bill  may  be  amended 
in  Committee  in  the  direction  of  the 
enlargement  of  the  powers  which  it 
proposes  to  confer;  but,  while  taking 
care  of  the  trustee,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  loses  sight  altogether  of  the 
beneficiary.  These  Trust  Funds  are  in- 
creasing every  year.  There  are  many 
millions  of  property  in  the  hands  of 
trustees  in  regard  to  which  the  people 
for  whose  benefit  the  Trusts  were 
executed  and  for  whose  benefit  the 
trustees  have  accepted  the  duties  of 
trustees  have  practically  no  information 
or  control.  To  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  Trusts,  to  enlarge  the 
power  of  trustees,  to  extend  their  dis- 
cretion, and  to  minimize  their  responsi- 
bility, and  at  the  same  time  to  leave 
unprotected  the  interests  of  those  who 
are  to  benefit  by  the  Trusts,  certainly 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  patchwork  and 
niggling  way  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. The  Bill  has  evidently  been 
drafted  by  someone  skilled  in  the 
drafting  of  Bills,  but  it  is  equally  ap- 
parent that  it  has  been  drafted  hastily ; 
and  I  fear  that,  if  we  read  it  a  seoond 
time  and  take  it  to  a  Committee,  the 
only  result  will  be  a  considerable  waste 
of  time.  It  will  either  be  rejected,  or  it 
will  be  so  imperfectly  amended  tibat  ii 
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will  do  more  harm  than  good.     The 
measure    of    the    hon.    and     learned 
Gentleman  is  imperfect  and  ill-digested ; 
and  it  is  undesirable  that  it  should  be 
allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  other 
important  questions  which  urgently  de- 
mand the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
The  second  Act  of  Lord  St.  Leonards 
practically  gave  everything  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  desires  to 
effect,  because  the  1 1  th  section  provides 
that  trustees  havine  power  to  invest  in 
Government  or  Parliamentary  securities 
may  invest  in  any  other  securities   in 
which  funds  under  the  control  of  the 
Court   of  Chancery  may  be  invested. 
From  time  to  time  the  powers  of  trustees 
in  this  respect  have  been  considerably 
enlarged,   and  last  year  the  hon.   and 
learned   Gentleman  brought  in  a  Bill 
upon  the  lines  of  the  present  measure. 
That  was  a  remarkable  Bill.     It  pro- 
tected   trustees  who  had  committed  a 
breach  of  trust  at  the  instance  of  the 
beneficiary  of  the  trust,  oven  if  she  was 
a  married  woman,  and  it  further  gave 
trustees  the  benefit  of  the  Statute  of 
Limitations.      One    would    think    that 
ought  to  have  satisfied    the  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman.    But  he  comes  again 
this  year  in  the  same  way  as  last,  and  he 
brings  in  this  Bill,   which,    as  I  said 
before,  is  fragmentary.     Even  putting 
aside   the  question  with  which  he  has 
undertaken  to  deal,  he  mentions  in  the 
Schedule  a  number  of    different   Acts 
dealing  with  Trust  Funds,  but  he  does 
not  say    a    word  about  a  number  of 
other  Acts.     Now,  in  dealing  with  Co- 
lonial Stocks  or  Irish  Tramways,  why,  if 
he  includes  all  these  Acts  I  have  men- 
tioned, does  he  not  include  34  &  35  of 
Victoria,  chap.  27  ?    If  this  was  a  Con- 
solidating Bill  there  would-be  something 
to  say  for  it ;  but  were  this  Bill  passed, 
the  whole  of  our  law  would  be  distri- 
buted    over    a    number    of    different 
volumes,  and  would  require  consolidation 
just  as  much  as  ever.     There  is  another 
Act,  four  years  later  than  the   one  I 
mentioned,  by  which  trustees  who  are 
authorized  to  invest  in  the  Debenture 
Stock  of  any  railway  or  any  other  com- 
pany  may  invest  in    Debenture  Stock 
named  under  the  Act — that   was,   the 
Local  Loans    Act    of    1875— giving  a 
further  enlargement  of  the  powers  of 
trustees.     There  was  there,  of  course, 
the  same  limitation  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  he  wishes  to  put  in  this  Bill — 


namely,  that  the  investment  should  not 
be  made  if  there  is  a  contrary  intention 
expressed  in  the  deed  of  trust.  That  goes 
as  a  matter  of  course ;  you  find  that  in 
every  case.     Again,  in  1880,  there  was 
an  Act  further  enabling  trustees  to  in- 
vest in  bonds  or  debentures  of  Indian 
railways,  or  in  securities  of  the  United 
Kingdom.      Why  does  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not  propose 
to  deal  with  those  Acts,  and  others  which 
I  have  not  had  time  to  note  down?  He  is 
dealing  in  an  unequal  and  fragmentary 
sort   of    fashion  with  a  matter   which, 
if  dealt  with  at  all,  ought  to  be  dealt 
with   in    a   large    and    comprehensive 
manner,  after  full  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.   Then,  again, 
with     regard    to    the    hasty    drafting. 
There  is  a  Definition  Clause  put  in  the 
first  section,  and  in  it  we    have  such 
terms   *'  as    the   purchase   of  freehold 
ground  rents  or  fee  farm  rents  or  rents 
reserved  on  leases  for  lives  renewable 
for  ever."      These  are  securities  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desires 
trustees  always   to   be    empowered  to 
possess.       If     freehold   ground    rents 
are      to     be    recognized     as    proper 
investments,  why  not  improved  ground 
rents?    Then,    again,    with    regard  to 
leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever.  This 
is  a  kind  of  holding,  or  interest,  which 
exists  very  much  more    extensively  in 
Ireland  than  in  this  country,    but   the 
hon.    and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to 
treat  them,  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  as  fee 
farm  rents.     Only  three  weeks  ago  this 
House  decided  that  it  would  not  read  a 
Bill  a  second  time  because  it  purported 
to  deal  with  one  class  of  prisoners,  while 
another  class  of  prisoners  was  not  dealt 
with.     By  parity  of  reasoning,  inasmuch 
as    this    Bill    deals  only  with    certain 
interests,    while    there    are    left    out 
other    interests    more    important   and 
more  numerous,  I  do  think  the  House 
ought  not  to    consent  to  the    Second 
Beading.     There   are    a    great   many 
different  kinds  of  trustees — some  who 
may  be  allowed  almost  unlimited  dis- 
cretion, and  others  of  a  different  cha- 
racter.   There  is  the  honest  trustee  who 
suddenly  dies,  leaving  his  acooullts  in  a 
muddle.      There    is     the     easy-going 
trustee,  who  leaves  everything   to   his 
co-trustee ;    there    is    the    speoulative 
trustee,    and    the   fraudulent    trustee. 
With   regurd   to   each  of  these  four 
trustees,  what  is  the  proteotion  whioh 
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the  beneficiary  has  now?  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  in  a  case  of  breach  of 
trust  he  can  take  his  remedy  in  the 
Oonrts  of  Chancery.  But  what  satis- 
faction is  that  to  a  beneficiary  who  has 
had  reason  to  suppose  that  his  property 
was  in  a  perfectly  healthy  condition, 
and  in  the  nands  of  a  perfectly  intelli- 
gent trustee  ?  The  very  uncertainty  of 
trusts  now  leads  to  heartburnings  and 
to  litigation,  which  always  costs  a  great 
deal  of  money.  It  is  perfectly  true, 
als0|  that  a  e$ttui  que  tru$t,  if  he  has 
reason  for  doubt,  can  get  an  injunction. 
But  that  is  almost  as  unsatisfactory  and 
expensive  as  bringing  an  action  for 
actual  breach.  That  is  not  what  you 
want.  What  you  want  is  to  provide 
some  machinery  by  which  there  may  be 
a  constant  check  upon  the  trustees  in 
the  investment  and  use  they  make  of 
the  funds  placed  at  their  disposal.  I 
wish,  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  Amendments  which 
might  be  made  in  Committee,  he  had 
expressed  his  willingness  to  accept  some 
Amendment  by  which  periodically  the 
trustees  would  have  to  tell  the  bene- 
ficiaries how  the  funds  really  stood  on 
which  they  depended  for  subsistence. 
Under  the  circumstances,  and  for  the 
reasons  I  have  mentioned,  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  this  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon 
this  day  six  months." — {3fr.  Arthur 
0*  Connor.) 

♦Me.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) :  It  is 
with  some  reluctance  that  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  my  duty  to 
support  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  six  months.  I 
admit  that  the  Bill  deals  with  a  subject 
of  g^at  importance.  I  concede  the  prin- 
ciple which  underlies  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend — namely,  that  trus- 
tees should  be  allowed  as  much  latitude  as 
may  be  possible  in  investing  their  Trust 
Funds  consistent  with  the  safety  of  the 
funds.  But  I  feel  very  strongly  that  we 
ought  never  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  safety  of  the  Trust  Fund  is  the 
first  consideration.  I  believe  our  first 
duty  is  to  see  that  in  any  changes 
which  are  made,  nothing  is  done  to 
impair  the  security  of  me  funds  on 
which  widows  and  orphans  rely.    There 

J^,  A,  (y  Connor 


are  two  classes  of  cases  within  the  pur- 
view of  this  Bill.    The  first  is  where 
the  creator  of  the  Trust  has  g^ven  no 
directions  as  to  the  investments.     The 
second  is  where  such  directions  have 
been  g^ven  less  wide  than  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  If  that  second  class  had  been 
concerned  only  this  Bill  would  hardly 
have  been  introduced.   I  take  it  that  the 
principal  object  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  to  deal  with  those  cases  in 
which  no  express  directions  have  been 
g^ven  for  investment.    But  where  direc- 
tions of  a  limited  character  have  been 
given  we  ought  more  especially  to  keep 
within  the  strictest  bounds  of  absolute 
safety.     We  have,  further,  a  right  to  ask 
that  those  who  desire  to  alter  the  law 
should  make  up  their  minds  what  is  the 
alteration  of  the  law  required.    This  is 
an  attempt  to  separate  the  sheep  from 
the  goats  and    to    divide    investments 
into    two  kinds    and  to  say    that    all 
the  investments  which  we  put  on  this 
side  are  safe,  and  that  all  other  invest- 
ments cannot  be  looked  upon  as  safe,  and 
are,   therefore,  excluded  from  the  fa- 
voured list.  And  I  say  we  have  a  right  to 
expect   that    when    distinguished    and 
competent  adviser  comes  forward  with 
proposals    dealing    with    this    subject 
there  should  be  an  element  of  finality 
and  completeness  in  the  proposition  they 
offer  for  our  consideration.     Now,  com- 
paring this  Bill  with  the  clause  in  the 
Liability  of  Trustees  Bill  of  last  Session, 
I  find  that  some  securities  were  included 
in  that  which  are  not  in  this  Bill,  and 
viee  v$r$d.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  alluded  to  the  reasons  which 
actuated  him  in  leaving  out  of  this  Bill 
a  very  important  element  that  was  in 
the  Bill  of  last  year— namely,  Colonial 
Securities.     But  I  think  he  sat  down 
without  leaving  upon  the  House  any 
definite  impression  as  to  what  his  opinion 
was  with  reference  to  including  or  ex- 
cluding these  securities.     He  says  it  is  a 
matter  for  the  Committee.    Then  we 
have  some  securities  introduced  for  the 
first  time  under  the  head  J.,  which  seem 
to  require  some  fuller  explanation .  of 
Clause  F.  than  he  has  given.    What 
reason  is  there  for  naming  these  securi- 
ties and  omitting  others  of  a  similar 
character?      We    begin,    then,    with 
great  difference  of  opinion  among  com- 
petent persons  as  to  what  ought  to  be 
introduced  into  this  Bill.    This  meature 
will  go  to  some  form  of  Oommittae^  asd 
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what  will  be  the  consequenoe?  The 
qaestion  of  what  Stocks  are  to  be  intro- 
duced will  be  settled  one  waj  or  the 
other.  Then  in  some  fatare  year  some- 
one will  come  to  this  House  and  say — 
'^You  have  admitted  securities  which 
are  of  a  doubtful  character,  but  I  have 
here  a  security  which  is  equally  good. 
Whatever  reasons  there  are  for  in- 
cluding Colonial  or  other  Stocks  belong 
equally  to  this  security,  and  I  shaU 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  claim  to  have  the 
law  altered  so  as  to  introduce  my 
security."  I  ask  whether  it  is  in  the 
interests  of  Trust  Funds  that  the  ques- 
tion of  what  fund  the  trustee  should 
be  enabled  to  invest  in  should  be  left 
open  to  successive  efforts  at  legislation  ? 
1  contend  that,  whatever  provision  we 
make,  it  ought  to  contain  the  elements  of 
finality  and  completeness.  I  should 
like  to  test  the  question  of  safety  with 
reference  to  one  or  two  of  the  objects 
which  are  put  in  the  Bill.  I  tdce 
the  case  of  the  nominal  or  inscribed 
Stock  of  municipal  boroughs — I  leave 
out  the  question  of  County  Councils  as 
pertaining  more  to  the  future.  Will 
anyone  say,  who  knows  the  condition  of 
municipal  boroughs  at  the  present  time, 
that  a  Stock  of  Uiat  kind  is  necessarily 
a  safe  investment?  The  security  for 
the  Stock  is  the  borough  rate.  Many 
boroughs  borrow  very  largely,  and  the 
larger  the  debt  the  higher  will  be 
the  rates.  The  amount  of  the  rate 
is  very  often  an  important  element 
in  the  prosperity  of  a  borough.  There 
may  come  a  time  when  the  burdens  are 
too  heavy  to  bear,  at  any  rate  when 
some  Corporation  Stocks  may  be  im- 
mensely depreciated  in  the  Market.  I 
venture  to  think  you  could  not  put 
down  Municipal  Stock  as  offering  a 
security  unimpeachably  safe.  It  is 
said  there  is  a  precedent  for  this  in 
the  case  of  Metropolitan  Stock.  But 
that  is  a  case  sui  generis,  because  the 
provision  enabling  the  trustees  to  in- 
vest  in  that  Stocs  was  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  Stock  was  created, 
and  Parliament  had  the  power  of  de- 
fining the  condition  on  which  the  money 
should  be  raised,  and  all  the  other 
circumstances  which  go  to  the  considera- 
tion whether  it  is  a  safe  security.  Then 
there  is  the  other  case  of  freehold 
^ound  rents  and  fee  farm  rents.  It 
IS   true  that  the  conditions  on  which 


alone  by  this  Bill  trustees  are  allowed 
to  invest  are  such  as  in  an  ordinary 
case  would  make  a  safe  investment. 
But  there  are  cases  in  which  the  condi- 
tions stated  in  the  Bill  afford  no  criterion 
of  the  safety  of  the  investment.  A  case 
came  recendy  under  my  notice  in  which 
I  found  that  a  ground-rent,  which  satis- 
fied all  the  conditions  of  the  Bill,  was 
far  from  being  a  satisfactory  security. 
If  there  are  these  objections  to  the  Bill, 
then  I  think  we  should  very  carefully 
consider  whether  we  ought  to  read  it  a 
second  time;  for  I  think  we  ought  to 
even  err  on  the  side  of  leaving  out 
a  safe  security  rather  than  allow  a 
doubtful  one.  I  must  confess  I  viewed 
with  considerable  alarm  the  discussion 
on  the  clause  of  last  year's  Bill  in 
this  House  in  Committoe  last  year. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  many  Mem- 
bers entirely  left  out  of  sight  the 
safetv  of  the  money.  Some  hon. 
Members  seem  to  me  not  to  appre- 
ciate at  all  the  object  of  that  Bill.  The 
tone  of  the  debato  was  this — ''  Let  us 
be  as  generous  as  we  can;  let  us  in- 
clude as  many  Trust  Funds  as  we  can,  to 
give  a  wide  scope  of  investment  to 
trustees."  It  is  that  kind  of  vicarious 
generosity  which  is  so  prevalent  now  that 
seems  to  indicate  to  me  a  point  of  dan- 

fer  in  passing  a  Bill  of  this  Kind  through 
'arliament.  Now,  Sir,  having  expressed 
my  desire  to  extend  the  power  of  the 
trustee  as  far  as  can  safely  be  done,  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  my  alternative  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  alternative  I  would  suggest  is,  to 
proceed  on  the  lines  on  which  the  exten- 
sion of  the  trustees'  powers  of  investment 
have  already  been  effected  by  allowing 
all  trustees  to  invest  in  securities  on 
which  cash  under  the  control  of  die 
Supreme  Court  is  allowed  to  be  in- 
vested. If  any  further  extension  is 
required  in  the  powers  which  were 
originally  vested  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  I  would  allow  anyone  in- 
terested in  any  particular  security  to 
go  before  the  Court  and  produce  such 
evidence  as  might  satisfy  a  judicial 
body  that  it  is  a  proper  fund  in 
which  trust  money  can  be  invested.  I 
do  not  think  we  have  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  that  power  would  be  carefully 
exercised;  and  in  cases  where  those 
who  have  the  control  of  any  partionLMt 
investment  could  "osA   «i^>aj&:!s  «^  >=:^'' 
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partial  judicial  body,  it  would  be  far 
oetter  that,  eveu  if  the  proposed  invest- 
ment were  a  safe  one,  it  should  be  left 
out  of  the  list  than  that  the  risk  should 
be  run  of  putting  trust  funds  into  an  in- 
sufficient security.  I  beg  leave  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  F.  MACLEAN  (Woodstock): 
The  Bill  now  under  discussion  is  to  my 
mind  an  important  beneficiary  measure, 
and  one  that  will  be  watched  by  every 
trustee  in  the  country.  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  seems  to  me  to  have  been  one  that 
would  have  been  better  addressed  to  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  than  to  the 
Second  Beading.  What  we  have  to  con- 
sider is,  the  question  of  principle  involved 
in  I  he  Bill;  and  that  question  is  this: 
whether  wider  powers  of  investment  than 
they  now  possess  should  be  given  to 
trustees  by  this  House.  In  endeavour- 
ing to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  this  ques- 
tion it  is  not  immaterial  to  see  what  was 
the  past  policy  of  Parliament  in  this 
direction,  in  old  days — the  days  of  Lord 
Eldon,  for  instance— it  used  to  be  thought 
that  the  only  safe  investment  for  trustees 
was  Consols  or  Government  securities ; 
but  as  trade  increased,  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament has  been  materially  to  increase 
the  power  of  investment  on  the  part  of 
trustees.  This  is  clearly  exemplified  in 
the  five  St.itutes  mentioned  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,  ^vhich  it  is  pro- 
posed to  r^'peal  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  re-enacting  all  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  Trust  Funds  may  be 
safely  invested.  That  is  the  principle, 
and  the  only  objection  has  come  from 
my  hon..Friend  opposite  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  below  the  Gang- 
way. As  to  the  former,  he  admitted 
that  the  widest  latitude  should  be  given 
to  trustees  in  the  matter  of  invest- 
ments, assuming  that  they  were  of  a 
safe  character. 

♦Mb.  TOMLINSON:  What  I  said 
was,  as  great  latitude  as  could  be  given, 
piovided  always  that  the  condition  of 
safety  was  regarded  as  the  first  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
said  that  the  first  thing  to  be  considered 
in  relation  to  all  Trust  Investments  is 
the  safety  of  the  Fund.  If  you  look 
through  the  Investments  mentioned  in 
the  Bill,  I  venture  to  say  that  most  of 
them  are  of  a  sound  character. 

ifr.  TomUmon 


The  chancellor  ofthk EXCHE- 
QUER (Mb.  GoscdEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Not  all. 

Mb.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  I 
said  was  ''  most  of  them,"  not  all ;  and 
if  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee,  there 
are  some  of  the  Funds  mentioned  in 
which  I  think  it  would  be  advisable  not 
to  authorize  trustees  to  invest;  and 
there  are  some  that  are  not  men- 
tioned —  possibly  Colonial  Securities 
—in  which  it  might  be  advisable 
to  authorize  trustees  to  invest.  I 
think,  however,  that,  taking  the  In- 
vestments named  as  a  whole,  they  may 
be  regarded  as  safe  investments  of  a 
first-class  character.  I  do  not  propose 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to  go  into  detul 
with  regard  to  the  Investments,  because 
those  matters  will  be  more  properly 
discussed  in  Committee ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  has  made  a  suggestion 
which  I  think  would  be  a  very 
unfortunate  one  for  the  trustees  if  it 
were  acted  upon.  He  says  in  substance 
that  it  would  be  better,  instead  of  laying 
down  in  statutory  enactments  the 
securities  in  which  trustees  may  invest, 
that  trustees  should  have  power  to  go  to 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  ask  its 
sanction  to  particular  investments. 
♦Mb.  TOMLINSON  :  That  was  not  the 
suggestion.  What  I  intended  to  suggest 
was  that  where  the  proprietors  of  tibie 
funds  thought  they  were  good  invest- 
ments they  might  be  allowed  to  go  to 
the  Court  and  satisfy  the  Court  that 
those  investments  were  good. 

Mb.  F.  MACLEAN :  That  is  in  sub- 
stance what  I  have  said,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  a  most  lamentable  thing  to 
give  the  trustees  that  power.  Again  and 
again  in  my  experience  have  I  seen 
small  trust  funds,  when  they  come  into 
the  Chancery  Division  to  ask  for  a 
change  of  investment,  swallowed  up  by 
costs  to  the  extent  of  half  a  year's 
income. 

♦Mb.  TOMLINSON  :  I  do  not  say  that 
the  trustees  should  go  to  the  Court,  but 
those  who  have  the  control  of  the  funds, 
such,  for  example,  as  a  municipality. 

Mb.  F.MACLEAN:  I  am  only  deal- 
ing with  the  alternative  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  took  exception  to  the  Bill  as 
one  which  was  not  for  the  benefit  of  tlie 
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what  will  be  the  conBequenoe?  The 
question  of  what  Stocks  are  to  be  intro- 
duced will  be  settled  one  way  or  the 
other.  Then  in  some  future  year  some- 
one will  come  to  this  House  and  say — 
''You  haye  admitted  securities  which 
are  of  a  doubtful  character,  but  I  have 
here  a  security  which  is  equally  good. 
Whatever  reasons  there  are  for  in- 
cluding Colonial  or  other  Stocks  belong 
equally  to  this  security,  and  I  shall 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  claim  to  have  the 
law  altered  so  as  to  introduce  my 
security."  I  ask  whether  it  is  in  the 
interests  of  Trust  Funds  that  the  ques- 
tion of  what  fund  the  trustee  should 
be  enabled  to  invest  in  should  be  left 
open  to  successive  efforts  at  legislation  ? 
1  contend  that,  whatever  provision  we 
make,  it  ought  to  contain  the  elements  of 
finality  and  completeness.  I  should 
like  to  test  the  question  of  safety  with 
reference  to  one  or  two  of  the  objects 
which  are  put  in  the  Bill.  I  take 
the  case  of  the  nominal  or  inscribed 
Stock  of  municipal  boroughs — I  leave 
out  the  question  of  County  Councils  as 
pertaining  more  to  the  future.  Will 
anyone  say,  who  knows  the  condition  of 
municipal  boroughs  at  the  present  time, 
that  a  Stock  of  Uiat  kind  is  necessarily 
a  safe  investment?  The  security  for 
the  Stock  is  the  borough  rate.  Many 
boroughs  borrow  very  largely,  and  the 
larger  the  debt  the  higher  will  be 
the  rates.  The  amount  of  the  rate 
is  very  often  an  important  element 
in  the  prosperity  of  a  borough.  There 
may  come  a  time  when  the  burdens  are 
too  heavy  to  bear,  at  any  rate  when 
some  Corporation  Stocks  may  be  im- 
mensely depreciated  in  the  Market.  I 
venture  to  think  you  could  not  put 
down  Municipal  Stock  as  offering  a 
security  unimpeachably  safe.  It  is 
said  there  is  a  precedent  for  this  in 
the  case  of  Metropolitan  Stock.  But 
that  is  a  case  nti  generis,  because  the 
provision  enabling  the  trustees  to  in- 
vest  in  that  Stock  was  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  Stock  was  created, 
and  Parliament  had  the  power  of  de- 
fining the  condition  on  which  the  money 
should  be  raised,  and  all  the  other 
circumstances  which  go  to  the  considera- 
tion whether  it  is  a  safe  security.  Then 
there  is  the  other  case  of  freehold 
ground  rents  and  fee  farm  rents.  It 
is    true  that  the  conditions  on  which 


alone  by  this  Bill  trustees  are  allowed 
to  invest  are  such  as  in  an  ordinary 
case  would  make  a  safe  investment. 
But  there  are  cases  in  which  the  condi- 
tions stated  in  the  Bill  afford  no  criterion 
of  the  safety  of  the  investment.  A  case 
came  recendy  under  my  notice  in  which 
I  found  that  a  ground-rent,  which  satis- 
fied all  the  conditions  of  the  Bill,  was 
far  from  being  a  satisfactory  security. 
If  there  are  these  objections  to  the  Bill, 
tihen  I  think  we  should  very  carefully 
consider  whether  we  ought  to  read  it  a 
second  time;  for  I  think  we  ought  to 
even  err  on  the  side  of  leaving  out 
a  safe  security  rather  than  allow  a 
doubtful  one.  I  must  confess  I  viewed 
with  considerable  alarm  the  discussion 
on  the  clause  of  last  year's  Bill  in 
this  House  in  Committee  last  year. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  man^  Mem- 
bers entirely  left  out  of  sight  the 
safety  of  the  money.  Some  hon. 
Members  seem  to  me  not  to  appre- 
dato  at  all  the  object  of  that  Bill.  The 
tone  of  the  debato  was  this—''  Let  us 
be  as  generous  as  we  can;  let  us  in- 
clude as  many  Trust  Funds  as  we  can,  to 
give  a  wide  scope  of  investment  to 
trustees."  It  is  that  kind  of  vicarious 
generosity  which  is  so  prevalent  now  that 
seems  to  indicate  to  me  a  point  of  dan- 
ger in  passing  a  Bill  of  this  Kind  through 
Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  having  expressed 
my  desire  to  extend  the  power  of  the 
trustee  as  far  as  can  safely  be  done,  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  my  alternative  to  the  present  Bill. 
The  alternative  I  would  suggest  is,  to 
proceed  on  the  lines  on  which  the  exten- 
sion of  the  trustees'  powers  of  investment 
have  already  been  effected  by  allowing 
all  trustees  to  invest  in  securities  on 
which  cash  under  the  control  of  the 
Supreme  Court  is  allowed  to  be  in- 
vested. If  any  further  extension  is 
required  in  the  powers  which  were 
originally  vested  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  I  would  allow  anyone  in- 
terested in  any  particular  security  to 
go  before  the  Court  and  produce  such 
evidence  as  might  satisfy  a  judicial 
body  that  it  is  a  proper  fund  in 
which  trust  money  can  be  invested.  I 
do  not  think  we  have  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  that  power  would  be  carefully 
exercised;  and  in  cases  where  those 
who  have  the  control  of  any  particular 
investment  could  not   satiuv  an   im- 
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that  inveatments  may  be  made  in  any 
Stocks,  Funds,  or  other  securities  which 
are  under  the  control  of  or  subject  to 
the  Oourt  of  Chancery.  If  the  Bill  goes 
into  Committee,  it  ought  to  be  examined 
with  the  g^atest  care,  with  the  view  of 
making  the  beneficiaries  as  secure  as 
pcesible  in  the  enjoyment  of  their 
inoomes. 

♦Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUE :  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  in  1884  a  Bill  was 
passed  for  Scotland  which  proceeded 
very  much  on  the  lines  of  the  present 
measure.  That  Act  gave  a  consider- 
ably increased  range  of  power  in  the 
matter  of  investments,  and  the  result 
of  the  working  of  that  measure 
has,  I  believe,  been  entirely  good. 
The  restdt  of  the  working  of  the  Act 
during  the  four  or  five  years  which 
have  since  passed  has,  I  believe,  been 
very  satisfactory.  It  was,  at  the  time, 
considered  of  great  advantage  to  the 
beneficiaries.  Something  has  been  said  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  as  if  it  were  for 
the  interest  of  the  trustees  that  they 
should  have  a  large  range  of  invest- 
ments. But  I  say  it  is  thoroughly  im- 
material to  them  whether  the  rang^  is  a 
large  or  a  small  one ;  they  have  only  to 
consider  the  interests  of  the  beneficiaries. 
The  problem  to  be  solved  is  how  to  hit 
the  proper  medium  of  a  fair  return. 
Bemember  that  the  beneficiaries  are 
generally  persons  who  have  no  other 
means  of  earning  their  own  livelihood, 
and  it  is  necessary  that  the  trust  funds 
on  which  they  depend  should  g^ve  a  fair 
return,  accompanied  by  a  proper  mea- 
sure of  safety.  Hundreds  of  securities 
which  do  not  give  a  large  return  have, 
of  late  years,  proved  to  be  accompanied 
with  consideraole  risk,  and  one  result  is 
that  those  which  were  considered  prime 
investments  before  now  hardly  yield  a 
fair  return,  or  are  attended  with  a  de- 
gree of  hazard.  There  ought  to  be  no 
hazard.  In  Scotland  there  has  not  been 
the  disadvantage  which  it  has  been 
suggOBted  would  result  from  the  exer- 
cise of  these  powers ;  but  there  has 
been  found  this  advantage,  that  the 
modest  income  of  very  many  persons 
deriving  their  livelihood  from  trust 
funds  has  been  increased  from  2^  to 
8^  per  cent,  and  sometimes  more.  It 
is  needless  to  point  out  how  great  a 
benefit  that  is.  Before  the  Scotch 
Bill  was  introduced,  persons  familiar 
with  what  are  regarded  as  adequate 
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and  fair  trust  investments  carefully 
considered  the  enlargement  of  the 
range  of  investments,  and,  as  far  as  I 
have  heard,  there  has  never  been  any 
objection  taken  to  it  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  too  large.  There  have  been  some 
objections  to  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
unduly  restricted  the  powers  of  trustees. 
It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  an  experience 
at  all  events  worthy  the  consideration  of 
this  House,  seeing  that  it  has  worked 
well  in  Scotland  for  between  four  and 
five  years.  Something  was  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  as  to  giving  powers  which 
the  settlor  had  not  himself  given. 
I  venture  to  think  that  the  great  majority 
of  settlors  will  be  quite  content  to  have 
the  investment  leu  to  the  wisdom  of 
Parliament.  Unless  settlors  desire  a 
distinctive  range  of  securities — and  in 
that  case  they  could  give  expression  to 
their  wish — it  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
law,  and  I  believe  to  say  the  settlors  will, 
as  a  rule,  be  quite  content  with  what  the 
law  allows  to  be  done.  It  is  really  not 
doing  any  violence  to  their  wishes  if  the 
law  finds,  in  course  of  time,  that  the 
range  of  investments  is  imduly  restricted 
and  should  be  amplified.  It  has  been  a 
common  experience  of  late  years  that 
there  has  been  an  enormous  increase  of 
wealth  in  this  country  which  has  been 
invested  in  the  funds  until  it  has  become 
almost  impossible  to  get  a  fair  return. 
If  the  trust  yields  an  inadequate  return, 
then  Parliament  must  tiy  that  the 
medium  of  a  fair  return  in  income 
security  for  the  capital  should  be 
ascertained.  I  do  not  propose  to  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  the  particular  in* 
vestments  mentioned  in  tBis  Bill.  As  to 
some  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion; 
as  to  others  there  may  be  none.  But  I 
Q^AJi  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  say  that 
if  a  Committee  of  this  House  should  ex- 
tend the  powers  beyond  those  which  are 
given  by  the  Scotch  Act  of  1884, 1  hope 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  will  consider 
whether  by  a  short  measure — for  I  do 
not  think  it  could  conveniently  be  done 
by  an  amendment  of  this  Bill — Scotland 
could  not  be  kept  pari  passu  with 
England  in  this  matter.  I  repeat  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  easy  to  adapt  this 
particular  Bill  to  Scotland,  because  the 
customs  of  that  country  differ  bo  much 
from  those  of  England.  I  do  not  ask  at 
this  moment  any  expression  of  opinioa 
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beneficiaries.  With  all  due  respect  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion,  I  submit 
that  the  whole  object  of  the  Bill 
is  the  benefit  of  the  beneficiaries. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  those 
persons  who  are  in  the  position  of 
trustees  were  acting  for  themselves, 
their  inclination  would  generally  be  to 
invest  all  the  funds  at  their  disposal  in 
Consols  so  as  to  get  rid  of  any  responsi- 
bility that  might  otherwise  attach  to  their 
action,  and  I  say  that  the  Bill  is  con- 
ceived, not  in  the  interests  of  the 
trustees,  but  entirely  in  the  interests  of 
the  beneficiaries.  The  fact  has  been 
alluded  to  that  there  is  an  enormous  in- 
crease in  the  trust  funds  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  avoid  the  con- 
clusion that  if  the  cestui  que  trusts 
were  consulted  on  the  point  there  would 
be  not  a  few  of  them  in  favour  of  the 
suggestion  that  means  should  be  given 
to  them  of  making  investments  of  a  first 
class  kind.  On  the  grounds  I  have 
put  before  the  House,  I  trust  it  will  give 
a  Second  Reading  to  the  Bill,  leaving  it 
open  to  the  House  at  a  later  stage  to  say 
what  should  be  the  nature  of  the  invest- 
ments in  which  trustees  should  embark. 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
House  ought  to  approach  this  question 
with  very  great  deliberation.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  give  to  trustees  powers 
which  the  men  who  create  the  trusts 
had  no  conception  whatever  would  be 
g^ven  to  trustees.  A  person  who  creates 
a  trust  could  not  have  foreseen  that  Par- 
liament would  interfere  and  say  that 
powers  not  expressly  forbidden  should 
be  given  to  the  trustees.  When  he  gives 
directions,  he  would  naturally  suppose 
that  those  directions  would  be  carried 
out  faithfully  by  the  trustees  and  would 
not  be  interfered  with  by  any  ex  post 
facto  Act  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Second  Reading  said  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  give  to  trustees  a  wider  range 
than  they  are  at  present  allowed  for 
the  investment  of  property,  and  he  jus- 
tified it  on  the  ground  of  the  fall  in  the 
value  of  money,  which  has  inflicted 
great  hardship  on  the  cestui  que  trusts. 
Undoubtedly  there  has  been  a  very 
great  fall  in  the  value  of  monev,  but 
that  has  affected  to  a  much  larger 
extent  trusts  created  during  the  last 
four  or  five  years,  daring  which  the 
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fall  in  value  has  occurred,  than  it  ha 
affected  trusts  created  many  years  ago' 
As  far  as  Consols  are  concerned,   the 
hon.  Member  was  doubtless  accurate  in 
his  description  of  the  hardship  which 
has  been  incurred,  but  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  carries  his  memory 
back  he  will  find  that  invostmento  made 
40  or  50  years  ago,  or  even  20  years 
ago,  and  which  hM  anything  of  a  per- 
manent character,  produce  almost  the 
same  income  now  as  they  produced  when 
the   investmento   were    effected.     The 
capital  sum  invested  in  this  property  is 
of  much  greater  value,  but  the  income 
derived  m)m  the  trusts  is  nearly  the 
same  as  it  was  at  the  time  of  their 
inception.     The  object  of  the  present 
measure  is  to  afford  facilities  for  the 
investment  of  trust  property  in  securities 
of  a  first-class  character,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
addressed  the  House  has  said  it  will  be 
watohed  with  the  greatest  interest  by 
sanguine  beneficiaries  in  all  parts  of  the 
United   Kingdom.      There   rests    the 
danger  of  legislation  of  this  character. 
There  is  undoubtedly  throughout  the 
country  a  very  great  desire  on  the  part 
of  persons  who  possess  limited  incomes 
that  their  trustees  should  be  allowed 
greater  facilities  for  investment,  in  order 
to  get  a  higher  rate  of  interest.    I  have 
a   recollection    of   one   of    the   recent 
periods  of  excitement,  when  clergymen, 
professional  persons,  and  widows  were 
induced  to  invest  in  speculative  securities 
which  hailed  from  Honduras  and  other 
parte  of  the  world.    Those  investmento 
were,  however,  most  unfortunate  in  their 
resulto.    Therefore  I  would  recommend 
Parliament  to  be  exceedingly  cautious 
in  dealing  with  a  measure  of  relaxation 
of  this  character.    I  think  there  is  a 
very  gpreat  danger  in  raising  expecta- 
tions which  certainly  cannot  be  realized 
with    safety.     It    has    been     rightly 
observed    oy     my    hon.    and   learned 
Friend  behind  me  that  the  great  object 
we    ought    to   secure   is  the  absolute 
safety  of  Trust  Funds.    Any  legisla- 
tion which  imperils  the  safety  of  those 
Funds  is  legislation  for  which  we  should 
incur  g^ave  responsibility  if  we  gave  it 
any  support  whatever.    It  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  proceed  at  all  to  legislate  on 
this  subject.  Sub-section  0  of  Beotion  3 
conteins   almost   all  that    Parliament 
would  be  justified  in  providing  at  the 
present  time.   That  sab-seotion  provides 
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generally  bj  providinf;  that 
^rtunitiea  of  investment  shall  be 
Bf^ed  and  increased  without  risk  to 
le  e$stui  ou$  trutti  and  liability  on  the 
part  of  tne  trustees.     We  can  guard 
against  that  risk,  and  can  find  securities 
in  this  country  which  will  pay  3  or  3^ 
per  cent  with  perfect  safety.     If  that 
can    be    done    it   ought   to  be  done, 
because  it  would  do  no  injury  to  the 
general  taxpayer.     This    is    tfie    pro- 
position    we     are     making     to     the 
Government.    This  is  not,  as  suggested 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  a 
Bill  in  relief  of  the  trustees.     From  our 
point  of  view  it  does  not  protect  the 
trustee.     He  may    be    a    very    selfish 
person,  but  he  can  take  care  of  himself. 
He  may  say — **Iwill  only  invest  in 
Consols,  as  I  do  not  suffer  if  I  only  get 
2^  per  cent."    The  person  we  are  con- 
sidering is  the  person  who  is  receiving 
the  income,  and  we  desire  that  he  shaU 
not  bear  an  undue  portion  of  the  burden 
created  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's Oonversion  Scheme.     I  think  we 
are  bound  to  see  that  he  obtains  a  per* 
centage  somewhat  similar  to  that  which 
he  received  when  Consols  paid  3  per 
cent.    I  do  not  object  to  the  very  proper 
desire  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  guard  the  public.     What  we 
want  is  that  the  receiver  of  the  income 
shall  be  regarded  as  the  person  princi- 
pally interested.     We  shall  not  interfere 
with  the  value  of  Consols :  they  will  be 
maintained  at  their  level ;  and  if  the  per- 
son who  creates  the  Trust  chooses  that 
the  funds  shall  be  invested  in  Consols, 
let  him  sav  so.    All  we  are  asking  is  that 
there  shall  be  an  increased  opportunity 
of   investment;    that   we  iJiall    allow 
trustees    to    invest  without    incurring 
personal    liability    in    certain    defined 
securities.    It  is  our  duty  to  see  that 
the  securities  are  not  speculative,  and 
we    must   not    allow   investments    in 
securities  which  pay  high  interest,  but 
we  can  find  securities  which  will  not 
only  pay  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of 
interest  to  the  beneficiaries,  but  which 
will  be  good  security  for  the  trustee.     I 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  details  in  discuss- 
ing the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill, 
but  I  think  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury spoke  somewhat  without  considera- 
tion when  he  took  exception  to  some  of 
the  securities   mentioned   in   the  3rd 
dause  of  the  Bill.    He  said  he  doubted 
whether   trustees   ahould   be   allowed 
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to  invest  in  the  railways  of  Ireland; 
but  under  Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act,  22 
and  23  Vict.,  there  is  power,  under  pre- 
scribed conditions,  to  invest  Trust 
Funds  in  railways  in  **  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland,"  so  that  this  provision,  which 
was  pointed  out  as  a  fatal  defect  in  the 
Bill,  which  embodies  a  consolidation  of 
the  present  powers  of  investment, 
coupled  with  some  enlargement,  does 
not  go  beyond  the  present  law.  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Government  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
There  will  be  no  attempt  on  the  part  of 
those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  take  one 
step  which  will  not  meet  with  the  sanction 
of  those  who  are  the  natural  guardians  of 
the  taxpayer  and  of  those  who  ought  to 
protect  the  beneficiaries  and  the  private 
individuals  who  receive  the  income.  We 
have  already  admitted  that  there  should 
be  some  compensation  to  those  who  have 
suffered  grievously  by  the  change  of  the 
3  per  cent  investment  into  a  2^  per 
cent,  without  any  fault  of  their  own, 
and  without  such  a  diminution  of  in- 
terest being  in  the  contemplation  of 
the  settlor.  On  the  whole,  believing 
that  this  Bill  marked  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  I  hope  the  CK>vemment  will 
not  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
its  being  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich) :  The  die- 
cussion  which  has  taken  place  this  morn- 
ing proves,  I  think,  the  great  interest 
taken  in  the  subject  involved  in  this 
Bill.    When  the  Conversion  Scheme  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
discussed,  there  were  many  of  us  in  this 
House  who,  like  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member   for  Bury,  realised 
that  the  incomes  of  a  vast  number  of 
people  would  be  materially  affected  by 
that  scheme,  and  we  thought  at  the  time 
that  Government  would  introduce  some 
such  Bill  as  is  now  before  the  House,  to 
give  an  opportunity  for  those  interested 
in  Trust  Funds  invested  in  Consols  to  re- 
invest them,  so  that  they  should  not  be 
such    heavy  losers  as  they  necessarily 
were  under  the  Conversion  Scheme.    I 
supported  the  Conversion  Scheme  most 
warmly ;  but  I  always  felt  that  a  Bill 
giving  enlarged  powers  to  trustees  was 
a    necessary    sequence    of   it.    Conse- 
quently, I  have  taken  some  little  part  in 
bringing  this  Bill  before  the   House, 
Now,  in  speaking  on  it,  I  feel  somewhal 
at  a  disadvantage,  because  almost  ihe 
whole  of    the  discussion  hitherto  has 
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from  the  riffhthon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man.   I  only  desire  that  he  will  under- 
take to  coQsider  the  matter. 
*Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bate) :  I  think  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question 
which  he  has  just  raised  is  premature  in 
one  sense;    but  if  Parliament  should 
decide  on  sanctioning  an  increased  range 
of  investments  for  England,   we  may 
fairly  see  how  we  can  best  take  advan- 
tage of  that  decision  in  order  to  amend 
the  law  of  Scotland.    But  the  difference 
of  opinion  in  this  House  which  has  been 
elicited  by  this  debate  is  so  great  that  I 
cannot  usefully  enter  into  any  engage- 
ment other  than  a  most  general  one.    I 
agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend    in 
thinking  it  is  not  convenient,  looking  to 
the  existing  Scotch  legislation  dealing 
with  trust    estates,    to  have  an  inci- 
dental   reference    to    Scotland    in    a 
purely  English    Act.     If   the   general 
opinion  of  Parliament  is  in  favour  of 
extending    the    powers    of  investment 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  Scotch  Act  of 
1884,  the  proper  plan  would  be  to  have 
a  specific  Scotch  Act.    I  rather  gather. 
Sir,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  that  he  shares  my  view 
that  we  have  to  look,  to  a  large  extent, 
to  the  convenience  and  easy  working  of 
the  legal   practitioner,   and  I  think  it 
would  be  unfortunate  if,  by  a  chance 
and  casual  reference  to  Scotland  in  an 
English  Act,   we    imposed    on    Scotch 
practitioners  the  necessity  of  entering 
into  the  perusal  of   an    English  Act. 
I    have    no     more     to    say.      I    do 
not  imderstand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   expects    me    to    do   more   than 
indicate  my  concurrence  with  the  view 
that  whatever  powers  are  considered  by 
Parliament  as  proper  to  give  to  ]^gland 
should  be  extended  to  Scotland,  not  by 
an  incidental  reference  in  a  Scotch  Act, 
but  rather  by  a  specific  enactment  fol- 
lowing upon  the  English  decision. 
♦Sir  henry  JAMES  (Bury) :  I  have 
risen  to  urge  on  the  CK>vemment  the 
desirability  of  allowing  this  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.     When  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  introduced  his 
Conversion  Scheme  last  year,he  struck  a 
very  severe  blow  at  persons  dependent 
on  limited  and  fixed  incomes,  and  a  great 
many    representations   were   made   to 
Members  of  the  House  that  great  in« 
justice  would  be   inflicted   upon   snoh 
persons  if  their  income  were  lessened 


by  perhaps  one-sixth,  in  consequence  of 
the  Conversion    Scheme  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.    Indeed,  the 
lessening  of  the   income  from  3  to  2} 
per  cent  imposed  a  very  serious  burden 
on  cestui  que  trusts.      The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  gave  a   promise    at 
that  time  that  the  subject  should    be 
fullv  considered,  and  a  hope  was  also 
hela    out    in    the    debate    on    Lord 
Herschell's  Bill  dealing  with  the  duties 
of  trustees  that  there  should  be  some 
consideration   given    to    the    question, 
which  was  then  urged  upon  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton.    I  want  to  see 
some   fulfilment  of  that    promise.      I 
admit  it  was  not  a  definite  promise,  but 
there  was  a  pledge  on  the  part  of   the 
Government   that    some    consideration 
should  be    given    to  the  case  of  these 
persons,  and  I  desire  to  urge  on    the 
Chancellor     of    the    Exchequer     the 
claims    eesiui  que  trusts  to   have  their 
income  maintained  at  its  former  level. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  the 
guardian  of  the  public,  and  he  is  to 
some  extent  opposed  to  any  alteration 
in  the  law  affecting  investments  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  because,  as  I 
understand  him,  he  says  that   if    we 
diverted  the  natural  flow  of  investment 
into  Consols  we  should  thereby,  to  some 
extent,  run  the  risk  of  lessening  their 
value.    I  hope,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
see  the  National  Debt  diminished  and 
the  vidue  of  Consols  increased  thereby. 
But  while  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer speaks  in  this  sense,  he  must  con- 
sider the  public  from   every  point  of 
view.    I  would  rather,  for  my  part,  see 
the  burden  fall  on  the  public  as  a  whole 
than  that  it  should  fall  on  the  persons 
least  able  to  bear  it— namely,  the  per- 
sons of  small  fixed  incomes,  who  are 
generally  without  the  power  of  earning 
more  money  for  themselves.    We  must 
see  that  no  injustice  is  done  to  them 
by  the  Conversion  Scheme.   At  present, 
however,  an  undue  proportion  of  the 
loss  faUs  on  them.    Indeed,  the  general 
taxpayer     gains   by    the    Conversion 
Scheme.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  the  right  to  point  to  it  as  a 
great  success ;  but,  after  all,  the  suf- 
ferers are  those  persons  whose  incomes 
have  been  reduced  by  at  least  one-sixth 
in  consequence  of  it.    Now,  we  want  a 
remedy  for  this  state  of  things,  and  we 
are  tibaowing  no  extra  burden  oa  the 


1503 


Trust  Funds 


tOOMMONS)  tnpsstmint  Bill.  1604 


were  capable  of  being  dealt  with  in 
Committee. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy): I  have  a  very  strong  feeling 
^thfttr  the  principles  impressed  on  the 
House  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
should  have  very  great  weight  with 
hon.  Members,  and  I  shall  not  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading  unless  those  who 
are  responsible  for  advising  the  country 
on  such  matters — namely,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer— advise  me  to  sup- 
port it.  I  am  rather  surprised  at  the 
suggestion  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  A  Bill  of  this  kind  went  to 
a  Standing  Committee  last  Session,  and 
that  body  treated  its  proposals  very  un- 
favourably, and  therefore  the  desire  to 
send  it  now  to  a  Select  Committee  seems 
to  show  an  anxiety  to  escape  the  criti- 
cism of  the  Standing  Committee.  I  think 
if  the  Bill  is  referred  to  any  Committee 
it  should  be  a  Standing  Committee. 
If  investments  are  put  into  a  list  in  this 
Bill  they  will  be  ear-marked  as  first- 
class  investments,  and  the  whole  influ- 
ence of  the  Stock  Exchange  will  be 
used  to  put  others  into  the  list. 

Mr.  E.  W.  BECKETT  (York,  N.R., 
Whitby) :  I  wish  to  join  in  the  appeal 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  look- 
ing through  the  list  of  securities,  it  con- 
tains many  which  I,  for  one,  cannot 
approve.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
there  can  be  no  question  that  there  is 
an  ever-increasing  necessity  for  extend- 
ing the  powers  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
in  regard  to  trust  investments,  and  I 
therefore  hope  the  House  will  agree 
to  the  Second  Reading,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Bill  should  then  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  con- 
sider the  Schedule  of  authorised  invest- 
ments. I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  could  not  have 
heard  the  very  excellent  speech  of  the 
Lord  Advocate,  which  showed  that  we 
might  follow  the  example  set  by  Scotland 
in  this  matter  on  prudent  lines.  I  trust 
that  the  Government  will  not  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  but  will  let 
it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  Conversion  Scheme 
succeeded  in  a  most  extraordinarily 
satisfactory  manner,  and,  perhaps,  there- 
fore, he  will  not  now  be  leas  inclined 
to    consider   the    possibility   of   oarry- 
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ing  out  the  objects  aimed  at  by  this 
Bill. 

Sir  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton) :  I  ear- 
nestly hope  the  Government  will  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  proposal  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  has  been  somewhat  misunderstood. 
It  has  been  treated  as  a  Bill  to  relieve 
trustees ;  but  that  is  a  mistake.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  to  collect  into 
one  Act  the  securities  in  which  trustees 
may  invest.  At  the  present  time  sach 
securities  can  only  be  ascertained  by 
searching  through  a  number  of  Acts  of 
Parliament,  the  subject-matter  of  many 
of  which  is  of  an  entirely  different 
character.  For  instance,  an  Act  which 
enables  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  create  Stock  gives  power  to 
trustees  to  invest  in  it.  The  bill  will, 
therefore,  be  very  useful;  and  in  my 
opinion,  if  it  did  nothing  more  than  this, 
it  ought  to  be  read  a  second  time.  Bat 
the  Bill  goes  beyond  this,  and  proposes 
to  enlarge  the  scope  of  investment  now 
allowed  by  law.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  we  ought 
not  to  hold  out  any  encouragement  to 
trustees  to  speculate  with  Trust  Fands. 
That  is  a  sound  principle ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
that  the  true  policy  is  to  give  the  bene- 
ficiary  as  full  an  enjoyment  of  the  pro- 
duce of  a  Trust  Fund  as  is  consistent  with 
the  safety  of  the  capital  of  the  fund. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
I  H.  Smith)  has  objected  to  certain  seooii- 
ties  mentioned  in  the  Bill,  bat  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  waspartionlarlyanforta- 
nate  in  his  selection.  I  believe  that  the 
two  securities  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  specifically  mentioned  were 
real  securities  in  England,  Wales,  and 
Ireland,  and  Debenture  Stock  in  Eag- 
lish  and  Irish  Railways.  I  most  say 
that  it  requires  some  courage  to  state 
that  there  is  wild  speculation  in  inTest- 
ing  money  in  the  Debenture  Stock  ol 
English  Railways.  The  Bill  appliea  to 
Irish  as  well  as  English  trustees,  bat  it 
does  not  propose  to  give  power  to  invest 
in  securities  which  the  Will  or  Settle- 
ment expressly  prohibits.  With  reffaid 
to  the  objection  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to  investments  in 
Irish  mortgages,  I  would  point  out 
that,  even  if  the  Bill  does  not  piMb 
the  present  law  gives  power  to  invest 
in  mortgages  in  England,  WalMy  or  Iw- 
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land,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, in  objecting  to  this  security,  is 
objectiog  to  the  existing  law.  By  the 
d2nd  section  of  the  Act  which  bears 
the  name  of  Lord  St.  Leonards, 
a  trustee,  unless  expressly  forbid- 
den, is  permitted  to  invest  Trust  Funds 
in  mortgages  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  presume  that 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  agree  with  me 
that  Ireland  is  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  I  may  observe  that  the  ob- 
jection to  Lrish  mortgages  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  comes  with 
rather  a  curious  aspect  from  the  Leader 
in  this  House  of  a  Party  which  tells  us 
that  its  great  object  is  to  encourage  the 
introduction  of  capital  into  Ireland  and 
to  restore  confidence  in  the  country.  I 
may  say,  however,  that  I  have  hardly 
ever  seen  a  Settlement  or  a  Will  which 
does  not  contain  a  clause  expressly  for- 
bidding investments  in  Irish  mortgages. 
The  objection  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  this  point  is  an  objection 
to  the  present  law.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  is  not  aware  that 
trustees  are  not  allowed  to  invest  on 
more  than  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
value.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
other  selection  of  what  he  deemed  a 
mild  spculation  was  particularly  un- 
fortunate. He  objected  to  authorizing 
trustees  to  invest  in  debentures  of 
railway  companies  which  have  paid 
dividends  during  ten  years.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  is  not  aware  of 
the  rule  made  by  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  for  the  investment  of  funds  under 
the  control  of  the  Court.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  copy  of  the  last  Order,  dated 
November  14,  1888,  and  signed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  and 
four  other  Judges.  The  Order  provides 
that  cash  under  the  control  of  the  Court 
may  be  invested  in  debenture,  prefer- 
ence, guarantee,  or  rent  charge  stocks 
of  railways  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland 
which  have  for  ten  years  next  before 
the  investment  paid  a  dividend  on  ordi- 
nary shares.  But,  Sir,  Parliament  has 
already  sanctioned  this  itself,  because  I 
find  that  in  an  Act  which  goes  by  the 
name  of  that  wild  speculator  and  re« 
volutionist.  Lord  Cairns — the  Settled 
Land  Act  1882 — capital  money  which 
has  arisen  from  the  sale  of  settled  land 
is  allowed  to  be  Invested  in,  amongst 
other  things, 


''the  lecority  of  the  bonds,  mortgages  or 
debeutures  of  any  railway  oompany  in  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland  ami  having  ten  years  next 
before  the  investment  paid  a  dividend*  on  its 
ordinary  shares.** 

The  objection  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  seems 
to  me  to  go  too  far,  because  the 
more  you  restrict  the  power  of 
investment  by  trustees  the  more  you 
will  raise  the  price  of  the  stocks  in 
which  they  were  allowed  to  invest.  I 
can  quite  appreciate  the  motives  of  the 
Chancellor  of  ^he  Exchequer  in  wishing 
to  restrict  the  area  of  Trust  Invest- 
ments. I  can  quite  understand  his 
wishing  to  restrict  such  investments  to 
the  Consols  which  bear  his  name.  But 
surely  the  rights  or  interests  of  persons 
beneficially  entitled  under  Settlements 
ought  not  to  be  cut  down  in  order  to 
maintain  the  price  of  Government  Stock. 
That  seems  to  me  a  consideration  that 
ought  not  tb  enter  into  the  view  of  the 
House  in  this  matter.  The  more  you 
enlarge  the  area  of  Trust  Investments 
the  less  effect  they  will  have  in  raising 
or  varying  the  price  of  particular  Stocks. 
I  think  that  any  gentleman  who  has 
had  experience  in  these  matters  will 
agree  that  the  list  of  securities  named 
in  the  Bill  is  such  as  will  be  found 
given  in  any  ordinary  well-drawn  Settle- 
ment or  Will  without  special  instructions, 
and  they  are  all  securities  of  a  public 
character  and  guaranteed.  I  believe 
the  Bill  will  be  found  strictly  beneficial 
both  to  trustees  and  to  e$8tui  que 
Ututs^  by  enabling  them  to  make  the 
most  beneficial  use  of  their  funds  con- 
sistent with  due  security. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  did  not  offer  any 
objection  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
it  might  be  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  the  Public  Funds.  He  carefully 
abstained  from  urging  that  argument. 
My  hou.  and  leamea  Friend  (Sir  H. 
Davey)  says  it  is  an  error  to  suppose 
that  this  Bill  was  introduced  to  any 
extent  in  the  interests  of  trustees, 
but  on  reflection  he  will,  I  think,  see 
that  his  argument  points  to  its  being  a 
useful  Act  for  the  relief  of  trustees,  as 
affording  them  a  better  and  surer  light, 
and  giving  them  an  indication  of  what 
is  called  the  *'  wisdom  of  Parliament." 
I  am  not  at  all  prepared  to  share  ih% 
view,  howevw,  that  teetafeort  would  be 
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perfectly  prepared  to  leave  the  care  of 
their  Bettlements,  and  the  future  of 
those  .in  favour  of  whom  they  make 
settlements,  to  be  decided  by  the 
'*  wisdom  of  Parliament."  The  dis- 
cussion shows  that  Parliament  may 
make  a  mistake,  and  there  is  great 
force  in  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell). The  Bill  has  two  currents  in  its 
favour.  There  is  the  pressure  of  the 
eeitui  que  trusti  and  also  the  strong 
pressure  of  those  who  wish  to  see  their 
securities  take  a  higher  rank  as  being 
sanctioned  by  an  Act  of  Parliament 
as  fit  for  the  investment  of  Trust 
Funds.  If  a  Bill  of  this  character  be 
passed  there  will  be  no  undertaking 
which  will  not  do  its  best  to  induce 
Parliament  to  put  its  name  and  title  on 
the  favoured  list.  And  would  it  not  be 
necessary  continually  to  revise  the  list 
which  Parliament  in  its  momentary 
wisdom  might  make  ?  Reference  has 
been  made  to  Lord  St.  Leonard's  Act, 
enabling  trustees  to  vary  Trusts,  so  that 
money  invested  in  Consols  may  be  in- 
vested in  real  securities.  Lord  St. 
Leonards  acted  on  the  Parliamentary 
view  of  that  day,  which  was  that 
capital  might  be  advantageously  con- 
verted into  land;  but  it  has  since 
turned  out  that  mortgages  are  not 
the  excellent  security  they  were  sup- 
posed to  be.  The  wisdom  of  Parlia 
ment  was  at  fault,  and  it  would  almost 
make  some  settlors  and  testators  turn 
in  their  graves  could  they  know  that 
while  they  gave  directions  for  safe  in- 
vestment in  Government  securities  for 
those  in  whom  they  were  interested,  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  authorized  in- 
vestment in  mortgages  which  had 
turned  out  to  be  a  bad  security  and 
had  not  paid  the  interest  expected. 
The  objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
Bill  that  there  are  easy  trustees  and 
fraudulent  trustees  as  well  as  honest 
trustees.  An  easy  trustee  cannot 
go  far  wrong  now,  for  this  Bill  will 
give  him  a  large  choice  of  investments, 
the  list  of  which  is  as  long  as  the 
calendar,  and  of  which  the  easy  trustee 
would  be  likely  to  choose  the  more 
dangerous  rather  than  the  safe  clats. 
The  fraudulent  trustee  might,  under 
this  Bill,  sell  out  of  a  safe  invest- 
ment and  put  the  Trust  Funds  into  other 
investments  which  would  promote  his 
own  speculations  or  his  own  interests. 

Mr.  Ooiehen 


He  might,  if  he  had  a  number  of  honsei 
of  his  own,  invest  the  funds  in  them. 

Sib  H.  DAVET  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  at  onoe  admit  that 
that  would  be  a  gross  breach  of  trust, 
and  that  a  trustee  who  did  that  would 
find  himself  at  onoe  in  diffioolties  in  the 
Chancery  Division. 

«Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Of  oonrse  I 
bow  to  the  decision  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  would  be  no  dis- 
honesty whatever  in  making  such  an 
investment,  though  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely injudicious.  I  fully  admit  that 
there  are  some  things  in  tms  Bill  which 
are  advantageous  and  whioh  it  woold 
be  expedient  to  consider.  There  is  the- 
question  of  the  consolidation  of  the  law ; 
and  I  think  it  is  expedient  that  the 
undertakings  whioh  are  authorized  by 
Parliament  as  investments  for  Tmst 
Funds  should  be  dug  out  of  the  various 
Acts  in  which  they  are  embedded  so 
that  Parliament  should  know  to 
what  extent  the  number  of  seonrities 
have  already  been  increased.  Further- 
more, I  think  it  is  right  we  should 
settle  the  moot  point  as  to  what  is 
the  liability  of  trustees  with  regard  to 
investments  above  par.  Again,  I  trust 
that  if  the  Bill  is  referred  to  a  Sdeot 
Committee  or  to  any  other  Oommitteey 
the  question  as  to  whether  it  ought  to 
be  retrospective  or  not  wiU  beoonsidered. 
If  I  make  a  settlement  on  my  daughter 
and  say  that  the  investments  most  be 
made  in  Consols  or  Indian  SecnritieB  or 
in  some  other  guaranteed  Government 
Stock,  and  I  die,  she  may  at  onoe  pot 
pressure  on  her  trustees  to  change  the 
investment  to  mortgages  on  land  m  Ire- 
land. I  object  to  my  views  being  set 
aside  by  Parliament  the  moment  after  I 
have  made  a  Settlement.  I  think  Par* 
liament  would  be  embarking  on  a 
dangerous  course  in  laying  down  what 
are  safe  investments  and  what  are  not, 
although  there  may  be  something  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  such  a  oourse.  Still, 
the  Trusts  and  Settlements  whioh  have 
quite  lately  been  made,  and  been  made 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  nresent  oir- 
circumstances  ought  not  to  be  set  aside 
under  the  pressure  of  the  c$Uui  qm 
irtut  who  may  naturally  be  wishful  to 
increase  his  income  p«r»jMMf»  nrobaUy 
with  an  increase  of  his  family.  The 
Government  will  not  object  to  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  their  view  tf» 
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that  the  Bill  should  certainly  be  referred 
either  to  a  Select  Committee,  or  to  a 
Standing  Committee  similar  to  that  to 
which  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  referred. 
The  Government  would  prefer  to  take 
time  to  consider  which  of  the  two  causes 
would  be  best. 

«Mr.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.,  Lons- 
dale) :  Having  some  knowledge  of  some 
of  these  investments,  I  think  it  right 
to  ofiPer  a  few  remarks.  I  desire  par- 
ticularly to  refer  to  the  Stock  mentioned 
under  the  letter  K.  I  daresay  many 
hon.  Members  are  not  aware  what  the 
true  significance  of  that  Stock  is,  or  in 
what  sense  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  safe 
and  proper  investment  for  Trust  Funds. 
I  had  occasion  a  few  years  ago  to  object 
to  the  investment  of  some  Trust  money 
in  this  particular  Stock,  because,  al- 
though it  is  described  as  bearing  a 
guarantee  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  although  the  Company  does 
receive  5  per  cent  from  the  Secretary  of 
State,  it  does  not  follow  necessarily  that 
the  5  per  cent  goes  to  the  holder  of  the 
Stock.  Take  the  case  of  the  Great  Indian 
Peninsular  Eailway.  It  may  be  that 
that  railway's  stock  stands  at  a  high 
premium  indeed,  but  I  remember  when 
it  was  little  above  par.  It  may  descend 
to  that  level  again.  That  will  be  in 
consequence  of  a  falling  off  of  traffic 
which  may  occur  through  panic.  If  t)ie 
traffic  receipts  fall  so  that  the  income 
will  not  permit  of  a  dividend  being  paid 
without  the  assistance  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  no  money  would  come 
to  the  beneficiaries.  I  believe  it  is  not 
known  to  investors  that  that  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  holders  of  the  Stock  of  some 
of  the  Indian  railways.  I  agpree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G. 
Campbell)  that  the  Bill  will  open  the 
door  to  speeulations  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
change, and  this,  I  think,  ought  to 
cause  hon.  Members  to  pause  before 
they  let  the  Bill  pass  even  a  Second 
Beading  unless  there  is  a  strong  recom- 
mendation to  the  Committee  to  which 
it  is  referred  that  the  list  of  the 
securities  should  be  seriously  cut  down. 

♦Mb.  ELTON  (Somersetshire,  Welling- 
ton) :  I  cannot  but  share  the  fears 
which  have  been  expressed  about  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  although  I 
have  great  confidence  in  the  judgment 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
have  spoken  in  its  favdur.  1  am  quite 
willing     it    should     be    qonfineil    to 


Settlements  made  after  the  date  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  if  that  is  the  feeling 
of  the  House,  but  what  I  rose  particularly 
for  is  to  point  out  that  there  are  some 
investments  mentioned  in  the  list  which 
the  House  ought  to  encourage  by  every 
means  in  its  power.  I  refer  especially 
to  the  investment  in  Borough  Stock.  It 
is  very  difficult  for  any  of  the  large 
boroughs  to  get  powers  inserted  in 
their  local  Acts  to  enable  trustees  to 
invest  in  their  Stock,  although  I  know 
from  personal  experience  that  there  is  a 
g^eat  demand  ,by  trustees  of  eeUui  que 
truit  to  invest  in  such  Stock.  But  there 
are  some  Stocks  in  the  List  which  ought 
not  to  be  there.  Take  the  case  of  free- 
hold ground  rents.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  freehold  ground 
rents,  but  we  ought  to  prevent  the 
investment  of  Trust  Funas  in  them, 
for  it  is  well-known  they  may  become 
insecure.  It  is  necessary  the  Bill 
should  go  to  a  Committee  in  order  that 
that    particular    investment     may     be 

struck  out. 

♦Me.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon, 
&c.):  I  have  heard  with  the  greatest 
pleasure  that  the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  oppose  the  Second  Beading 
of  this  Bill,  which  I  regard  of  the 
greatest  importance,  not  only  to  trustees, 
but  to  the  cestui  que  trusts.  Some 
observations  have  been  made  as 
to  the  hardships  that  occasionally 
would  occur  to  widows  and  orphans  if 
the  Bill  passes.  But  there  are  hardships 
under  the  law  as  it  at  present  stanos, 
and  it  is  with  the  view  of  removing 
these  hardships  that  I  intend  to  support 
the  Bill.  I  aeprecate  in  the  strongest 
manner  anything  like  allowing  trustees 
to  invest  funds  in  speculative  securities, 
but  all  the  observations  made  by  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment 
appear  to  me  to  be  of  such  a  character 
that  they  can  be  very  properly  dealt 
in  Committee.  I  have  not  heard 
any  real  objection  to  the  principle  of 
the  BUI ;  and  what  we  have  now  to  deal 
with  is  the  principle  of  the  measure.  In 
Committee  it  will  be  the  province  of  the 
House  to  investigate  carefully  what  are 
the  securities  in  which  it  shaU  be  lawful 
to  invest  trust  money.  I  should  like  a 
clause  inserted  providing  that  in  all 
cases  where  it  is  possible  the  consent  of 
the  cestui  que  trusts  must  be  had  before  the 
trustees  can  invest  in  the  securities.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  the  operation  ot 
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the  Bill  should  be  confined  to  Settlements 
made  after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  there  would  be  very 
great  hardships  under  the  present  system 
if  the  Bill  is  not  allowed  to  have  a  retro- 
spective effect.  To  use  the  language  of 
the  Mover  of  the  Second  Reading,  the 
Bill  will  be  greatly  conducive  to  sim- 
plicity of  knowledge,  not  only  on  the 
part  of  the  trustees,  but  on  the  part  of 
the  ceatui  que  trusts.  If  it  is  known  that 
Parliament  in  its  wisdom  has  directed 
that  certain  securities  may  be  considered 
safe,  that  will  be  conducive  to  the  peace 
of  mind  of  the  persons  interested  in  the 
investment  of  Trust  Funds.  I  do  not 
know  any  measure  which  will  prove  of 
greater  practical  importance  than  this, 
and  therefore  I  shall  heartily  support  its 
Second  Beading. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time :   committed 
for  Wednesday,  April  10. 

MAHRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED 

WIFE'S  SISTER  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.     (No.  13.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

*Mr.  a.  ELLIOT  (Boxburghshire) : 
In  moving  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill  I  do  not  pretend  that  those  who 
promote  this  legislation  are  not  anxious 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in- 
deed I  should  have  been  better  pleased 
had  the  measure  of  this  kind  which 
applies  to  the  whole  Kingdom  stood  first 
on  the  Paper  to  day.  But  the  prece- 
dence of  Bills  is  a  matter  which  hon. 
Members  cannot  settle  for  themselves, 
and  it  is  by  the  fate  of  the  ballot  that 
this  Bill,  limited  to  Scotland,  now  comes 
on  first  for  discussion.  I  have  noticed 
amongst  the  Notices  of  Objection  ap- 
pearing on  the  Paper,  one  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor).  I  certainly  should 
be  the  last  to  complain  of  any  Irish  or 
English  Members  taking  part  in  such  a 
discussion  as  this.  We  must  all  recognize 
that  Acts  of  Parliament  dealing  with 
limited  geographical  limits  are  never- 
theless of  extreme  importance  to  many 
persons  living  outside  those  limits. 
There  are  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
the  countrymen  of  the  hon.  Member 
living  in  Scotland,  and  therefore  it  is 
perfectly  right  the  hon.  Member  should 
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make  a  statement  hem  to-day.    I  do 
not  wish  to  look  at  {his  Bill  solely  in 
respect  of  its  limited  oharacteri    but 
still    it    is    due   to    ns    in    Sootland 
to  remember  that  the  Matriaf|;e  Law 
has  not  been  the   same   in   Sootland 
as  in  England  and  Ireland,  and  it  may 
rather    startle    some    hon.     Members 
to  find  that  the  Bill  states  in  its  pre- 
amble that  the  law  in  Sootland  on  this 
subject  is  at  present  doubt ftil.     It  is  not 
clear  that  a  marriage  between  a  man  and 
his  deceased  wife's  sister  is  at  the  present 
moment  illegal  in  Scotland.   In  Ihigland 
at  present  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  as 
to   the  illegalitv    of   such   marriages. 
Since  Lord  Lyndhurst's  Act  was  passed 
in  1835,  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  is  absolutely  illegal,  but  that  Act, 
which  extends  to  England  and  Ireland, 
expressly  does  not  extend  to  Sootland, 
and  we  must  find  the  Scotch  Law  on  the 
subject  elsewhere.    It  will  be  admitted 
that,  according  to    the    Confession    of 
Faith,  which    is  the   standard   of  the 
various  Presbyterian  Oharohes  in  Scot- 
land, affinity  is  for  all  practical  purposes 
equivalent  to  consanguinity,  and  that, 
therefore,  undoubtedly  such  marriages 
would  be  contrary  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Confession  ot  Faith.    But  in  1567, 
when   the  Scottish  Legislatare    deter- 
mined to  get  rid  of  many  of  the  restrio- 
tions  which  in  Roman  Oatholie  times 
had  been  placed  upon  marriages  between 
relations,  the  Act  provided  that  henoe* 
forward  marriage  should  be  perfectly 
free    between    persons  who   were  not 
expressly    forbidden    by    the     Divine 
law    from    entering     into    marriage. 
When  we  come  to    ask  what   is  uie 
Divine  Law,   and  to  what  extent  Ibr 
Scotch  purposes  it  is  taken  as  part  of 
the  Scotch  Law,  we  are  referred  to  the 
well-known  18th  chapter  of  Levitioaa; 
but  here  again  we  find  eminent  authori- 
ties declaring  their  opinion  that  there 
is    no    sort    of    prohibition    of   these^ 
marriages  in  the  16th,  17th,  and  18th 
verses  of  that  chapter.  I  should  be  bold, 
indeed,  to  argue  this  question  without 
the  strong  support  of  authorities.  Firsts 
I  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate Rutherford;  he,  in  1848,  in  re- 
ference to  the  inquiry  into  the  worUag 
of    Lord    Lyndhursrs    Act    of   1835, 
said — 

**  The  le^lity  of  the  marriage  would  depeodt 
I  think,  if  it  were  tried,  on  the  qnaitiQa 
whether  the  18th  chapter  off  Levttlotis  doss  er 
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does  not  prohibit  marriage  of  a  man  with  the 
sister  of  his  deoeased  wife.  Generally  speaking, 
writers  and  text-books  consider  suon  marriages 
illegal.*' 

But  then  he  g^es  on — 

**It  has  been  the  opinion  of  very  eminent 
lawyers  that  such  marriages  should  be  held 
good  in  law,  and  the  issue  of  such  marriages 
legitimate,  and  though  I  have  some  doubts,  out 
of  respect  for  those  who  take  the  opposite  view, 
I  am  myself  inclined  to  the  same  opinion." 

A  great  authority  on  the  law  of  husband 
and  wife  wfits  Lord  Fraser,  who  died 
only  a  few  days  ago.  He  tells  us,  that 
as  to  the  Confession  of  Faith,  which 
was  ratified  by  Act  of  Parliament,  it 
has  not  the  binding  effect  of  law,  and 
he  adopts  the  view  of  Lord  Eutherford, 
and  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  such  a 
marriage  would  be  lawful.  In  his 
opinion,  if  a  case  were  to  arise  in  Scot- 
land at  the  present  time  (1848),  the 
Scotch  Courts  would  have  to  consider 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  verses  in 
the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus,  and  he 
declared  his  opinion  that  the 
18th  verse  of  that  chapter  has, 
in  fact,  nothing  to  do  with  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
Now,  I  think,  the  opinions  of  these 
authorities.  Lord  Rutherford  and  Lord 
Fraser  at  all  events,  sustain  my  position, 
that  the  law  of  Scotland  is,  at  least,  doubt- 
ful on  this  subject.  And  now  I  wish  to 
leave  the  special  Scotch  aspect  of  the 
question  and  treat  it  a  little  more 
generally.  Now,  the  Statute  of  1835, 
on  which  the  law  in  England  and  Ire- 
land rests,  in  its  preamble  explains  how 
the  previous  law  stood,  and  it  is  really 
very  important,  at  any  rate  very  inte- 
resting, that  Members  should  understand 
how  the  law  stood  until  1835.  The  law 
was  this — a  man  might  marry  his  de- 
oeased wife's  sister,  and  men  did  so 
again  and  again,  and  the  marriage  was 
perfectly  good  in  law  for  all  purposes, 
and  the  children  bom  were  legitimate, 
unless  during  the  lifetime  of  both 
parents  a  suit  was  instituted  to  void  the 
marriage  by  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Court.  Such  a  marriage  might 
be  voided  or  not  voided.  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst's  Bill  waa,  no  doubt,  brought  in 
to  legitimatize  a  particular  marriage  of 
a  particular  individual  who  had  con- 
tracted a  marriage  with  his  deceased 
wife's  sister.  The  Bill  was  brought 
forward  for  private  reasons,  but,  of 
course,  it  would  have  been  a  scandalous 
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abuse  of  legislation  to  deal  with  one 
case  and  leave  all  other  similar  cases 
untouched,  and,  therefore,  the  conse- 
quence of  that  Bill  was  to  legalize,  as 
the  Act  did  legalize,  all  marriages  of  the 
kind  contracted  before  that  date.  All 
persons  who,  up  to  then,  had  married 
their  deoeased  wife's  sister,  had  their 
marriages  made  absolutely  valid,  and 
their  children  were  made  legitimate. 
This  yraa  the  great  object  of  the  Bill, 
but  when  it  got  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  House,  influenced,  I  believe,  by  the 
Lords  Spiritual,  not  contented  with  that 
operation  of  the  Bill,  put  in  an  addi- 
tional Clause,  which  made  absolutely 
null  and  void  for  the  future,  marriages 
which,  as  regards  the  past,  it  was  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill  to  legitimatize.  In 
1848,  only  a  few  years  afterwards,  it 
was  considered  necessary  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  Act  of  1848,  and  a 
strong  Commission  was  appointed  for  the 
purpose.  Its  members  included  the  then 
Bishop  of  Lichfield,  and  the  Commission 
was  strong  in  point  of  legal  ability. 
Having  taken  evidence  of  a  comprehen- 
sive character,  including  Catholics  and 
Protestants  of  all  denominations,  this 
Commission  reported  unanimously — in- 
cluding the  Bishop — in  a  sense  directly 
contrary  to  the  satisfactory  working  of 
the  Act  of  1835,  and  their  Report  should 
be  borne  in  mind  in  relation  to  this  pro- 
posed legislation.  The  Commissioners 
reported  that  the  Statute  of  1835  had 
failed  to  attain  its  object,  that  it  had  not 
prevented  marriages  with  a  deoeased 
wife's  sister,  and  expressed  great  doubt 
whether  a  measure  of  this  prohibitive 
character  could  be  efficacious  or  was  jus- 
tified. This  was  the  conclusion  arrived 
at  by  the  Commissioners — including  the 
Bishop.  I  make  a  point  of  mentioning 
the  Bishop,  with  special  reference  to  the 
fact  that  the  unchanged  state  of  the  law 
is  due  to  the  particular  view  of  the  Lords 
Spiritual  in  another  place.  In  1848  a 
Bill  was  introduced  to  legalize  these 
marriages,  and  since  then  similar  Bills 
have  been  passed  by  this  House  again 
and  again.  It  has  been  represented 
again  and  again  that  the  state  of  the  law 
is  doing  gross  injustice  to  a  number  of 
decent,  respectable  persons  whose  chil- 
dren are  bcistardized  in  spite  of  the 
strong  evidence  there  is  €is  to  the  desira- 
bility of  making  this  change  in  the  law. 
Well,  1848  is  a  long  time  ago,  and  it  ii 

8  H 


1515        Ikee'usd  Wifit  SitUr       fOOHMOXS} 


^,^€«ami)  BilL 


1516 


worthy  of  oonnderation  whether  opinion 
haa  since  then  been  growing  in  the 
direction  wiahed  for  by  the  promoten  of 
thiB  Bill.  I  should  like  for  a  moment  to 
glance  round  at  opinions  among  persons 
of  various  ways  of  thinking.  Roman 
Catholics  are  a  large  body  in  the  country, 
and  among  them,  both  here  and  abr>ad, 
the  marriages  can  be  and  are  frequently 
contracted.  The  Commission  went  into 
this  matter,  and  the  effect  of  their  Re- 
port is  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
as  a  matter  of  discipline,  forbids  these 
marriages,  not  absolutely  forbidding 
them,  and  holds  that  such  are  permitted 
by  the  Word  of  God.  They  are  re- 
strained by  the  rules  of  the  Church ; 
but  it  is  possible  to  suspend  the  rule, 
and  in  certain  cases  they  may  be  and 
are  contract«fd  by  means  of  a  Dispensa- 
tion gpranted  by  the  Pope,  or  by  some 
other  authority  under  him.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  in  Roman  Catholic  countries 
such  marriages  do  take  place  with  the 
permission  of  the  Church,  and  is  an 
every-day  experience  in  those  countries. 
I  am  told,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  the 
case,  that  220  priests  in  the  Metro- 
politan district  have  petitioned  in  favour 
of  legislation  of  this  kind.  As  repre- 
senting an  important  body,  it  is  im- 
portant to  know  their  views.  In  Scot- 
land I  know  there  used  to  be  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church  against  these  marriages ;  but  I 
maintain  that  opinion  is  giving  way  be- 
fore further  inquiry,  careful  examina- 
tion of  texts,  the  issue  of  the  Revised 
Version  of  the  Scriptures,  and  the 
growth  of  wisdom  on  the  subject.  The 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  used 
every  year  to  pass  a  resolution  against 
proposals  of  tliis  kind ;  but  they  have 
for  the  last  few  years  given  up  that 
form  of  opposition,  and  I  am  told  that 
the  Synod  of  Glasgow  and  Ayr  is  favour- 
able to  this  proposal.  There  is  not — if  I 
may  uso  the  expression  without  offence — 
a  more  **  straight- laced"  body  in  Scot- 
land than  the  United  Presbyterian 
Church ;  but  I  find  that  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Presbyteries  of  that  Church 
are  favourable  to  the  legalization  of  mar- 
riage with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
I  am  told  that  the  Froo  Church  is 
against  the  proposal ;  but  I  know 
that  Dr.  Chalmers  himself  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  it.  I  may  be  told  that 
Professor  Rainy,  a  great  leader  of  the 
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Free  Chnzvh,  is  in  determined  lioetilitj 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  knov  he  is,  bat  I 
can  cite  him  as  a  witness  in  our  favoar, 
for  he  says  that  aapporters  of  the 
proposal  are  on  the  whole  increasing 
among  Members  of  the  Free  Cb arch, 
and  include  many  for  whom  he  haa  the 
most  sincere  respect.  There  is  evidence 
then  at  all  events  that  the  state  of  feel- 
ing is  divided  on  the  point,  and  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  among  Roman  Catholics,  among 
members  of  the  Established  Chnrch, 
among  the  United  Presbyterians,  and 
even  Professor  Rainy  admits  that  many 
leading  and  most  respected  members  of 
the  Free  Church  are  rapidly  coming 
round  in  favour  of  the  proposal  I  am 
now  submitting  to  the  House.  In  the 
Church  of  England  the  majority  of  the 
Bishops  are,  unfortunately,  opposed  to 
us,  but  I  have  referred  to  one  distin- 
guished exception,  the  Prelate  who 
signed  the  Report  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  1  might  refer  to  other 
dignitaries  of  the  Church  who  have 
strongly  advocated  this  proposal.  The 
names  of  Dean  Hook,  and  of  the  Dean 
of  Westminster  would  be  included  in  a 
long  list  of  eminent  men  who  have 
argued  strongly  in  support  of  the  legaliza- 
tion of  such  marriages.  I  do  not  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  with  references  to 
petitions  for  and  against,  but,  consider- 
ing the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  county  of  Inverness,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  of  the  2l  Members 
of  the  Town  Council  of  the  Borough  of 
Inverness  16  are  in  favour  of  this  pro- 
posal. If  that  is  the  state  of  opinion  in 
a  district  upon  which  most  reliance  is 
placed  for  opposition  to  the  Bill,  what  is 
likely  to  be  the  division  of  opinion 
in  other  parts  of  the  country? 
Seven  times  since  1848  have  BiUs 
of  this  kind  passed  all  their  stages 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
have  been  informed  that  in  more  than 
70  divisions  the  House  has  declared  in 
favour  of  legalizing  these  marriage 
Are  we  not  at  last  to  legislate  in  con- 
formity with  the  wishes  of  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  people?  When  is  the 
time  to  come  if  not  after  70  deoisiouB 
given  sometimes  under  a  Conservative 
and  sometimes  under  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment ?  The  House  of  Lords  is  against 
the  proposal,  but  may  we  not  hope  that 
opinion  is  changing  there  as  elsewhere  f 
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On  one  or  two  ocoasions,  in  spite  of  the 
influence  of  the  Lords  Spiritual,  decisions 
have  been  given  in  that  House  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  though  never  with  such  a 
decisive  result  as  to  carry  the  Bill  into 
law.  It  is  time  now  to  deal  with  it. 
Decided  opinions  have  been  expressed 
in  different  places  in  this  country,  and  I 
will  only  make  one  reference  to  opinion 
abroad,  and  that  in  the  United  States.  In 
America  Mr.  Storey,  the  eminent  jurist, 
expressed  his  opinion,  on  being  asked 
by  the  Commission  in  1848,  whether 
there  was  any  feeling  among  decent 
respectable  people  aa  to  the  impropriety 
of  such  marriages  in  America,  said  there 
was  no  feeling  of  the  kind,  it  was  rather 
regarded  as  a  praise-worthy  thing,  and 
a  simple  and  proper  arrangement.  Are 
we  not,  I  would  ask,  taking  too  much 
upon  ourselves  when  we  legislate  to 
prevent  the  contracting  of  marriages 
which  are  in  consonance  with  the  moral 
and  religious  sense  of  large  numbers  of 
the  people,  which  have  the  support  of 
eminent  members  of  various  churches, 
and  to  which  in  America  and  in  our 
Colonies  no  sort  of  objection  is  raised  ? 
We  have  to  look  on  the  application  of 
the  legislation  to  the  poor  as  well  as  to 
the  rich,  and  I  must  say  that  to  the 
poor  the  application  of  the  law  ap- 
pears to  me  most  harsh,  unjust,  and 
cruel  when  it  treats  as  bastards  the 
children  of  such  marriages.  An  Aus- 
tralian may  contract  such  a  marriage, 
and  his  children,  legitimate  in  Aus- 
tralia, may  come  here,  and  what  will  be 
their  position  ?  For  what  reason  do 
you  maintain  the  old  state  of  the  law 
here  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  at  any 
greater  length  on  the  time  of  the  House, 
but  I  would  impress  upon  hon.  Members 
that  this  question  is  not  to  be  decided 
by  reference  to  any  antiquated  law.  I 
do  not  lay  great  stress  on  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  chapter  in  Leviticus,  though 
I  maintain  that  is  in  our  favour  ;  but, 
setting  that  aside,  we  have  to  consider 
the  morality  of  the  present  day  and 
legislate  for  ourselves.  Is  such  a  limita- 
tion necessaryi  when  we  see  among 
decent,  respectable  people  of  all  denomi- 
nations no  objection  whatever  to  such 
marriages,  either  on  religious  or  social 
grounds?  I  think  I  have  shown 
strong  ground  to  induce  the  House  to 
change  the  law  and  bring  it  into  oon- 
fonnity  with    what   is   becoming   the 


general  opinion  among  decent  people. 
There  are  some  arguments  I  have  not 
gone  into,  but  I  think  the  main  argu- 
ments against  my  position  are  what  is 
called  the  Divine  Law,  and  what  is 
called  interference  with  domestio  comfort 
and  social  relations.  But  I  have  never 
been  able  any  more  than  were  the  Com- 
missioners in  1848  to  see  the  strength  of 
this  argument  for  rich  or  poor.  The 
words  of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  borne  in  mind  by  every  Mem- 
ber who  proposes  to  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  Commissioners  dealt  with 
the  subject  as  it  affected  the  poorer 
classes ;  they  pointed  out — 

**  How  when  a  poor  man  had  the  misfortune 
to  lose  his  wife  some  assistance  for  the  manage- 
ment and  care  of  his  children  becomes  indis- 
pensable, and  if  he  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  such 
assistance,  which  must  be  rendered  immediately, 
all  circumstances  point  to  the  sister  of  the  de- 
ceased wife  as  the  natural  assistant,  and  cohabi- 
tation becomes  almost  inevitable,  with  or  without 
the  form  of  marriage.** 

Do  you  not  then  undertake  a  very 
great  responsibility  when  you  pre- 
vent by  law  marriage  contracts 
under  such  circumstances?  Are  you 
content  with  a  state  of  the  law  that 
renders  such  a  marriage  illegal  ?  If 
you  render  it  illegal  you  place  the 
parties  in  a  very  doubtful  position,  and 
it  is  a  point  to  consider  whether  we  have 
a  right  to  force  such  a  position.  It  is  a 
subject  to  be  considered  in  a  wise  and 
liberal  spirit,  and  in  that  spirit  I  com- 
mend this  Bill  to  the  House.  Similar 
proposals  have  received  the  support  of 
majorities.  Liberal  and  Conservative.  If 
it  is  once  more  to  be  rejected,  let  it  be 
known  that  the  rejection  is  not  by  the 
will  of  the  Hepresentatives  of  the  people, 
not  because  the  proposal  is  not  deemed 
right  and  just  by  the  country,  but  solely 
because  of  a  special  view  taken  for 
some  vear  past,  and  which,  I  am  afraid, 
is  still  taken  by  a  section  of  Members, 
forming  one  Estate  of  the  Bealm,  in 
another  place. 

Motion  made,  atfd  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." 

Me.  C.  FEASEB-MACKINTOSH 
(Inverness-shire) :  My  hon.  Friend  has 
made  a  long  statement,  but  said  very 
little  in  support  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  The  whole  of  his  speech, 
in  fact,  would  have  been  more  appro* 
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y'^>!»,  w«f<!r  it  Lot  th*?  fw  *.hi  Sw?  tt2i«  a 
Bill  hail  Wm  h/r^/aght  i&  cm  ihlst  nb- 
j^^  a^/pii/^bU  v>  ryy/tla&d  aLos«,  aL.i  at 
my  h//&.  yriend  hax  tkrovD  dovn  th« 
^aoAtUty  I  f<M;l  y^AUid  to  take  it  up. 
H4  haa  ftaid  y^mj  little  o&  the  im- 
mediate utibjVirt :  bat  wfa<ifO  Le  Winn  eft  to 
r/iake  a  change  m  the  Marriaj^e  Law«. 
whi«h  hare  ezinted  in  Scotland  for  300 
jeani,  he  in  bound  to  ^how  there  is  a 
fttr^/ng  feelinii^ib  farourofthealt4Grration. 
He  fja«  nhovn  the  ezifttence  of 
no  »ur;h  fhH\\Ji%,  hj  petition  or  other- 
wiM.  I  believe  if  it  were  known 
generally  throuf^hout  Scotland  that  a 
Jiill  of  thin  chara/.'ter  had  the  least  like- 
liWid  of  paasing,  petitions  against  it 
would  p^iur  in  from  all  parta  of  .Scotland. 
In  making  this  reference  to  petitions, 
let  me  add  that  any  one  who  knows 
H/yjtland  must  be  quite  aware  that 
the  voir^e  of  the  Free  Church  is 
entitled  to  the  highest  considera- 
tion in  a  question  like  the  present, 
and  its  Oimmittee  has  petitioned 
against  the  l5ilL  Nay,  more,  a 
petition  I  had  the  honour  of  presenting 
t^i'day  is  of  a  most  representative 
charm;ter,  and  if  I  read  the  names 
of  the  70  gentlemen  who  signed  it,  I  am 
sure  anyone  who  knows  Hcotland  would 
acknowledge  it  was  as  fair  a  represen- 
tation of  the  best  fooling  of  Scotland  as 
you  could  fmd.  Hoven  liishops  of  the 
KpimM)pal  Ohurch,  many  members  of  the 
Kntablishod  Church,  many  members  of 
the  Free  (3hurch,  and  of  the  United 
Presbyterians,  have  signed  this  impor- 
tant petition.  I  will  not  go  into  the 
largo  question  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
hibition is  wise  or  not,  I  leave  that 
to  those  who  follow  mo.  I  will  deal 
onlv  with  the  Dill  before  us.  The  pre- 
amble states  that  there  is  serious  doubt 
as  to  the  law  of  Hcotland ;  but  I  main- 
tain there  is  no  doubt  at  all.  If  there 
were  any  doubt  there  would  bo  no  reason 
for  this  Hill.  The  laws  of  Scotland  in 
regard  to  marriage  are  quite  different  to 
thoNo  in  KnglaiKi.  In  lioman  Catholic 
times,  as  every  student  of  Scottish  history 
knows,  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the 
Church  in  Scotland  wore  so  severe 
that  parties  removed  even  beyond  four 
degrees  of  consanguinity  were  not  al- 
lowed to  marry  without  a  dispensation 
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rd  the  Boman  Chnicli,  lulf  tke  |wrp»la- 
tion  of  Soodand  m       ~  ' 


caoae  their  parenti 
to  get  a  difpenaatkm  froi 
the  Beformmtion  the  Imv  aa  to 
proceeded    in    an    oppoaita 
allowing  moch  freedom  mnd  liberty, 
Act  of  1  '567  being  baaed 
on    the    Scriptural   Tiew  of   die  sali- 
,  jeet,  it  does  not  lay  down  vbo  aie  to 
;  marry  and   who  are  not,  bnt   it  givea 
•  permiseion,   aocorduig    to    the  lav  of 
I  Scripture,  and  this  has  been  the  atateof 
the  law  for  three  eentoriea.     The  Goa- 
fession  of   Faith    embodied    into    the 
Law  of  Scotland  definitely  prohibited 
these  marriages,   and  notwithatanding 
what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Ifember  for 
Roxburgh,  there  is  no  doubt  whaterer 
that  almost  all  theologians  who  hare 
written  on  the  aabject  support  the  riew 
there  plainly  stated,  that  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister  is  illegaL    And 
now    let    me    examine    further     this 
Bill    which     the     hon.    Member      is 
so  anxious   to    get  passed.    The   Bill 
declares  all  marriages  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  valid,  any  law,  or  cnstoniy 
or  canonical  law,  or  objection,  or  impe- 
diment to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 
Now  this  is  a  very  wide  phrase— any 
law  or  impediment  to  the  contrary  no^ 
withstanding — and    I    would  put  this 
question   to    the  framers  of  the  BUI. 
Suppose  a  man,  after  the  death  of  his 
first  wife,   has  married   another  lady, 
whom  I  may  call  an  outsider,  yet  wishes 
to  marry  his  first   wife's  sister,  then 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  him  putting 
aside  his  second  wife  and  carrying  out  his 
wish  under  this  clause— any  law  or  im- 
pediment notwithstanding.    More  than 
this,  supposing  that  after  the  death  of 
his  first  wife  he  wishes  to  many  her 
sister,  who  happens  to  be  married  to 
another  man,  I  am  not  sure  whethery 
under  this  clause,  he  would  not  still  be 
enabled  to  accomplish  his  wish.    Those 
who  have  looked  into  the  state  of  the 
existing  law  are  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  Bill  would  be  quite  unworkable. 
Many  difficulties  would  arise  under  it 
and  many  complications  would  reaolt. 


i62i      biceated  Wijf%  Suter       (Ap&ii  i,  1^89)  {acoUani)  BOt.  1522 


Suppose  father  and  eon  married  two 
sisters,  and  suppose  the  father  died  and 
the  son's  wife  died,  would  the  son  be 
entitled  to  mariy  his  mother-in-law  ?  Or, 
on  the  other  hand,  could  the  father, 
on  the  death  of  his  wife  and  his  son, 
marry  his  daughter-in-law.  Further  it 
would  be  quite  possible  for  a  man  to 
marry  his  own  nieoe.  It  is  because  of 
these  inconsistencies,  and  because  there 
is  no  favourable  expression  of  opinion, 
that  the  Bill  is  required  in  Scotland,  that 
I  move  the  Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time 
this  day  six  months. 

Motion  made,  and  Amendment  pro- 
posed, to  leave  out  ''now"  and  insert 
at  end  of  Question  '*  this  day  six 
months." 

Mb.  M.  J.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright): In  seconding  the  Amendment 
I  will  say  but  a  few  words  on  this 
measure.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  its 
effect  would  be  to  sap  the  foundations 
of  the  happiness  of  pure  and  happy 
peaceful  homes.  It  would  be  disastrous  to 
the  social  well-beiuff  of  the  country,  and 
this  is  the  great  objection  many  of  us 
take  to  this  Sill.  From  time  immemorial, 
I  might  say  for  many  hundreds  of 
years,  the  present  laws  of  affinity  have 
been  recognized,  and  upon  these  con*- 
ditions  marriages  have  been  contracted, 
and  the  intervention  of  such  an  Act 
would  have  a  disastrous  social  effect. 
This  is  not  merely  a  rich  man's  question. 
I  am  well  aware  that  in  certain  places 
there  are  people  most  anxious  to  have 
this  Bill  passed  into  law,  for  the 
reason  that  in  the  past  they  have  chosen 
to  break  the  law,  and  now  wish  to  set  rid 
of  the  consequences  by  another  Act  of 
Parliament.  But  we  have  to  consider 
not  the  effect  upon  a  few  individuals, 
whether  they  be  rich  or  poor,  but  the 
effect  upon  tne  nation,  and  I  repeat,  any 
infringement  of  the  present  law  of 
marriage  will  work  most  disastrously 
to  the  State.  That  the  sister  is  the 
proper  guardian  of  her  deceased  sister's 
children  I  agree ;  but  pass  this  Bill  and 
her  position  in  the  husband's  house  be- 
comes an  invidious  one,  and  a  husband 
must  hesitate  before  he  allows  her  to 
enter  his  house  and  undertake  those 
natural  duties  of  guardian  to  his  chil- 
dren. Such  a  very  serious  chanffe  in 
the  Marriage  law  eannot  be  considered 
in  a  short  afternoon's  disoossion.    The 


example  of  America  has  been  dted ;  but 
I  think  anybody  who  has  travelled  in 
the  United  States,  must  have  noticed 
that  the  status  of  marriage  is  more  lightly 
treated  there  than  among  ourselves.    If 
we  judge  by  the  transactions  in  the 
American  Law  Courts  we  find  that  in 
one  State  the  proportions  of  diYoroes  and 
marriages  is   11   and  12  per  cent,  in 
another  12  and    11   per  cent,   and  in 
another  8  per  cent,  and  a  chanee  in  the 
law  as  now  proposed  will  lead  to  this 
further  imitation  of  the  American  prece- 
dent, and  the  proceedings  in  the  DiYoroe 
Oourt  will  come  to  be  regarded  in  a  very 
different  light  to  that  they  are  now.    1 
am  not  here  to  argue  in  favour  of  the 
1 8th  Chapter  of  Leyiticus,  but  there  are 
two  opinions  in  regard  to  it ;  but  this  I 
wiU  say,  that  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Scriptures  you  find  this 
principle    laid   down   and    recognized, 
that  man  and  wife  are  one  flesh,  and 
it  follows    that    the    ties    of    kinship 
must  be  recognized.  Once  break  through 
this  principle,  and  you  injure  the  sanc- 
tity of  the  marriage  laws  in  the  siffht  of 
the  large  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.    I  do  not   find  there    is  any 
anxietjT.  among  the  people  to  have  this 
alteration  made.    I  know  more  about 
the  feeling  in  the  country  than  in  the 
towns ;  and  certainly,  in  the  agricultural 
districts,  I  have  never  heard  any  wish 
expressed  for  the  change,  and  no  feeling 
expressed  but  that  of  scorn,  or  perhaps 
pity,  for  those  who  have  broken  this  law. 
It  cannot,  I  believe,  be  shown  that  there  is 
any  real  desire  for  this  Bill  in  Scotland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  points 
to  opinions  held  by  certain  members  of 
the  Free  Church ;  and  I  daresay  many 
of  them  may  be  found  desirous  of  the 
change,   if   for  nothing  else,    because 
they  think  this  is  one  of  the  many  ways 
in  whidi  the  influence  of  the  Established 
Church  may  be  undermined.    I  know  it 
to  be  the  fact  that  many  gentlemen 
holding  yiews  inimical  to  the  Established 
Church  are  very  anxious  that  this  Bill 
should  pass  into  law;  bat  this  cannot 
be  advanced  to  show  that  there  is  any 
general  feeling  among  the  community. 
As  Lord  Cairns  once  said,  this  restric- 
tion oomes  down  to  us  from  the  earliest 
date,  and,  if  you  extend  or  abolish  it, 
you  lead  us  into  difficulties  and  per- 
plexities   of    which  it    is    imnMnble 
to    see   the  end.    The  hon.  Member 


1523       beeeased  W%f$'$  StBtet       {COMMONS}  (Seottani)  JtiU.  Ib^i 


for    Inyemess    has    pointed    out    the 
absurdity  of  the  position  under  which  a 
man  might  marry  his  step-mother,  and 
it  is  not   so   uncommon  a  thing  for  a 
father  and  son  to  marry  sisters.     I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  wise  to  alter  the 
law  to  allow  of  such  a  position.     That 
the  marriage  laws  of  Scotland  require 
reform  I  allow,  but  not  such  a  reform 
as  this.    It  is  said  this  is  a  working 
man's  question ;  but  I  deny  that  there  is 
any  feeling  among  that  class  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.    The  help  for  his  children  a 
widower  of  the  working  class  receives 
now  from  his  sister-in-law  would  be  less 
freely  given  under  this  Bill,  and  he  will 
hesitate  to  avail  himself  of  her  help  in 
his  household.   The  example  of  Canada 
and  other  Colonies  is  cited,  but  I  do  not 
accept     the     doctrine     that     because 
those    Colonies    do     what    we      con- 
sider     wrong,     that,     therefore,     we 
should    do    wrong    with    them.      The 
people  of  Scotland  have  always  been 
opposed  to  this  proposal,  and  I  believe 
that  feeling  continues  as  strong  as  ever. 
The  General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  must  carry  great  weight,  for  it 
is  a  body  whereon  every  parish  in  Scot- 
land is  represented ;  and  more  or  less  it 
must  embody  the  opinion  of  every  parish, 
and  the  General  Assembly  is  strongly 
opposed  to  this  change.    The  Bishops 
and  Clergy  of  the  Episcopal  Church 
have    repeatedly    passed     resolutions 
condemning  the  proposal.    If  we  go  to 
legal  opinion,  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
note  the  opinions  of  Lord  Chancellors, 
who  may  be  taken  as  the  brightest  lumi- 
naries of  English  law  on  the  subject. 
Take  the  speeches  of  Lord  Hatherley, 
Lord  St.  Leonards,  Lord  Cairns,  Lord 
Selbome,  and  I  believe  I  can  include 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  and  you 
will  find  they  express  opinions  distinctly 
opposed  to  this  Bill.     I  know  that  one 
Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Westbury,  was 
of  a   contrary  opinion;    but,   with  all 
respect,  I  do  not  think  he  was  a  great 
Ecclesiastical  lawyer,  and  I  know  Lord 
Bramwell  supports  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.     But  the  strength  of  legal  opinion 
is  in  favour  of  keeping  the  law  as  it  is. 
Certainly  no  strong  reasons  have  to-day 
been  urged  in  favour  of  an  alteration. 
Until  such  reasons  are  laid  down  forcibly 
and   clearly   with    the  concurrence    of 
Scottish    opinion,  I  shall    oppose  this 
BiU.    The  movement  in  favour  of  the 
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Bill,  such  as  it  is,  emanates  from  paid 
officials  in  the  offioe  for  the  promoition 
of  this  measure ;  it  is  not  an  agitation 
arising  spontaneously  in  the  country. 
These  gentlemen  take  upon  themselves 
to  instruct  and  mislead  Members  of  Par- 
liament, who  in  turn  endeavour  to  mis- 
lead the  country ;  but  the  oonsensus  of 
public  opinion  is  utterly  opposed  to  the 
proposal. 

Mr.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (KQmar- 
nock) :  I  hope  the  House  will  permit 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  Memb  r  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  urged  objections  which  will  not,  I 
think,  carry  much  weight.  He  says  the 
movement  in  favour  of  the  Bill  arises 
very  much  out  of  feelings  of  opposition 
to  the  Established  Ohuroh,  but  I  have 
only  to  point  to  the  paper  which  has 
been  circulated  among  hon.  Members 
to-day,  and  the  signatures  to  the  peti- 
tions presented,  to  indicate  that  the  Bill 
has  the  support  of  members  of  the 
Established  Church  alike  with  those  of 
of  the  Free  and  the  United  Pres- 
byterian Churches.  The  Established 
Church  has  no  place  at  all  in  this  con- 
troversy, and  I  am  extremely  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  introduced  the  allusion. 
The  hon.    Member  for  Kirkcudbright 

says  the  efifect  of  the  Bill  will  be  to  pre- 
vent the  deceased  wife's  sister  mm 
undertaking  the  duties  of  guardian  of 
her  sister's  children,  for  which  she  is 
specially  fitted.  We  may  put  amde  the 
question  as  regards  persons  among  the 
wealthier  classes  and  the  social  arrange- 
ments there,  but  consider  the  position  of 
a  poor  man,  left  without  a  wife,  and  witilt 
three  or  four  or  more  young  childrea. 
He  may  live  in  one  or  two  rooms,  and 
the  result  of  the  sister  coming  to  live 
with  him  has  been  touched  upon  by  n^ 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  JEtozborgn 
in  his  references  to  the  Bepoit  of  ue 
Commission  of  1848.  The  inevitaUa 
result  under  the  present  system  is  to 
increase  illegitimacy.  We  would  do 
away  with  this  scandal.  Marriage  widi 
a  deceased  wife's  sister,  we  are  told,  is 
opposed  to  the  teaching  of  Borinturt. 
For  myself,  I  believe  in  the  tftanhmg  of 
Scripture,  and  have  tried  to  infoim  mj- 
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self  on  this  point,  but  I  can  find  no 
teaching  in  Scripture  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  That  man  and 
wife  are  one  flesh  is  quite  true  in  a  cer- 
tain figurative  sense,  but  man  and  wife 
can  onlj  be  one  flesh  so  long  as  they 
are  alive  together  on  earth.  Scripture 
raises  do  obstacle  and  sets  up  no 
hindrance  when  the  wife  has  left  this 
world ;  man  and  wife  are  then  no  longer 
one  flesh.  But  this  is  so  well  under- 
stood, I  think,  that  it  would  be  wasting 
time  to  detain  the  House  any  longer. 
With  reference  to  the  illustration  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness, it  should  be  remembered  that, 
whatever  there  is  offensive  in  the  idea  is 
permitted  at  the  present  time  when 
father  and  son  can  marry  sisters.  In 
the  interests  of  sanctity,  I  support  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill. 

♦Sir  CHAS.  DALRYMPLE  (Ipswich): 
To  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Bill  is  founded  I  must  offer  every 
possible  opposition.  I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  missed 
altogether  the  point  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness,  for 
although  I  do  not  think  this  is  a  subject 
for  joking,  the  hon.  Member  did 
succeed  in  reducing  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  to  something  like  an  absurdity. 
The  words  of  the  Bill  which  led  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  are  ''  any 
law,  custom,  canonical,  or  other  obstacle 
or  impediment  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing,''   so    that    it    would    seem 

the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  annul 
a  marriage  of  the  deceased  wife's  sister 
with  another  man  should  her  brother- 
in-law  desire  the  union.  It  strikes  me 
as  especially  offensive  that  this  Bill 
should  be  applied  to  Scotland  only. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  says  it 
is  the  fortune  of  the  ballot  that  brought 
his  Bill  to  the  top,  but  there  is  another 
Bill  lower  down  on  the  orders  of  the 
day  applicable  to  the  United  Kingdom ; 
and  I  assume  the  Bills  are  alike  in  their 
object.  I  cannot  but  surmise  the  ob- 
ject is  to  pass  this  Bill  for  Scotland  in 
order  that  the  fact  may  supply  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  second  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  told  OS  ofthe  great  interest 


this  Bill  excites  in  Scotland,  but  I  ooald 
not  but  think  that  the  statement  was 
somewhat  qualified  by  the  fact  that 
while  he  watt  speaking  there  were  only 
nine  Scotch  representatives  behind  him, 
and  generally  when  a  Scotch  question 
is  under  discussion,  Scotch  Members 
are  not  remiss  in  their  attendance.  The 
hon.  Member  alluded  to  the  growth  of 
public  opinion  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  agree 
with  him  in  regard  to  the  opinion  among 
religious  denominations,  but  I  noticed 
that  he  passed  very  lightly  over  the 
opinion  of  the  United  Presbyterian  and 
Free  Churches.  The  hon.  Oentleman 
who  just  sat  down  derided  the  signatures 
attached  to  the  paper  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON :    I  did  not 
deride  the  signatures. 

*SiB  G.  DALRYMPLE :  Amongst  the 
signatories  a  notable  number  belong  to 
the  Free  Ohurch,  and  men  having  very 
great  weight  amongst  Free  Churchmen 
are  represented  in  the  list.  And  then, 
if  we  go  into  the  question  of  denomina- 
tions, we  find  that  all  the  Bishops 
belonging  to  the  Episcopal  Church  of 
Scotland  have  signed  it.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  and  no  doubt  they  are  a 
very  important  body,  but  it  is  to  be  re- 
membered that  in  that  Church  a  Papal 
dispensation  has  to  be  obtained,  and  such 

dispensations  are  sometimes  given  in 
rather  curious  cases,  as,  for  instance,  in 
the  recent  disgusting  marriage  of  the 
Duke  of  Aosta  with  his  niece.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  said  that  on 
70  different  occasions  there  have  been 
majorities  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  but 
surely  he  is  under  a  misapprehension — 
surely  he  means  not  that  there  have  been 
majorities  on  70  occasions,  but  that 
there  have  been  70  divisions  on  this  Bill. 
The  oases  of  those  who  have  broken  the 
law  are  brought  up,  and  it  is  sought  to 
Kive  them  relief  by  this  measure,  but  I 
do  not  sympathize  with  the  endeavour, 
holding  that  those  who  have  broken  the 
law  must  take  the  consequences  of  their 
act.  And  then,  as  to  the  poor  man  argu- 
ment, it  must  be  remembered  that  it 
cuts  two  ways.    It  is  said  that  a  poor 
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man  whose  wife  has  died  will  be  glad  to 
marry  his  sister-in-law  to  take  care  of 
his  children ;  but  suppose  he  does  not 
want  to  marry  his  sister-in-law  ?  If  she 
is  a  possible  wife,  it  will  be  improper, 
according  to  the  ordinary  rules  of 
morality  and  custom  for  her  to  remain 
resident  in  his  house.  The  sister-in-law 
no  doubt  is  a  natural  guardian  of  a 
deceased  sister's  children,  but  if  this 
Bill  passed  she  could  not  be  that  unless 
there  was  a  marriage,  for  if  she  were  a 
marriageable  woman  and  went  to  live  in 
her  brother-in-law's  house  without 
marriage  the  state  of  things  would  be 
highly  improper.  But  as  a  matter  of 
fact  there  is  nothing  new  to  be  said  on 
this  subject,  on  which  I  have  never 
spoken  before.  But  as  I  am  a  Scotchman, 
and  was  formerly  a  Scotch  Member  for 
1 7  years,  I  could  not  remain  silent  on  this 
occasion. 

*Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow  College)  : 
The  hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire 
found  some  fault  with  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill.  Well,  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
have  succeeded  better  if  he  had  brought 
forward  a  simple  measure  repealing  the 
1 8th  chapter  of  Leviticus  and  inserting 
whatever  re-enactments  were  to  be  here- 
after enforced.  But  that  would  have 
been  even  less  agreeable  to  the  opponents 
of  this  Bill.  The  h6n.  Member  for 
Inverness  drew  for  us  a  picture  of  ab- 
surdities. The  case  he  gave  of  a  father 
and  son  marrying  sisters,  and  one  spouse 
in  each  case  dying,  is  not  applicable 
because    such    a    marriage    would    be 

between  uncle  and  niece,  or  nephew  and 
aunt  by  marriage,  which  is  forbidden. 
The  fact  is.  there  is  not  a  single  argu- 
ment to  be  brought  against  marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  from  a 
social  point  of  view  which  is  not  equally 
valid  against  any  second  marriage  what- 
ever. The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  talked 
about  the  position  in  which  a  deceased 
wife's  sister  would  be  placed  if  she  came 
into  a  brother-in-law's  house  and  took 
charge  of  his  children ;  but  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  never  hear  of  a  gentleman 
being  obliged  to  introduce  a  housekeeper 
into  his  house  to  look  after  his  children, 
or  a  governess  to  educate  them ;  and  I 

8ir  C.  Dalrympld 


trust  the  world  is  not  yet  so  oalamnioui 
and  censorious  that  it  will  refuse  to 
respect  the  position  of  a  marriageable 
woman  who  undertakes  the  oare  of 
children  under  huch  oircumstances. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkoadbright 
drew  a  terrible  picture  of  what  might 
occur  if  men  were  to  be  allowed  to  many 
their  deceased  wife's  sister.  He  said 
that  divorces  would'  become  more  fre- 
quent ;  and  if  that  is  the  sort  of  argu- 
ment which  is  brought  against  the  Sill 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  oonsider 
to  what  desperate  straits  its  oppon- 
ents must  be  reduced.  We  are 
asked  ''  Who  seeks  this  Bill ;  who  de- 
mands it?"  My  reply  is,  "My  con- 
stituents have  demanded  it — a  poor 
working  class  constituency.  When  s 
wife  dies  iu  one  of  their  households 
amongst  working  men,  the  widower  ii 
compelled  to  choose  from  three  or  four 
people  who  is  to  take  charge  of  hii 
children.  He  would  either  ^oose  hii 
mother,  his  deceased  wife's  mother,  his 
sister,  or  his  sister-in-law,  being  unablfl 
to  obtain  a  housekeeper  from  outside  the 
family  circle.  Yery»  often  it  is  the  de- 
ceased wife's  sister  he  chooses  it  results 
that  it  would  have  been  much  better 
if  a  marriage  had  been  allowed  between 
them.  It  is  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
human  nature  that,  under  present  oir- 
cumstances, many  good  sisters-in-law 
do  come  into  the  houses  of  their  de- 
ceased sister's  husband  to  look  after  his 
children.  The  fact  that  they  are  not 
eligible  for  marriage  does  not,  in  many 
cases,  protect  them  against  calomny, 
but  they  are  willing  to  allow  sneers  to 
be  levelled  at  them,  and  if  they  are  able 
to  resist  sneers  now  they  would  be  aUe 
to  resist  them  if  this  Bill  became  law. 
One  point  which  has  not  yet  been 
referred  to  is  the  bearing  of  this 
subject  upon  Scottish  Oriminal  Law. 
The  last  exposition  we  had  on  this  point 
occurred  in  the  year  1706.  In  that  year 
a  marriage  of  tiiiis  kind  was  oontraoted 
in  Scotland,  and  the  parties  were  pro- 
secuted for  incest.  The  woman,  nn« 
fortimately,  pleaded  guilty  and  was 
hanged.  The  man  pleaded  not  guilty, 
and,  as  the  jury  refused  to  oonvioti 
he  was  simply  expelled  'furth'  the 
country.  That  was  hardly  a  satis- 
factory solution  of  the  law,  and 
I  can  quite  understand  that  men 
who  happen    to   have    married  their 
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deceased  wife's  sister  forbear  giving  to 
the  Ooart  of  Session  to  test  the  matter 
by  way  of  an  action  of  Declarator  lest 
being  made  of  one  flesh  by  the  Ooort  of 
Session  they  should  find  themselYes 
divorced  by  the  noose  of  the  hangman.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  law  as  to  capital 

fnnishment  for  this  offence  now  is,  but 
presume  it  remains  at  all  eyents  in  an 
obsolete  form,  as  it  was  in  1705.  I 
advocate  this  Bill,  not  from  a  theoretical 
point  of  view,  but  because  I  consider  it 
a  reform  urgently  demanded  by  a  lar^ 
number  of  working-men  in  the  consti- 
tuency I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
in  the  city  of  Glasgow— >in  which  city 
there  are  60,000  constituents,  a  large 

rroportion  of  them  being  working-men. 
pronounced  emphatically  for  tMs  pro- 
posal when  I  entered  Parliament  15  years 
ag^,  and  never  on  one  occasion  have  my 
constituents  found  fault  with  me  for 
the  position  I  have  assumed.  But  as 
time  is  short  I  will  not  go  further  into 
the  matter,  and  will  merely  express  a 
hope  that  speeches  will  not  be  made  by 
English  Members  opposite  merely  for 
the  sake  of  talking  the  Bill  out. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
see  no  reason  why  only  one  kind  of 
affinity  as  a  bar  to  marriage  should  be 
chosen  for  attack  and  other  kinds  not 
interfered  with.  I  cannot  understand 
why  affinity  should  be  altogether  dis- 
regarded. If  a  man  may  marry  his 
sister-in-law,  why  should  not  a  woman 
marry  her  deceased  husband's  brother  ? 

I  am  familiar  with  a  country  in  which  a 
woman  is  not  only  allowed  but  compelled 
to  marry  her  deceased  husband's  brother. 
That  is  the  law  both  of  the  Aryan  and 
the  Semitic  races.  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  principle  underlying  this  measure, 
but  1  view  the  Bill  with  no  favour,  for 
I  regurd  it  as  the  result  of  a  mere 
agitation  Rot  up  by  a  certain  society. 
As  the  Bill  does  not  deal  with  the  whole 
question,  I  would  rather  walk  out  of  the 
Mouse  than  record  my  vote  one  way  or 
the  other. 

«OoLoinBL  MAKINS  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I 
have  constantly  opposed  all  Bills  of  this 
kind,  and  I  always  shall.    I  rise  to  speak 
on  this  measure,  though  its  scope  is  f^m- 
fined  to  Scotland,  because  I  believe  that 
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this  Scotch  Bill  is  a  mere  stalking-horse 

for  the  more  general  Bill  which  stands 

a  little  lower  down  on  the  Order  Paper. 

The  arg^ument  used  by  almost  everyone 

who  has  hitherto  spoken  in  favour  of  the 

Bill  is  that  public  opinion  is  in  favour  of 

it,  and  that  public  opinion  is  growing  in 

favour  of  it.  Well,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 

the  time  will  not  oome  when  there  may 

be  a  majority  of  people  in  favour  of  it ; 

but  that  time  has  not  yet  come.    If  it  be 

a  question  so  very  near  the  hearts  of  the 

constituencies  in  general,  why  is  it  not 

made  a  test  question  at  an  election? 

Has  any  Government  even  taken    the 

question  up,  or  even  given  facilities  for 

pushing  it  forward  ?     If  the  question 

were  one  in  which  any  great  part  of  the 

people    felt    an    earnest    interest,    no 

Government  would  be  able  to  resist  the 

pressure,  but    would  have  to  take  the 

matter  up  and  legislate  on  it.  But  even  if 

the  time  oomes  when  there  is  a  majority 
in  favour  of  this  change  in  the  law,  I 
contend  that,  if  anything  is  done  at  all, 
the  whole  question  of  the  Marriage 
Laws  ought  to  be  dealt  with  generally.  It 
might  Be  desirable  to  allow  such 
marriages  to  be  entered  into  dvilly ;  but 
I  object  to  any  interference  with  the 
attitude  adopted  with  regard  to  them  by 
religious  bodies.  To  legfdize  such  inter- 
ference would  offend  the  religious  feel- 
ing of  a  large  number  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
desirable  to  simplify,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  Marriage  Law,  especially  in  Scotland, 
where  it  is  in  the  p^atest  muddle ;  but 
I  contend  that  this  measure  would  not 
simplify  the  matter,  but  would  only  render 
it  more  complicated.  It  would  intro- 
duce absurdities  even  greater  than  those 
which  now  exist.  Besides,  it  contains 
the  old  vice  which  has  oharaotericed 
every  Bill  of  this  kind — the  vice  of  being 
retrospective— [CW#t  of  "  Divide !  ">- 
those  who  have  taken  the  law  into  their 
own  hands  are  to  be  whitewashed^  and 
their  illeff  ali^  is  to  be  rendered  legal  by 
means  of  this  Bill.  Of  course,  in  the 
matter  of  religious  legally  the  Bill 
oould  not  operate,  as  it  would  not  alter 
the  view  of^anjone,  and  I  am  moB  fhat 
to  deal  with  the  subject  in  this^  pieM^ 
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meal  fashion,  offending  the  vast 
majority  of  the  religious  people  of  this 
country,  would  be  a  fatal  mistake. 
lCr%$B  of  "Divide!"]  I  can  quite 
understand  the  impatience  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  can  assure 
them  it  is  not  my  intention  to  endeavour 
to  talk  the  Bill  out.  I  have  always  ielt 
very  strangly  on  the  matter,  and  have 
often  raised  my  voice  against  the  object 
of  the  Bill,  and  whenever  a  measure  of 
this  kind  is  under  discussion  I  shall  feel 
bound  in  my  conscience  to  offer  every 
possible  resistance  to  it.  I  hope  the  Bill 
will  not  be  read  a  second  time. 

♦Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBEETSON :  I  rise 
in  response  to  the  challenge  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hoxburghshire 
to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  present 
state  of  the  Scotch  law  as  to  these 
marriages.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  har- 
monize the  Statute  Law  with  what  is 
already  the  Common  Law  of  Scotland, 
and  the  Preamble  of  the  BiU  asserts  that 

the  law  of  Scotland  is  in  serious  doubt 
on  this  point.  But  who  has  any  doubt  ? 
Will  any  Scotch  lawyer  get  up  and 
assert  that  the  law  of  Scotland  is  not 
perfectly  clear  and  distinctly  opposed  to 
these  marriages  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  relied  on  some  fugitive 
opinion  of  Lord  Fraser,  but  in  a  treatise 
published  by  that  learned  Judge  within 
the  last  few  years  such  marriages  are 
distinctly  stated  to  be  contrary  to  the 
Scotch  Law.  It  is  not  true  that  the 
Scotch  Law  is  based  on  a  chapter  in 
Leviticus.  By  two  Statutes  of  the 
Scottish  Parliament  passed,  one  before 
and  another  at  the  time  of  the  Bevolu- 
tion  Settlement,  the  Confession  of  Faith 
was  made  part  of  the  Statute  Law  of 
Scotland,  the  Confession  of  Faith  con- 
tains as  one  of  its  Articles  that  *^  A  man 
shall  not  marry  any  of  his  wife's  kindred 
nearer  than  any  of  his  own,"  and  that 
Article  is  in  accordance  with  the  con- 
science and  practice  of  the  Scotch  people 
for  generations. 

Db.  CAMERON  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question  put,  *<  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Colontfl  Makim 


The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  208  ; 
Noes  181.— (Div.  List,  No.  61.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  *^  That  the 
word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  184  ; 
Noes  181.— (Div.  List,  No.  62.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommitted 
for  Wednesday,  26th  June. 


PRIVATE    BILL    COHBnSSIONERS 
BILL.— [No.  163.]    QUESTION. 

Mb.  ORAIO  SELLAIR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) :  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  whether  he  will,  after  Easter, 

give  facilities  for  the  discnssion  of  this 
ill,  which  is  the  outcome  of  the 
deliberations  of  a  Joint  Oonunittee  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

Mb.    J.  MOELEY   (Newcastle} :    I 

can  confirm  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
said,  as  to  the  Bill  being  the  outoome 
of  the  deliberations  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Sib  J,  MOWBRAY  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  Perhaps  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  could  arrange  for  the  matter 
to  be  discussed  some  Tuesday  in  May. 

Sib  J.  PEASE    (Durham,    Bamaid 

Castle):  I  would  point  out  that  there 
was  only  a  small  majority  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
BiU. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  aware  of  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  and  shoidd  be 
glad  if  the  Bill  ooidd  be  discussed,  but 
I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot  enter  into  any 
engagement  in  the  matter.  I  hopa^ 
however,  that  an  opportuni^  will  be 
found  for  proposing  me  Second  Beading 
in  the  course  of  the  Session. 


TOWN  POLICE  0LA.USB8  ACT  (1S47) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  65.] 

Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

It  being  Six  of  the  dock,  Mr.  Speaksr 
adjourned  the  House  without  Qaestion 
put. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  4th  April,   1889. 


TOWN    POLICE     CLAUSES   ACT    (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.  (NO.  38.) 

Read  1"  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2'  on 
Tuesday  next  (The  Earl  of  Milliown). 

BUSINESS   OF   THE   HOUSE. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  first  and  third  paragraphs 
of  Standing  Order  No.  XXI.  be  suspended,  and 
that  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Chair- 
man of  Committees  have  precedence  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  which  stand 
before  it ;  " — {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury). 

Agreed  to. 

THE  CHAIRMAN   OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury), in  rising  to  move — 

**That  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of 
this  House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session ; 
that  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  do  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the  whole  House  un- 
less it  shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by  the 
House ;  that  the  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley  do 
alao  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  upon 
Private  Bills  and  other  matters  unless  where  it 
■ball  have  been  otherwise  directed  by  the 
House," 

said :  My  Lords,  when  I  made,  in  this 
House,  a  similar  Motion,  four  years  ago, 
I  little  thought  it  would  ever  be  my  lot 
to  repeat  it.  It  is  an  invidious  motion 
to  make,  because  it  involves  a  question 
of  preference,  and  it  exposes  the  man 
who  makes  it  to  the  imputation  of  not 
being  sufficiently  alive  to  the  merits  of 
those  whom  he  may  sincerely  respect, 
but  who  are  not  the  objects  of  his 
Motion.      It  is  a  Motion  on  which   I 
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certainly  shall  not  propose  to  detain  your 
Lordships  long.     The  very  nature  of  it 
— the  very  fact  that  we  are  argtiing  a 
personal  question  in  the  presence  of  the 
persons  to    whom    we   refer — makes  it 
impossible   that   our  arguments  should 
be    long,    or    that    we     should    dwell 
upon      them     with      great     emphasis. 
On    the   other   hand,    though    we    are 
not    able    to    go    at    any   length    into 
these  questions,  we  have  the  happiness 
of     knowing     that     the    noble     Lords 
whose  qualifications  are  under  considera- 
tion are  well  known  to  all  Members  of 
the  House,  and  that  they  are  as  capable 
of  forming  a  judgment  as  we  are  who 
make  a  Motion  on  the  subject  and  re- 
commend a  judgment   to   the    House. 
With  regard  to  another  noble  Lord  whose 
name  I  see  the  noble  Earl  opposite  has 
put  upon  the  Paper,  I  will  only  express 
in  passing  the  very  great  respect  which 
not  only  I,  but  I  am  sure  all  the  Mem* 
bers  of  the  House,  feel  for  him  both  in 
his  individual  and  his  public  capacity. 
And  I  wish  carefully  to  guard  myself 
from  being  supposed  to  utter  a  word 
which  is  disrespectful   to    him   in   the 
language  which  I  am  going  to  employ. 
On  the  contrary,  I  prefer  to  pass  by  the 
question  of  the  alternative  altogether, 
and  in  the  very  few  remarks  which  I 
have  to  make  confine  myself  to  pointing 
out  the  reasons  which  appear  to  me  to 
make  it  desirable  to  elect  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burley  to  be  the  successor  of  the 
Duke    of   Buckingham,   whom   we    so 
much  lament.     My  Lords,  Lord  Balfour 
is  well  known  to  you  as  a  noble  Lord 
who  has  taken  the  deepest  interest  in 
the  Private  Business  of  tnis  House,  who 
is  well  acquainted  with  the   Standing 
Orders  and  the  Business  of  the  House, 
who  has  taken  a  leading  part  in  all 
discussions  which  concern  tne  interior 
management  and  conduct  of  this  Hooflo. 
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He  is  a  man  also  well  known  to  you  for 
great  capacity  and  singular  industry ;  a 
man  of  business,  a  man  who  has  ac- 
quired in  other  fields  among  his  own 
countrymen  great  influence  and  great 
estimation,  and  who  has  received  much 
public  employment.  I  will  not  enu- 
merate the  various  occasions  on  which 
he  has  had  public  employment,  but  I 
will  merely  recall  to  the  minds  of  your 
Lordships  one  duty  which  he  had  to 
perform,  which  was  a  duty  of  a  critical 
and  difficult  character,  and  which 
brought  out  very  forcibly  a  capacity 
for  dealing  with  business,  which  is  one 
of  his  great  qualifications — I  refer  to 
his  conduct  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  through  this  House  last  year.  It 
was  a  Bill  full  of  detail,  full  of  questions 
of  business,  a  Bill  as  to  which  there 
was  much  danger  that  it  might  be 
wrecked  or  seriously  injured  in  this 
House,  where  many  different  opinions 
might  prevail  on  matters  with  which 
your  Lordships  were  exceptionally 
familiar;  but  he  conducted  it  through 
with  that  grasp  of  subject  and  that  per- 
fect knowledge  of  detail  which  met  every 
questioner  and  answered  every  objection, 
and  he  succeeded  in  uniting  your  Lord- 
ships without  difficulty  in  maintaining 
the  main  principle  of  the  Bill.  My 
noble  Friend  occupies  a  position  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  only  refer  to 
that  in  order  to  meet  by  anticipation  a 
criticism  which  I  remember  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  addressed  to  me  with 
reference  to  the  noble  Duke  who  was  the 
last  holder  of  the  office.  He  said  to  me, 
**  Why,  if  you  admire  his  business 
capacity,  have  you  not  included  him  in 
your  Government  ?  "  Whatever  justice 
or  injustice  there  was  in  that  argument 
on  that  occasion,  it  is  an  argument 
which  is  inapplicable  now.  My 
Lords,  there  is  only  one  other  con- 
sideration which  makes  me  think 
at  the  present  time  that  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burley  would  be  a  singularly 
fit  occupant  of  this  Chair.  Our 
system  of  private  business  has  many 
anomalies  and  defects,  and  I  think  that 
those  anomalies  and  defects  are  some- 
what exaggerated  in  some  quarters; 
but  the  only  part  of  the  country  where 
it  meets  with  real  hostility,  and  from 
which  a  demand  for  a  change  comes 
with  great  vehemence,  is  Scotland.  I 
feel  that  in  the  discussions  which  lie 
before  us  in  respect  to  private  business, 

The  MarquesB  of  Saltshury 


and  in  the  conduct  of  any  efforts  that 
we  may  make  for  improving  its  proce- 
dure, and  for  meeting  the  complaints 
from  Scotland  to  which  I  have  referred, 
it  will  be  a  great  advantage  to  have  as 
the  representative  of  the  oonduct  of 
private  business  in  this  House  the  man 
through  whose  hands  some  of  the  most 
important  portions  of  it  passed  a  noble 
Lord  who  has  established  a  great  in- 
fluence in  Scotland,  and  who  is 
thoroughly  trusted  by  the  men  of  busi- 
ness in  that  country.  I  feel  that  that 
would  be  a  circumstance  of  great  ad- 
vantage, and  at  the  present  time  a 
Scotchman,  if  we  may  make  any  pre- 
ference among  the  three  Kingdoms,  is 
the  fittest  occupant  of  that  Ohair.  My 
Lords,  I  will  only  venture  to  remind 
you  in  conclusion  that  there  is  one 
special  quality  which  we  require  in  deal- 
ing with  our  Chairman  of  Committiees, 
and  that  quality  is  stiffness  and  firm- 
ness. He  has  to  deal  with  a  body  of 
men  who  principally  are  remarkable  for 
the  variety  and  multiplicity  of  their  in- 
genious modes  of  carrying  their  objects 
into  effect.  They  are  men  whose  appeals 
would  melt  any  heart  ordinarily  soft^ 
and  whose  sophistry  would  confuse  any 
brain  that  was  not  exceptionally  clear. 
They  are  some  of  the  cleverest  men 
which  the  country  can  produce,  and 
they  are  men  who  will  put  into  opera- 
tion every  means  they  can  employ  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  duty  which  they 
have  undertaken  to  their  clients.  In 
dealing  with  such  men,  I  ventured  to 
submit  to  your  Lordships  when  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham  was  appointed 
that  a  stern  and  stiff  character  was 
an  essential  qualification  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  to  occupy  that 
Chair.  In  addition  to  those  things  he 
must  have  a  great  knowledge  of  basi- 
ness,  he  n\ust  be  a  man  in  whom  men 
repose  confidence  in  the  transaction  of 
business;  and  for  all  these  reasons  I 
move  that  the  name  of  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burley  be  the  one  selected  to  follow  that 
of  my  lamented  Friend  the  Duke  ot 
Buckingham. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lordsi 
I  quite  agree  with  the  prefkoa 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  speech, 
and  I  should  have  pretentKl  if 
the  Leader  of  the  House  had  proposed 
a  Peer  for  the  Chairmanship  of  your 
Lordships'  Committees  who  would  have 
been  unanimously  considered  not  only 
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418  a  good  oandidate,  bat  as  the  beet. 
But,  ae  on  the  last  occasion,  this  has  not 
been  found  possible.  The  choice  is  all 
the  more  important  for  the  House  itself 
and  for  the  public,  because,  although 
you  appoint  the  Chairman  at  the  be- 
ginning of  every  Session,  yet,  from  the 
•custom  which  obtains,  the  first  appoint- 
ment is  hardly  more  provisional-  than 
the  selection  of  a  wife  in  private  life. 
You  take  him  for  better  or  worse.  I 
wish  it  to  be  clearly  understood  that  I 
raise  no  objection  to  Lord  Balfour.  He 
has  of  late  years  deservedly  gained  the 
respect  of  your  Lordships,  and,  although 
I  must  bring  in  a  few  words  in  com- 
parison between  the  two,  as  it  is  our 
duty  to  compare  their  claims,  yet 
nothing  will  fall  from  me  offensive  to 
the  noble  Lord.  With  regard  to  his 
nationality,  I  confess  I  thought  the 
argument  on  that  point  was  a  little 
more  ingenious  than  conclusive,  and  it 
is  one  that  I  am  not  sure  will  not  be 
appreciated  by  the  Irish  Peers 
whom  I  see  opposite.  The  only 
ouestion  is  whether  this  would  be 
tne  best  possible  appointment  ?  When, 
three  years  ago,  I  proposed  Lord 
Morley,  I  dwelt  upon  the  com- 
plete fulfilment  in  this  House  of  the 
promise  which  his  great  distinction  at 
Oxford  had  given.  I  appealed  to  the 
way  in  which  he  took  part  in  our 
debates,  the  authority  with  which  he 
conducted  the  business  of  the  impor- 
tant offices  which  he  had  represented 
here,  and  the  power  which  he  un- 
doubtedly possesses  of  getting  hold  of 
the  favourable  attention  of  the  House. 
I  mentioned  the  high  reputation  he 
had  obtained,  during  six  years  in  the 
Home  Office  and  five  years  in  the  War 
Office,  for  ability,  judgment,  and  tact, 
for  celerity  combined  with  accuracy. 
The  noble  Marquess,  three  years  ago, 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham's  experience  in  important 
offioee  of  the  State,  and  upon  his  having 
had  the  training  of  a  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  He  laid  it  down 
as  a  necessity  of  the  position  of  our 
Chairman  that  sufficient  authority 
should  be  attached  to  the  decisions 
which  he  g^ves.  He  should,  he  said, 
be  a  person  of  that  age,  experience,  and 
past  services  which  imposed  his  judg- 
ment upon  others.  Well,  Lord  Morley 
was  for  many  years  a  Chairman  of 
Quarter    Sessions;    he  is  now  Deputy 


Chairman  of  the  County  Council.  He 
is  older  than  Lord  Balfour;  he  has 
been  twice  as  long  in  this  House,  and 
in  constant  attention  to  its  private 
business.  He  has  been  success- 
fully performing  official  work  for  more  * 
years  than  Lord  Balfour  has  done  for 
months.  In  stating  his  peculiar  quali- 
fications I  am  not  merely  giving  my  own 
opinion ;  they  were  recognized  three 
years  ago  by  Peers  from  each  of  the 
political  sections  of  the  House.  I  trust 
that  the  same  evidence  of  opinion  will 
be  forthcoming  this  evening,  more  es- 
pecially after  the  distinct  assurance 
which  has  been  g^ven  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  on  which  I  entirely  place 
my  confidence,  that  he  wishes  to  exercise 
no  Party  infiiience  on  this  occasion.  My 
Lords,  I  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that 
Lord  Morley*s  name  be  substituted  for 
that  of  Lord  Balfour. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
"  Lord  Balfour  of  Burley"  and  insert 
**  Earlof  Morley. ''— 1 7i^  Earl  Qranville.) 

The  Dukb  of  ABEECOKN  :  I  rise 
to  second  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite.  I  hope  in  doing  so  that 
I  am  not  taking  any  unusual  course, 
and  that  your  Lordships  will  not  think 
for  one  instant  that  I  am  in  any  way 
wavering  in  my  political  allegiance  to 
the  noble  Marquess.  On  the  contrary, 
I  may  say  that  that  allegiance  increases 
every  day.  Neither  can  it  be  said  that 
I  am  under  the  seductive  influence 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite — that  seduc- 
tive influence  which  it  is  well  known  he 
exercises  upon  several  noble  Lords  in 
this  House  and  many  other  persons 
outside  the  House.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  distinctly  stated  that  this  is  not  a 
political  matter,  and  that  the  House,  in 
making  its  selection,  is  to  be  guided  by 
its  own  opinion.  Therefore  I  trust  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour)  who 
has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
Marquess  will  not  think  that,  in 
seconding  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Ecurl,  I,  in  any  way,  intend  to  show  dis- 
respect to  him.  On  the  contrary,  no 
one  in  this  House  admires  more  than 
I  do  the  great  ability  which  has  dis- 
tinguished that  noble  Lord  during  the 
time  he  has  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House.  But,  to  speak  plainly  and 
straightforwardly  to  your  Lordships,  I 
think  that  Lord  Morley  has  the  first 
claim.    It  may  be  within  your  Lord* 
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ships'  recollection  that  about  three  years 
ago  the  noble  Marquess  stated  that  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  selected  as  Chairman 
of  Committees  should  be  one  who  had 
^  the  greatest  experience  of  private  and 
public  Committees.  For  that  reason 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham  was  selected. 
To  use  an  expression  which  may  not  be 
unfamiliar  to  your  Lordships,  Lord 
^lorley  was  second  favourite  on  that 
occasion.  Now  that  the  circumstances 
have  altered,  I  venture  to  think  that  he 
might  be  considered  first  favourite. 
His  Lordship  has,  during  his  21 
years  of  experience  in  this  House,  met 
with  the  approbation  of  your  Lordships, 
both  with  regard  to  his  studiousness 
and  his  ability,  and  the  time  during 
which  he  was  free  from  the  trammels  of 
the  Government  he  has  devoted  to  the 
private  Committees  of  this  House. 
Upon  them  he  has  shown  ability,  quick- 
ness of  perception,  firmness,  tact,  and 
courtesy.  The  noble  Marquess  has 
spoken  of  firmness  as  one  of  the  great 
attributes  which  ought  to  distinguish  the 
Chair.  That  attribute  distinguishes  Lord 
Morley.  I  cannot,  my  Lords,  sit  down 
without  expressing  my  sorrow — a  sorrow 
which  I  am  sure  will  be  shared  by  all 
your  Lordships — at  the  reason  which 
has  brought  us  here  to-day  in  order  to 
make  a  new  selection  of  Chairman. 
The  late  Duke  of  Buckingham  was  only 
a  few  days  ago  among  us  and  suddenly 
was  taken  from  us.  His  loss  will  be  felt 
by  your  Lordships,  and  especially  by 
those  with  whom  he  was  brought  in  con- 
tact in  connection  with  the  work  of  public 
and  private  Committees. 

On  question,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Motion,"  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  77  ;  Not-Contents  95. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

ft 

It  was  then  moved  to  resolve,  **That 
the  Earl  of  Morley  be  appointed  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this 
House  for  the  remainder  of  this  Session  ; 
that  the  Earl  of  Morley  do  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  unless  where  it  shall  have  been 
otherwise  directed  by  the  House;  that 
the  Earl  of-  Morley  do  also  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  upon  Private 
Bills  and  other  matters,  unless  where  it 
shall  have  been  otherwise  directed  by 
the  House." 

The  Duke  of  Ahereom 


Motion  agreed  to;  and  resolved  ac* 
cordingly. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT    BILL 

(No.  9.) 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  moved 
to  insert  after  Clause  42,  page  26,  a  new 
clause  as  follows : — 

42a.— (1.)  Mechanical  means  of  bodily  re- 
straint shall  not  be  applied  to  any  laxAtic  iznless- 
the  restraint  is  necessary  for  puzposes  of  surgical 
treatment,  or  to  prevent  the Innatio  from  injur- 
ing himself. 

(2.)  In  every  case  where  such  restraint  i» 
applied,  a  medical  certificate  shall,  a»  soon  as  it 
can  be  obtained,  be  signed,  describing  the 
mechanical  means  nsed,  and  stating^  the  groonds 
upon  which  the  certificate  is  founded. 

(3.)  The  certificate  shall  be  sifo^ed,  in  the 
case  of  a  lunatic  in  an  asylum  or  hospital,  bj 
the  medical  superintendent  or  a  medical  officer 
thereof,  in  the  case  of  a  lunatic  in  a  licensed 
house,  by  the  medical  proprietor  or  medical 
attendant  of  the  house,  in  the  case  ol  a  lunatic 
in  a  workhouse,  by  the  medical  officer  of  the 
workhouse,  and  in  the  case  of  a  single  patient^ 
by  his  medical  attendant. 

(4.)  A  full  record  of  every  case  of  restraint 
by  mechanical  means  shall  be  kei>t  from  day  to 
day  ;  and  a  copy  of  the  records  and  certificates 
under  this  section  shall  be  sent  to  the  Ckimmis- 
sioners  at  the  end  of  every  quarter. 

(5.)  Any  person  who  acts  in  contraYentio& 
of  this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  moTed  to  insert 
after  the  first  sub- section  the  words 
'^  or  in  case  of  gross  violation  of  deoenoy 
or  order." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  objected 
to  the  addition  as  inconsistent  with  the 
whole  theory  upon  which  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law  was  desirable — namely,  • 
that  the  person  directly  responsible  far 
the  application  of  mechanical  means  of 
restraint  should  be  the  medical  officer. 

Further  Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  moved,  after  the 
words  in  Sub-section  5,  ''Any  person 
who  acts  in  contravention  of  this  sec- 
tion," to  insert  the  words  "  except 
under  the  reasonable  belief  that  restraint 
is  necessary." 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  objected 
to  this,  but  consented  to  the  introdaotion 
of  the  word  ''wilfully"  before  the 
word  **acts." 

The  new  Clause,  thus  amended,  wa^ 
agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  were  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 
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ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  35.) 

Order   of   the   Day  for    the    Second 
Heading  read. 

♦Lord  THRING  :  My  Lords,  when  I 
put  a  question  in  this  House  the  other 
day  to  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Lord  Harris),  my  noble  Friend 
administered  to  me  a  rebuke  for  in- 
truding the  matter  of  Army  discipline 
upon  the  attention  ^f  the  GLouse  before 
making  myself  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  subject  Now,  I  may  say  that 
in  the  position  I  had  the  honour 
to  hold  during  various  Administra- 
tions under  successive  Ministers  of  War 
the  subject  of  military  discipline  was 
continually  under  my  consideration.  I 
prepared  the  existing  Code  of  Law  and 
every  document  connected  with  that  law. 
*'  The  Manual  of  Military  Law,"  which 
is  the  text  book  of  the  Army,  was  written 
under  my  superintendence,  and  several 
chapters  by  my  own  hand.  Further, 
General  EUes,  now  Adjutant  General  in 
India,  then  Colonel  Elles,  was  deputed  to 
assist  me,  and  initiated  me  into  every  de- 
tail of  military  life  and  military  discipline. 
I  trust,  therefore,  your  Lordships  will 
pardon  me  if  I  take  an  interest  in  a  sub- 
ject which  has  been  my  study  for  many 
3^ ears.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  existing 
state  of  the  law  relating  to  military 
punishments,  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
the  Order  of  1887,  which  was  brought 
forward  and  formulated  by  His  Eoyal 
Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  the 
true  friend  of  the  soldier,  has  removed 
a  great  many  grievances  of  the  soldier, 
and,  as  has  been  well  said  by  a 
distinguished  officer,  it  has  effected 
a  complete  revolution  in  military 
discipline  of  a  beneficent  character. 
It  diminished  crime  in  the  Army 
by  18  per  cent  immediately;  it 
reduced  the  number  of  military 
prisoners  in  one  year  from  1,127  to  727. 
Has  not  the  time  come,  I  ask,  when  this 
beneficent  system,  which  is  now  only  a 
General  Order,  should  be  embodied  in  a 
JStatute,  and  that  the  soldier  should  not 
be  left  to  the  caprice  of  a  Court  Martial  ? 
There  is  only  one  possible  objec- 
tion that  I  can  conceive  to  em- 
bodying this  reform  in  a  Statute.  We  are 
often  told  that  it  is  desirable  to  keep 
over  the  head  of  the  soldier  the  possi- 
bility of  an  extreme  punishment  even 
for  trivial  offences  by  way  of  making  an 


example  in  cases  where  general  insubor- 
dination prevails;  but  what  was  the 
meaning  of  making  an  example  ?  I  have 
been  behind  the  military  curtain,  and  I 
say  that,  when  a  regiment  becomes  dis- 
organized and  gets  out  of  discipline,  it  is 
either  from  the  undue  laxity  or  the  unjust 
severity  of  its  incompetent  colonel,  and 
the  example  which  ought  to  be  made  in 
such  a  case  is  to  discharge  the  colonel, 
and  not  to  unduly  punish  the  private 
soldier.  I  should  not  insist  so  much 
on  this  point  if  it  were  not  that  the 
Bill  before  the  House  seems  to  afford 
little  hope  that  the  Government  in- 
tend to  make  further  progress  in  this 
line  of  legislation.  On  the  contrary, 
there  is  a  clause  in  it  which  I  hope 
has  crept  in  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Under  Secretary — a  clause  utterly 
and  absolutely  antagonistic  to  the  whole 
spirit  of  the  Order  of  1887.  The  pre- 
sent Code  discriminates  between  offences 
against  military  discipline  and  offences 
of  an  immoral,  dishonest,  and  shameful 
character.  Yet  it  is  proposed  to  take 
men  guilty  of  such  merely  military 
offences  as  breaking  out  of  barracks  and 
so  forth,  and  degrade  them  among  crimi- 
nals and  felons  of  the  worst  description. 
Then  there  is  another  point — the  effect 
of  the  military  law  upon  recruits.  In 
1 883,  3, 7 1 1  men  deserted ;  of  those  2, 1 06 
deserted  during  the  first  year  of  their 
service — that  was  two- thirds.  In  1884 
there  were  about  three-fourths.  In 
1885  about  two-fifths.  These  figures 
show  that  the  severity  of  the  military 
law  operates  against  the  successful 
recruiting  for  the  Army.  Another 
point  is  that  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  exaggerate  the  ignorance  of  offiioers 
in  the  law  which  they  have  to  administer. 
They  are  not  taught  that  law.  Instead 
of  making  the  officer  acquainted  with 
the  principles  of  the  law  he  has  to  ad- 
minister, the  whole  examination  is 
taken  up  with  questions  which  encour- 
age him  to  learn  by  rote  a  few  technical 
details  utterly  useless  for  practical  pur- 
poses. It  may  be  objected  that  the 
officers  care  nothing  for  the  law ;  they 
say — **  Confound  the  lawyers  ;  the  less 
we  have  of  them  the  better ;  "  and  I 
agree  with  their  condemnation  of  law  as 
opposed  to  common  sense,  but  I  will 
I  undertake  to  say  that  any  man  who  has 
I  seen  any  number  of  Courts  Martial  must 
:  be  aware  that  of  all  technical  tribunals 
in  the  world  a  Court  Martial  is  the  most 
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addicted  to  technicalities,   and  officers 
entangle  themselves  in  legal  cobwebs, 
which    would    be    swept    away    in    a 
moment  by  a  magistrate  of    any  ex- 
perience.  Young  officers,  although  men 
of  g^eat  ability  and  willing  to  learn, 
have  not  the  means  of  learning  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  law  which  they  have    to 
administer,  and  the  examiners  have  not 
the  skill  to  elicit  such  knowledge  as  they 
have.    It  has  been  stated  that  it  is  not 
the  province  of  your  Lordships'  House 
to  consider  questions  of  discipline.    Is  it 
conceivable  that  if  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  descrip- 
tion, which  menaces  with  imprisonment, 
with  penal   servitude,  and  with  death 
thousands  and  thousands  of  our  country- 
men, we  ought  not  to  look  into  this  A.ct 
and  scan  every  word  of  it  ?    Is  it  con- 
ceivable that  we  are  not  to  look  to  the 
administration  of  this  most  Draconian 
Oode  and  to  see  wherever  possible  that 
justice  is  tempered  with  mercy  ? 
♦The     under     SECRETARY    of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Harris)  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish,  at  the  outset,  to  observe 
that  I  thoroughly  agree  that  it  is  not 
only  perfectly  justifiable,  but  eminently 
desirable,  that  a  noble  Lord  who  has  had 
such  wide  experience  in  military  law  as  has 
my  noble  Friend  opposite  should  express 
his  views  upon  a  Bill  of  this  character. 
The  general  tenour  of  the  noble  Lord's 
remarks,  as  I  understcmd,  is  to  justify 
the    leniency    which     has    crept    into 
military  punishments  since  1887,  and  to 
ask  the  military  authorities  to  consider 
whether,  as  time  passes,  it  would  not 
be    possible  and    wise  to    extend  that 
leniency  still  further.     The  noble  Lord 
will  quite  understand  that  on  a  question 
of  military  discipline  of  this  kind,  and 
on  such  short  notice,  I  am  hardly  able 
to  give  an  answer  ofifhand  as    to   the 
extent  to  which  the  military  authorities, 
from  the  experience  they  have  gained 
in  two  years,  would  be  justified  in  extend- 
ing that  more  lenient  system  of  dealing 
with    military    offences.     The   military 
authorities  are  satisfied  with  the  experi- 
ence they  have  gained  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  it  is  only  reasonable  to  sup- 
pose that  they  will  be  prepared,  if  they 
find  that  that    experience  tends  in  the 
same  direction  in   future,  to  meet  the 
good    behaviour    on    the  part    of   the 
soldier  by  a  proportionate  relaxation  of 
the  bonds  which  surround  him.     The 
noble  Lord  asks  whether  it  is  not  time 
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that  the    advantages    gained   by    the 
General  Order  of  18S7  should  be  made 
law   by  an  Act  of  Parliament.     I   do- 
not     see     any     advantage    in     that, 
because  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
all  Courts  Martial  undem>  very  oarefoT 
scrutiny  both  from  the  Judge  Advocate^ 
GeneraJi  and  also  from  the  office  of  the- 
Adjutant  General.    I  think  the  soldier 
has  ample  security  against  an  unfair 
or  excessive  sentence  in  the  dose  soru* 
tiny  which  is  given  to  all  Court  Martial 
sentences.    The  noble  Lord  objects  to* 
Clause   4  in  the  Bill  because  it  sonde 
men  dismissed  from  the  Army  to  a  dvit 
prison,  where  they  have  to  consort  witb 
felons.     Although  this  is  a  change  ixt 
the  Act  of  1881,  it  is  a  return  to  the- 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1 847.    The  noble- 
Lord  must  remember  that  a  soldier  wha 
has  been  dismissed  with  ignominy  iaonlj^ 
subjected  to  that  extreme  penalty  after 
a  series  of  the  very  worst  ofifences — after 
having  shown  himself  a  thoroughly  bad 
character.     Such  a  man  is  not  worth 
keeping  in  the  Army  ;  and  the  object  ie 
to  free  from  military  prisons  those  mea 
who  are  not  worthy  of  returning  to  the 
Army.    That  is  the  object  of  the  Amend* 
ment,  and  I  trust  that  the  noble  Lord 
will  see  that  it  is  a  desirable  change  to- 
keep  from  the  society  of  soldiers  men 
who  at  the  close  of  their  sentence  are  not 
thought  worth  returning  to  the  Army. 
As  to  military  educati6n,  I  would  point 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  some- 
what difficult  in  the  course  of  an  officer's 
career  to  make  him  both  a  first-rate 
lawyer  and    a  first- rate   soldier.     The 
officer's  time  is  limited.  The  object  of  the^ 
education  given  to  the  officer  before  enter- 
ing the  Army  and  afterwards  is  to  make- 
him,  first  of  all,  a  first-rate  soldier,  and 
then   as   good   a  lawyer   as  time  will 
permit.     Military  law  is  included  in  the 
syllabus  at  Sandhurst  and  Woolwich,  and 
it  is  also  included  in  the  examinations- 
for  promotion.    These  facts  show  the- 
anxiety  on    the  part  of  the    military- 
authorities  to  give  officers  every  oppor- 
tunity of  obtaining  experience  in  legal 
matters.     I   am  inclined  to  think  that 
an  officer   of  the  present  day  has  so- 
much  to  learn  that  it  is  not  always  found 
easy  to  attend  lectures  on  legal  subjects* 
such  as  the  noble  Lord   referred   to.. 
All  these  suggestions,  however,  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  made,  will  receive 
the   very    closest    attention    from    the 
military  authorities,  and  I  am  certain 
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also  from  mj  right  hon.  Friend,  Mr. 
Stan  hope. 

•Lord  NAPIEB  of  UAODALA  :  The 
noble  Lord  has  dealt  very  sererely  with 
Gourte  Martial.  I  think  theia  are  verj 
few  officers  who  hare  had  more  Courts 
Martial  pass  through  their  hands  than 
I  hare,  except  those  oonneoted  with  the 
headquarters  of  the  Department,  and 
I  must  sa;  that  a  Court  Uartial  is  a 
rerj  fair  Court.  It  ia  condnoted  with 
^reat  eolemnitj.  Before  a  man  is  sen- 
tenced by  Court  Martial  his  character — 
that  is,  his  defaulter's  sheet  is  placed 
before  the  members  of  the  Court— 
they  jud^e  not  merely  by  the  crime, 
but  they  judge  by  the  accumulation  of 
crime.  A  man  receives,  in  the  first 
instance,  a  very  gentle  punishment. 
The  officers  are  very  tender  and  gentle 
to  offenders,  who  are  at  first  warned 
and  reprimanded;  and  anyone  looking 
at  the  regimental  books  can  see  how 
careful  officers  are  to  deal  gently  with 
men  for  their  first  offences.  If  the 
soldier  repeats  his  offence  after  being 
warned  he  is  punished  slightly,  and 
heavy  punishment  only  comes  after 
repeated  offences.  I  do  not  know  at 
thie  moment  whether  Courts  Martial  in 
this  country  are  attended  by  the  Deputy 
Judge  Advocate  General,  but  until 
recently  every  Court  Martial  in  India, 
where  it  was  possible,  was  attended  by 
a  gentleman  who  bad  studied  the  law 
particularly.  But  military  laws  are 
very  simple ;  the  facts  constituting  the 
offence  are  generally  very  simple  ones, 
and  there  areeye-witnesses  inmost  cases. 
Besides,  the  sentence  passed  is  reviewed 
by  several  authorities,  and  finally  by 
the  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral,  who,  if  the 
eentenou  ia  considered  too  severe,  may 
see  his  way  to  make  a  recommendation 
to  roercy.  Soldiers  are  much  better 
educated  now  than  they  were  fifty  or 
sixty  or  even  forty  years  ago ;  His  Boyal 
Highness  the  Oummander- in-Chief  has 
been  able  to  lighten  their  punishments ; 
much  more  clemency  is  extended  to  them 
than  formerly.  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  taken  a  very  severe 
view  of  Courts  Martial.  In  my  own 
opinion  they  are  considerate  and  just 
Courts,  always  inclined,  if  possible,  to 
mercy.  I  have  myself  never  been  a 
severe  man  towards  soldiers.  Forty  years 
of  my  life  were  spent  in  India  in  the 
endeavour  to  ameliorate  the  oondidon  of 
soldiers ;   but  at  one  time  mild  punish- 


ment led  to  a  large  increase  of  crime. 
Crimes  of  violence  and  insubordination 
inoreased  to  such  a  degree  that  in  one 
year  no  fewer  than  250  of  these  offences 
had  to  be  dealt  with.  I  was  then  com- 
pelled to  make  very  severe  examples, 
and  in  the  following  year  the  number  of 
crimes  was  reduced  to  3S.  I  hold  that 
the  whole  tenour  of  military  adminis- 
tration is  one  of  careful  watching, 
warning,  and  guiding  the  soldier,  and 
punishing  him  only  when  milder  mea- 
sures fail. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-n 


OVERTIME  ON  RAILWAYS. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABB,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Qovernment  when  it  would  be  cou- 
veuient  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Betum  promised  last  Session  relative  to 
the  overtime  work  of  railway  servants, 
said :  My  Lords,  this  Return  waa 
ordered  last  Session.  I  know  it  is  a 
Beturn  that, must  require  time  and  give 
a  considerable  amount  of  trouble  to  the 
Railway  Companies.  I  should  he  very 
unwilling  to  appear  unduly  to  press 
upon  B^  Majesty's  Qovemment  and 
the  Bailway  Companies  for  the  Betum ; 
but  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  ask 
that  this  Beturn  should  be  in  your 
Lordships'  hands  at  an  early  time. 

Tqx  Eabl  of  LIMERICK :  I  am 
asked  by  noble  Friend  (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burley}  to  answer  this  question.  The 
Beturn  to  which  the  noble  Earl  refers 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  your  LordshipB' 
House  on  the  2ttth  of  March.  The 
Papers  are  now  in  the  printer's  hands, 
and  will  be  circulated  without  delay. 

INCOME  TAX  ON  CHARITIES. 
*IiOU>  ADDINaTON,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  recent  Betum  (3S9), 
Income  Tax  on  Charities,  showing  more 
than  200  claims  for  restitution  of  inoome 
tax  rejected  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  upon  their  own  authority  and 
upon  an  interpretation  of  the  law  which 
has  been  judged  erroneous  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of 
the  Moravian  Brotherhood ;  and  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  would  at  onoe 
appeal  from  the  Supreme  Court  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  or  would  revert  to  its 
former    prMtice,    and  restore    to    th» 
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olaimants  the  moneys  levied  as  income 
tax  upon  exempt  properties,  and  now 
retained  by   the    Department,   to    the 
detriment  of  the  charities   concerned, 
said :    My  Lords,   I   propose,  with  all 
possible  brevity,  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  subject  of  the  question 
I  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government.     The 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  have,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  own  discretion,  taken 
upon  themselves  to  impose  income  tax 
upon  property  which  has  hitherto  been 
exempted.    I  venture  to  think  that  that 
procedure  is  tainted  with  illegality.     I 
say  so  because  I  think  it  is  not  warranted 
by   circumstances,    and   because  I  feel 
that  the  purpose  at  which  it  aims  is  to 
inflict  a  very  serious  injury  upon   the 
community     at     large     and     to     dis- 
courage   the    exercise   of  that  charity 
which     is     an     essential     element     in 
all  civilization.     That  being  the  subject 
of  my  impeachment,  I  feel  that  I  am 
bound  to  make  it   good.     The  Income 
Tax,    as  we  first  knew    it  by   history, 
was      introduced      by     Mr.     Pitt     in 
1799,     and,     as     then    constituted,    it 
was  strictly  a  personal  tax.     It  is  dis- 
tinctly a   personal   tax  now,  but  there 
has  been  this  variation  in  the  mode  of 
the     collection.       Under     Mr.      Pitt's 
Act,    every  individual    was    bound   to 
make  a  statement  showing  on  one  side 
of  the  account  the  whole  of  his  property, 
and  on  the  other  the  whole  of  his  out- 
goings.     There    were     exemptions    of 
various  kinds.     For  example,  there  was 
an  exemption  necessarily   attaching  to 
poverty.     You  cannot  take  from  a  man 
that  portion  of  his  income  which,  if  he 
lose,  he  cannot  subsist.     Therefore,  in 
Pitt's   time,  £60  a  year  was  the  limit 
below    which    incomes    were    exempt. 
Then   there   was  another  and  a  larger 
category  of  exemptions,  and  these  were 
the  multifarious   charities   with    which 
this  country  is  so  happily  distinguished. 
But  in  1803,  when  the  income  tax  came 
to  be  renewed,  it  was  found  to  be  con- 
venient no  longer  to  allow  the  exemption 
in  the  returns,  but  to  assess  all  income  at 
its  source  and  refund  to  the  parties  en- 
titled the  income  tax  after  it  had  been 
levied.     In  fact,  it  came  to   this — that 
instead  of  an  individual  making  his  own 
return  of  what  he  was  worth  and  paying 
upon    it,     all   his    different   properties 
were  taxed  at  the  source — his  funds  in 
the  hands  of  his  bankers,  and  so  on  in 
that   indirect  fashion.       But    the    tax 
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being  levied  in  that  way,  it  extended 
also  to  those  properties  which  belonged 
to  charities,  and  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  having  first  of  all  received 
the '  income  tax  upon  all  kinds  of 
income,  were  charged  with  the  duty  of 
restoring  to  the  charities  the  portion  of 
the  tax  which  referred  to  their  several 
revenues.  In  that  way  they  stepped 
into  the  position  of  trustees;  they  are 
receivers  to  the  charities ;  they  are,  pro- 
visionally, only  the  holders  of  this 
money,  and  they  are  bound  to  give  it 
back;  and  when,  instead  of  giving  it 
back,  they  retain  it  to  themselves,  Ihey 
commit,  in  my  humble  opinion,  a  breach 
of  trust.  I  will  not  myself  use  strong 
language  with  regard  to  the  action  of 
the  Inland  Revenue.  I  prefer  quoting 
to  your  Lordships  some  tolerably  strong 
evidence  that  I  am  not  exaggerating  in 
the  words  I  use.  In  the  year  1863, 
with  the  same  amount  of  zeal  which 
appears  to  be  inherent  in  Somerset 
House,  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
desired  to  make  certain  exceptions  to 
the  charities  which  were  then  exempted, 
and  they  appealed  to  the  Treasury  for 
permission  to  exercise  their  judgment 
in  the  matter.  They  gave  an  interest- 
ing sketch  of  the  history  of  the  tax,  and 
they  asked  to  be  left  to  follow  their  own 
devices  in  regard  to  exemptions.  The 
answer  of  the  Treasury  at  that  time  was 
as  follows:  — 

^'The  actual  administration  of  the  Act  has 
acquired,  it  may  be  held,  so  much  of  presoriptioa 
as  ought  to  stand  good,  at  least,  against  any 
interposition  by  an  authority  purely  adminis* 

trative The  subject  is   one  which 

should  be  reserved  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Legis« 
lature,'* 

I  think  that  when,  in  the  face  of  that 
instruction,  we  find  the  Inland  RevenaOi 
without  any  further  notice,  taking  upon 
themselves  to  appropriate  this  money, 
they  are  committing  an  illegal  act  I 
know  it  may  be  said,  although  an  aot 
may  be  illegal*  still  it  may  be  politic, 
and  it  may  be  beneficial  in  its  results. 
8o  far,  however,  from  such  a  oonolusion, 
we  arrive  at  one  the  exact  reverse. 
Charity,  by  reclaiming  the  vicious,  bj 
teaching  the  ignorant,  and  tending  the 
suffering,  minimizes  all  the  social  evils 
which  injure  the  community  at  larffo. 
Taxation  of  charity  obstructs  its  exenuse 
and  weakens  the  checks  upon  demondi- 
1  zation,  I  invite  your  Lordships'  atten* 
j  tion  to  the  Eeturn  (289)  on  the  Table  of 
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the  House.  You  will  find  in  it  some 
hundreds  of  claims,  various  in  their 
character,  but  rejected  with  remarkable 
uniformity  upon  the  plea  that  they 
were  **not  within  the  scope  of  exemp- 
tion." Societies  for  building  and 
repairing  churches  were  told  that  the 
only  plea  available  for  them  was  a 
*' provision  for  funds  held  by  trustees 
under  Schedule  0,"  whereas  their  claim 
rested  upon  an  earlier  exemption  em- 
bracing their  funds  as  devoted  to 
**  charitable  purposes."  The  argument 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue  lands  them  in 
this  dilemma.  The  ^^  repair  "  of  churches 
is  exempted,  although  not  a  charity,  but 
the  '* building"  of  a  church  is  not  a 
charity,  nor  is  it  exempt.  ^'Kepairs" 
are  exempt,  if  provided  by  funds 
assessed  under  Schedule  0.  They  are 
not  exempt  if  provided  through  rents 
under  Schedule  A,  or  interest  under 
Schedule  D.  Kepairs,  now  exempt  under 
Schedule  C,  would  be  taxable  if  the 
securities  were  changed  from  Consols  to 
Hents.  Since  this  list  was  published  the 
question  has  been  fought  out  in  the 
Law  Courts,  in  the  case  of  the  fund  of 
the  Moravian  Brotherhood,  and  in  the 
Oourt  of  Appeal  the  unanimous  decision 
of  the  Lords  Justices  has  been  given 
against  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Inland  Revenue,  and  that  body  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  continue  to  act  on 
a  basis  which  has  been  held  to  be  illegal. 
My  Lords,  I  am  not  going  to  prolong 
needlessly  my  remarks  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  you  that  the  matter  is  one  which 
cannot  be  left  as  it  is,  and  I  will  ask  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment whether  the  Government  will 
choose  definitely  between  the  two  alter- 
natives— either  to  recur  to  the  old  sys- 
tem of  exemption,  or  at  once  proceed, 
by  way  of  appeal  in  the  Moravian 
Brotherhood  case,  to  obtain  a  final 
decision  as  to  the  law  of  the  matter. 
♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY: 
The  Inland  Revenue  Commissioners 
found  their  refusal  to  exempt  charities 
from  income  tax,  though  hitherto  ex- 
empted, on  the  judgment  of  a  Scotch 
Oourt.  The  Members  of  that  Court 
showed  an  undisguised  jealousy  of  the 
interpretations  of  the  English  Court  of 
Chancery  passing  as  current  or  taking 
-effect  in  Scotland.  Those  Judgesclaimed 
that  the  most  ordinary  and  vulgar  sense 
^f  the  word  charity  should  be  taken  in 


Scotland.  In  short,  they  would  only 
recognize  doles  and  such  charity  as  the 
Charity  Commission  and  public  opinion 
in  this  country  have  set  their  faces 
against.  But  what  do  we  know  in  this 
country  of  a  Lord  Ordinary  ?  Most  of 
us  are  more  familiar  with  the  President 
de  la  Cour  de  Cassation ;  and  by  what 
right  do  the  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners attempt  to  administer  Scotch 
law  and  Scotch  judgments  in  England  ? 
The  Presidents  of  the  French  and  Scotch 
Courts  of  Appeal  both  interpret  a  modern 
form  of  Roman  Law.  The  Chairman  of 
Inland  Revenue  would  hardly  base  his 
action  on  a  judgment  of  the  French 
Court  of  Appeal.  Why,  then,  should 
he,  without  the  excuse  of  being  a  Scotch- 
man, endeavour  to  enforce  the  equally 
foreign  decision  of  a  Scotch  Court  upon 
English  taxpayers?  Lord  Justice  Fry 
in  his  judgment  last  December  in  the 
English  Court  of  Appeal  upset  the 
arguments  of  the  Scotch  Court,  for  he 
showed,  from  the  number  of  technical 
words  used  in  the  Act,  that  chari- 
table uses  should  be  taken  in  the 
technical  and  not  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  words.  Another  anomaly 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Return  now  under 
consideration.  The  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners  show  as  much  animosity 
to  all  funds  intended  to  assist  either 
building  or  repairs  of  churches  or  de- 
voted to  religious  purposes  as  they  could 
do  if  they  were  Commissioners  of  King 
Henry  VIII.  charged  with  rooting  out 
*'  superstitious  uses."  But,  although 
the  funds  of  confraternities  which  are 
^ti(i«/-monastic  bodies,  if  employed  in 
church  repairs,  are  exempt  under 
Schedule  C,  yet  if  they  get  taxed  under 
Schedule  A  no  mercy  is  shown  to  them. 
As  the  destination  of  those  funds  is  the 
same  in  either  case,  both  funds,  whether 
under  Schedule  A  or  C,  ought  to  have 
the  same  exemption.  There  are  13 
cases  of  refusal  of  exemption  from  in- 
come tax  which  might  be  called  the 
worst.  Of  these  six  were  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  deeds  of  trust  were  not 
binding ;  but  if  the  accounts  show  that 
the  money  is  used  for  the  charities 
designated  hy  the  titles  of  the  funds 
taxed,  those  accounts  should  be  suffi- 
cient. Five  charities  are  alleged  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners  not  to 
be  for  a  charitable  purpose.  Two  of 
these  are  the  Royal  Humane  Society  and 
a  Liverpool  humane  society.     If  it  be  a 
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charitable  purpoae  to  make  the  life  of 
the  poor  more  endurable,  ia  it  not  a 
charitable  purpose  to  save  life,  to  pre- 
aerre  the  ufe  of,  perhiMps,  the  bread- 
winner of  a  family  ?  Two  institutions 
for  the  relief  of  decayed  goTemesses  and 
poor  ladies  are  said  not  to  be  charitable. 
Two  other  charities,  one  for  confirmed 
invalids,  the  other  a  dispensary,  are 
denied. to  be  charities,  because  some 
small  payments  were  made  by  those 
benefited  by  the  charity.  Where  a  sum 
is  required  by  a  poor  person  which  he 
cannot  provide,  is  it  no  longer  a  charity 
to  provide  him  with  three  quarters  of  it 
because  he  found  the  other  quarter? 
The  action  of  the  Inland  Bevenue  Com- 
missioners and  the  good  work  done  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, Mr.  Gauntlett,  in  defending 
the  interests  of  the  charities,  will  drive 
many  people  to  put  their  charities  under 
the  wing  of  the  Charity  Commission.  It 
is  contrary  to  public  policy  that  charity 
should  be  taxed  and  discouraged :  my 
earliest  recollections  in  this  House  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Prime  Minister 
are  of  his  defence  of  the  pious  founder, 
and  I  hope  that  he  will  not  allow  him 
to  be  extinguished,  and  will  save  the 
charities  from  the  expense  of  further 
litigation. 

The  Marquess  of  SAXISBUEY:  I 
have  some  difficulty  in  answering  the  two 
speeches  we  have  just  heard,  because, 
slthough  they  are  very  eloquent  and 
convincing,  they  should  rather  have 
been  addressed  by  counsel  to  the  Courts, 
and  not  in  this  House,  where  we  cannot 
deal  with  the  matter  at  all.  This  ques- 
tion is  still  suhjudice;  the  Board  of  Inland 
Bevenue  are  taking  steps  as  rapidly  as 
possible  to  bring  up  the  question  for 
the  decision  of  this  House.  As  soon  as 
that  is  done  we  shall  know  what  the 
law  is,  and  if  the  law  as  then  ascertained 
does  not  satisfy  my  noble  Friend,  it  will 
be  open  to  him  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  to  amend  it.  But  while  the 
matter  is  still  in  litigation  it  would  be 
entirely  contrary  to  the  general  practice 
for  Members  of  the  Government  to  ex- 
press any  opinion.  I  must  say  that  it 
is  rather  hard  that  the  Board  of  Inland 
Bevenue  should  be  subject  to  the  ad- 
verse criticism  of  my  noble  Friend.  My 
noble  Friend  near  me  (Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley)  has  taunted  me  with  the  fact 
that  I  have  more  than  once  invoked  the 
interference   of   this    House  with    the 

Lard  Stanley  of  Aldwley 


action  of  the  Charity  OommissioQers, 
It  is  true  that  I  have  done  so,  bat  ia 
doing  so  I  was  only  asking  the  House  to 
exercise  the  power  which  has  been  re* 
served  to  this  House  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  Now  my  noble  Friend  is 
asking  us  to  do  that  which  the  House 
never  has  done  and  I  hope,  never  will 
do — namely,  to  interfere  in  litigation  that 
is  still  going  on. 

«LoRD  ADDINOTON :  May  I  just  say, 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess,  that  the 
Boara  of  Inland  Bevenue  have  given 
no  signs  whatever  of  their  intention  to 
appeal  against  the  decision  of  the  Ooort 
of  Appeiu. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SAUSBITBY  :  I 
have  here  the  Statement  of  the  Inland 
Bevenue — 

'*  That  on  the  adrice  of  the  Law  Officers  an 
appeal  will  be  lodged  against  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  the  Moravian  Brotherhood,  and  the 
final  judgment  of  the  Hoate  of  Ijords  apon  the 
points  at  issue  will  be  obtained  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.*' 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

The  Earl  of  MEATS,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Govemmeot  whether  they  in- 
tended to  remove  the  unsightly  woodea 
hoarding  which  surrounds  the  vacant 
space  io  front  of  the  National  Gallery 
on  its  eastern  and  northern  sides,  to 
level  and  turf  the  g^und,  and  to  cover 
the  blank  walls  of  the  Gallery  with  oma^ 
mental  trellis  work,  said :  The  National 
Gallery  is  perhaps  the  most  important 
building  in  the  Metropolis.  Those  who 
have  passed  on  the  eastern  side  of  that 
building,  opposite  St.  Martin's  Ohuroh, 
will  have  noticed  a  hoarding  hiding  a 
considerable  space  on  the  north  and  east 
of  the  Gallery.  Formerly  there  was  a 
building  on  the  north  which  partly  hid 
this  space  from  view.  But  this  building 
has  been  destroyed,  and  the  hoarding 
now  erected  in  its  place  is  simply  hideous 
to  the  eyes.  If  such  a  disfigurement 
had  surrounded  a  County  Council  hall» 
it  would  long  ago  have  been  denounced. 
No  such  eyesore  would  be  tolerated  ia 
any  Continental  City.  I  believed  it  is 
the  permanent  officials  who  are  to  blame 
for  this,  and  I  say  that  although  I  have 
for  many  years  been  a  permanent  official 
myself.  The  present  Government  is,  I 
think,  more  alive  to  the  improvement  of 
the  Metropolis  than  any  other  Gtivem- 
ment  has  been.  I  hope  that  I  shall  not 
be  told  that  the  Government  are  impe* 
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ounioua.  I  do  not  belioTe  the  country 
would  grudge  the  ei^penditure  necesaary 
to  ma^e  the  National  Gallery  worthy  of 
thia  Metropolia.  We  are  told  that  the 
Oovemment  are  going  to  build.  But 
how  aoon  ?  Why  should  not  the  ground 
be  nicely  laid  out  as  an  open  apace  with 
flowera  and  shrubs  until  ihe  final  use  of 
the  aite  waa  decided  upon  ? 

LoBD  LAMINGTON  :  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  takea  ao  much 
intereat  in  the  well  being  of  the  Metro- 
polian haa  put  thia  queation.  There  ia 
another  matter  to  which  I  might  alao  call 
attention.  Nothing  haa  been  done  in 
regard  to  that  hideoua  atructure,  Queen 
Anne'a  Manaiona,  which  are,  I  believe,  to 
be  raiaed  another  20  feet.  Again,  there 
are  the  new  buildinga  at  Albert 
G-ate,  which  are  being  raised  to  an 
enormous  height.  I  believe  we  shall 
never  have  proper  regulations  with 
regard  to  buildinga  until  we  have  aome 
permanent  authority  vested  with  power 
to  prevent  the  erection  of  buildings 
which  e£fect  a  disfigurement  of  the 
Metropolis. 

♦LoKD  HENNIKER :  My  Lords,  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner is,  aa  a  matter  of  course, 
always  quite  ready  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  care  of  any  of  the  buildings 
and  works  entrusted  to  him,  and  he  has 
no  wi^h  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of 
the  Office  of  Works  to  look  after  the 
National  Gallery.  I  am  glad  that  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  plead  on  this 
occasion  that  the  reason  for  not  making 
the  improvement  he  sugfi;esta  ia  that  we 
cannot  get  the  money,  dthough  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  the 
question  will  find  that  it  is  not  so  easy 
to  get  money  out  of  the  Treasury  for 
improvement  as  he  seems  to  suppose. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MEATH  :  On  the  con- 
trary, I  put  that  as  a  most  important 
point,  but  I  said  you  ought  to  get  the 
money. 

♦Lord  HENNIKER :  With  regard  to 
what  my  hon.  Friend  has  said  about  the 
height  of  the  buildings  in  Hyde  Park, 
I  think  he  is  misinformed.  I  have  no 
special  information  at  the  preaent 
moment,  becauae  I  had  no  notice  of  the 
queation,  but  from  the  information  I 
have,  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner has  succeeded  in  reducing  the 
height  of  these  buiidingp9  very  conaider- 
ably.   The  queation  brought  forward  by 


the  noble  Lord  will,  I  need  hardly  aay,  re- 
ceive every  attention,  for  we  all  know  the^ 
great  intereat  that  haa  been  taken  in  the 
improvement  of  the  buildinga  of  the* 
Metropolia ;  but  I  may  aay  that  thia  ia 
a  queation  which  requirea  a  great  deal 
of  conaideration,  and  there  are  aome 
very  g^eat  difficultiea  to  be  overcome. 
Aa  I  Buggeated  just  now,  it  is  not  a 
question  on  this  occasion  of  asking  for 
money;  it  is  a  question  of  spending 
money  wisely.  '  I  am  told  that  it  wouldl 
be  very  expensive  indeed  to  remove  thia 
hoarding  and  to  put  up  railings  round 
the  National  Gallery.  There  are  also 
some  walls  round  the  National  Gallery, 
which  must  be  dealt  with,  and  if  opera*- 
tions  are  undertaken  at  the  present 
time,  they  mieht  do  no  permanent  good,, 
for  the  ground  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
speaks  may  before  long  be  required  foe 
building  purposes. 

The  Ei^L  OF  MEATH  :  How  long? 
♦LoBD  HENNIKER:  We  can  hardly 
aay  how  long.  The  noble  Lord  will  see- 
that  under  the  circumstances  the  matter 
requires  more  consideration  than  he  at* 
first  supposed.  Ail  I  can  say  is  that  I 
will  undertake  that  the  question  the 
noble  Lord  has  brought  forward  re- 
ceives immediate  and  careful  considera- 
tion. 

♦Earl  F0RTE8CUE :    My  Lords,  I 
think  there  is  one  point  that  has  been  too 
much  lost  sight  of  by  successive  Govern- 
ments.    They  take  down  buildings  for 
improvement,  and  we  know  how  large  a. 
sum  is  spent  in  renting  private  buildiDgp9  • 
for  official  purposes,  and  that  is  because 
there  is  always  a  difficulty  in  finding  the 
requisite  money  for  providing  proper 
permanent  offices  on  the  spaces  thua 
extravagantly  kept  vacant.   Now,  whea 
a  large  space  is  even  temporarily  left 
vacant  in  a  populous  district,  I  think  it' 
would   be  worth  while  to  spend  some> 
money  to  give  the  tens  of  thousanda- 
living  near  the  temporary  enjoyment: 
of  an  open  space  thus  for  a  while  ren* 
dered  available  to  them,   and   to  the- 
hundreds  of  thousands  passing  by  the 
sight  of  something  pleasing  instead  of 
the  reverse  during  that  time  ;  and  I  am. 
glad  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  will  take  this  matter  into  their 
consideration.    I  am  informed  that  near 
the  Law  Courts  the  private  munificence- 
of  a  generous  man,  who  does  not  wish 
his  name  to  be  known,  is  about  to  do- 
what,  even  temporarily,  will  be  a  source 


of  great  enjoyment  and  health  to  many 
in  that  crovded  district. 

The  House  adjounied  at  twenty- 
five  niiiateB  to  Seven  o'clock, 
until  To-moTTOw,  a  quarteT 
after  Ten  o^dook. 


H0TJ8E    OF    COMMONS, 
TAurtday,    4(A   April,    1889. 

WIXSIPEO  AND   HUDSON'S    BAY 
RAILWAY    COMPANIES. 

Me.  ERNEST  BECKETT  (York, 
N.E.,  Whitby)  asied  the  Under  -Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Colonies  with 
reference  to  the  Act  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  FroTinoe  of  Manitoba,  passed  in 
1886,  which  guaranteed  the  interest  on 
the  1886  issue  of  the  Winnipeg  and 
Hudson's  Bay  Bail  way  Companies, 
bonds  for  25  years,  if  he  was  aware 
that  the  road  was  commenced,  and 
the  capital  subscribed  in  England ; 
whether  he  wan  aware  that  the  present 
Premier  of  Manitoba,  in  November, 
1888,  publicly  and  officially  recognized 
this  guarantee  in  a  letter  to  the  Chair- 
man  of  the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson's 
Bay  Bailway  Company ;  but  that  on 
2nd  March,  1H89,  the  Premier  and  the 
Legislature    repudiated     the    statutory 

Sarantee  by  passing  an  Act,  to  which 
ir  Majesty's  assent  ia  required ; 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her 
BBsent  to  this  Act  of  repudiation ;  and, 
whether  he  would  make  such  represen- 
tations to  the  Qovernment  of  tbt 
Dominion  of  Canada  as  will  direct  their 
attention  to  the  recent  action  of  the 
Provincial  Legislature? 

Thb  under   secretary 

STATE  FOK  THB  COLONIES  (Baton 
H.  DB  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toiteth) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  cog- 
nizance of  this  subject,  which  ia  entirely 
one  for  the  Provincial  and  Dominion 
Qovemmeats  and  Legislatures  to  deal 
with.  The  Acts  of  the  Provincial  Legis- 
latures do  not  come  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  but  are  allowed  or  disallowed 
AS  seems  right  to  the  Governor  General 
£arl  FortMtue 


{00MM0N81  Norwfgim  Mgrringt.         1556 

of  Canada,  after  taking  the  advice  of 
his  Ministers  ;  and  it-would  therefore  be 
proper  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
ike  ofB.cial  representation  sou  thissub- 
jeot  to  the  Government  of  the  Dominion, 
who  necessarily  have  it  fully  before 
them  in  all  its  bearings. 

SMALL  POX  IN  SHEFFIELD. 
Mr.  THEODORE  FEY  {Darlington] 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  when  the  report, 
promised  last  year,  on  the  epidemic  of 
small  pox  in  Sheffield,  would  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House ;  and,  what  was  the 
cause  of  such  a  long  delay  in  its  pre- 
paration ? 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Kitchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's-in-the- 
East) :  The  preparation  of  the  report 
promised  last  year  has  been  a  work  of 
considerable  labour.  It  was  presented 
to  the  House  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  and  copies  of  it  have  now 
been  delivered  fur  distribution  among 
Members. 


Sib  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
great  quantities  of  Swedish  and  Nor- 
wegian herrings  which  have  of  late 
been  imported  into  this  country,  and 
sold,  when  cured,  as  Yarmouth  her- 
rings ;  whether  he  was  aware  of  the 
great  injury  that  has  thus  been  done  to 
the  East  Coast  fisheries  of  this  country  ; 
and,  whether,  in  the  interests  of  British 
fishermen,  as  well  as  of  the  British  publio 
as  consumers,  he  could  see  his  way  to 
take  any  steps  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things  ? 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bris- 
tol,  W.):  The  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  not  been  specially  called  to 
the  particular  point  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  If  it  ia  the 
fact  that  great  injury  has  been  inflicted 
on  the  East  Coast  fisheries,  the  matter 
appears  to  be  one  on  which  reprasenta- 
tions  might  be  made  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  the  Local  Fisheries  Com< 
mittees  of  County  Councils  that 
may  be  appointed  under  the  Sea 
Fisheries  Regulation  Act  of  last  Session. 
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SUPERANNUATION   ALLOWANCES. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  present  pensioQ  and  super- 
annuatioii  rules  were  construed  to 
mean  that  a  permanent  civil  servant, 
cm  attaining  the  age  of  60  years,  is  en- 
titled as  of  right  to  claim  pension,  or 
whether  in  practice  the  Treasury  might 
and  did  exercise  any  discretion  in  con- 
aidering,  with  reference  to  the  health  and 
capacity  of  the  applicant,  whether  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  public  service 
that  full  pension  should  be  granted  and 
another  man  appointed;  whether  in 
practice  effect  was  given  to  the  old  rule 
of  the  Civil  Service,  that  normal  pension 
was  only  earned  when  the  applicant  had 
given  his  whole  time  to  the  public  ser- 
▼ice ;  whethet  in  some  recent  cases 
civil  servants  had,  while  holding  public 
office,  accepted  posts  under  companies 
or  private  persons,  and  had  eventual i> 
retired  from  the  public  service  on  large 
pensions,  not  because  they  were  incapa- 
citated for  work,  but  in  order  to  con- 
tinue and  extend  such  private  occupa- 
tion ;  and  whether  Mr.  J.  Eussell, 
just  retired  from  the  National  Debt 
Office,  had  for  many  years  been  in 
receipt  of  another  salary  as  Receiver, 
Secretary,  and  Manager  of  the  Burry 
Port  and  Qwendreath  Valley  Railway 
Company  ?; 

Th»  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
8XJRY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  A 
civil  servant  on  reaching  the  age  of  60 
years  is  entitled  to  retire  and  to  receive 
the  amount  of  pension  for  which  he  is 
qualified  by  length  of  service.  No  civil 
servant  is  qualified  for  a  pension  on 
retirement  unless  he  has  given  his  whole 
time  to  his  official  duties.  No  civil  ser- 
vant who  retires  under  the  age  of  60 
can  receive  a  retired  allowance,  unless 
on  a  medical  certificate  that  he  is  per- 
manently incapable  of  discharging  his 
duties,  and  I  am  not  aware  of  any  case 
such  as  those  described  in  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Russell,  a  principal  clerk  in 
the  National  Debt  Office,  retired  last 
year  at  the  age  of  62,  after  42  years' 
service,  on  a  pension  of  £466  13s.  4d. 
I  understand  that  he  held  an  office  in 
connection  with  a  small  commercial 
undertaking  which  was  either  wholly 
or  mainly  the  property  of  his  own  family. 
I  am  not  aware  whether  any  remunera- 


tion was  attached  to  the  office.  On  Mr. 
Russell's  retirement  the  head  of  his 
department  certified  that  he  had  served 
for  42  years  with  diligence  and  fidelity 
to  his  satisfaction,  and  that  he  had  fully 
discharged  his  official  duties. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  rule  that  a  person 
recommended  for  a  superannuation  al- 
lowance shall  have  devoted  the  whole 
of  his  time  to  the  public  service  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  A  certificate  from 
the  head  of  the  Department  that  the 
person  proposed  to  be  pensioned  had 
discharged  his  duty  with  zeal  and 
ability  and  to  his  entire  satisfaction^ 
would,  I  apprehend,  be  deemed  suffi- 
cient. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Is  there  not  a 
long  established  rule  that  an  ordinary 
pension  shall  not  be  regarded  as  having 
been  earned  unless  the  person  who  is  to 
receive  it  has  devoted  the  whole  of  his 
time  to  the  public  service  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  Superannuation 
Committee  have  no  power  to  go  behind 
the  distinct  rules  laid  down  for  their 
guidance,  one  of  which  is  that  if  the 
Civil  servant  is  60  years  of  age,  he  is 
enabled  to  retire  with  a  superannuation 
allowance  in  accordance  with  the  num- 
ber of  years  he  has  served ;  and  if  the 
Superannuation  Committee  are  supplied 
with  information,  such  as  I  have  des- 
cribed, from  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment, it  would  be  irregular  for  the 
Committee  to  enter  into  a  separate 
inquiry. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL :  Is  there,  or  is 
there  not,  an  existing  rale  of  long 
standing,  that  the  ordinary  pension  shall 
not  be  conferred  unless  the  Civil  servant 
has  devoted  the  whole  of  his  time  to 
the  public  service  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  I  think  there 
is;  but  I  am  not  sure  that  a  difficulty 
might  not  arise  if  the  definition  of  the 
hon.  Member  as  to  **  whole  time  "  were 
pushed  a  little  further. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  have  not 
given  any  definition  of  '*  whole  time.' 


»» 


FLOGGING  BOYS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  a  convic- 
tion, by  SheriflF  Hamilton,  in  the  Edin- 
burgh Sheriff  Summary  Court,  on  9th 
March,  of  five  boys,  charged  witk 
having,  without  leave,  hawked  newB^ 
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S;>er8  for  8ale  on  the  North  British 
ilwaj  Station  ;  whether  three  of  the 
boys,  who  had  been  previously  convicted 
of  similar  trespass,  were  sentenced  to 
six  stripes  with  a  birch  rod,  and  the  re- 
imaining  two  lads  to  two  stripes ;  and 
whether  these  sentences  of  flogging  for 
-fluch  simple  trespass  were  authorized  by 
law? 

♦The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBERTSON,  Buteshire) :  I  have 
•communicated  with  the  Sheriff  as  to 
this  matter,  but  as  he  is  temporarily 
absent  from  home  I  have  not  yet  got 
information  to  enable  me  to  answer  the 

guestion.     I  shall  therefore  be  obliged 
y  the  hon.   Member   postponing  the 
question  for  a  week. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  :  I  will  postpone 
it  until  this  day  week. 

FAILURE  OF  THE  POTATO  CROP. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware 
that  in  the  entire  coast  line  and  the 
xnountainous  districts  of  the  county  of 
Donegal,  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
4>f  last  year  had  been  as  complete  as  in 
1879;  that  the  present  occupiers  of  those 
districts  had  little  if  any  seeds,  potatoes, 
X)r  oats ;  and  that  the  quality  of  the 
fieed  potatoes  is  very  inferior ;  had  his 
Attention  been  directed  to  the  sworn 
testimony  of  Sergeant  Kenny,  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  at  the  trial  of  Mr. 
John  Kelly,  at  Bunbeg,  Gweedore,  in 
March  last,  who  deposed  that  last  year's 
4)rop  of  potatoes  was  the  worst  he  had 
6ver  seen,  after  a  residence  of  14  years 
in  the  county  of  Donegal ;  was  he  aware 
that  ordinary  seed  potatoes,  whicn  were 
usually  sold  at  2d.  or  2id.  per  stone, 
were  now  being  sold  at  6d.  per  stone, 
and  that  if  the  people  were  able  to  buy 
eeed  potatoes  in  sufficient  quantities, 
the  supply  could  not  be  procured  in  those 
.districts  for  any  money ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  the  Government 
intended  to  take  any  steps  to  guard 
against  the  impending  famine  in  Done- 
gal? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  In  the  county  of  Donegal  seed 
potatoes  are  not  plentiful.  The  1887 
crop  was  exceptionally  good.  The  1888 
.crop  was  below  the  average,  but  vari- 
able. The  October  crop  was  good.  The 
price  of  seed  potatoes  ranges  from  4d. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


to  6d.  So  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  no 
special  destitution  or  prospect  of  famine 
exists  in  the  neighbourhood,  or  distress 
with  which  the  ordinary  Poor  Law  is 
unable  to  cope. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  These  statements 
have  been  made  not  only  to  myself,  but 
to  other  hon.  Members,  and  they  come 
from  the  parish  priests  of  the  locality, 
who  all  testify  to  the  appalling  condition 
of  the  people  I  am  afraid  that  if  inquiry 
only  is  to  be  made  it  will  be  too  late. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  inirti- 
tuted  inquiries  to  the  best  of  my  ability, 
and  I  think  that  the  distress,  if  it  had 
been  as  g^eat  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
imagines,  would  have  shown  itself  in  a 
more  marked  manner  by  its  eflPeots  in 
the  Poor  Law  districts. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast.  W.) :  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  objection 
to  send  a  Commissioner  to  investigate 
and  report  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Local 
Government  Board  did  make  a  Report 
some  time  ago,  and  they  adhere  to  the 
substance  of  that  Report. 

A  VESTRY    MEETING  IN  SUFFOLK. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  at 
a  vestry  meeting  held  at  Haughley,  in 
Suffolk,  on  Friday  morning  last,  for  the 
purpose  of  electing  parish  officers  for 
the  year,  a  motion  was  made,  and  duly 
seconded,  that  the  meeting  should 
adjourn  until  the  evening,  in  order  to 
enable  the  majority  of  the  parishioner^ 
to  attend ;  whether  he  was  aware  that 
the  Chairman  refused  to  put  the  motion, 
and  insisted  on  the  meeting  adjourning 
forthwith  to  the  schoolroom,  and  on  the 
proceedings  being  continued  there,  with 
the  result  that  the  children  had  to  be 
turned  out  of  school,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  room  would  have  been  avail- 
able for  a  vestry  meeting  in  the  even- 
ing ;  whether  the  Chairman,  in  declining 
to  put  the  motion,  was  exceeding  his 
powers ;  and  whether  any  steps  would 
oe  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffiron 
Walden) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man replies  to  the  question,  may  I  ask 
whether  the  school  in  question  is  in 
the  receipt  of  a  Parliamentary  Grant> 
and  if  so,  by  what  authority  the  school- 
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lioose  was  used  for  a  meeting  add  the 
discipline  of  the  school  interfered  with  ? 

«Mb.  BITCHIE:  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  to  put 
the  question  upon  the  Paper.  With 
regara  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Eye  Division  of  Suffolk, 
I  am  informed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Vestry  meeting  referred  to  that 
there  were  present  at  the  meeting  some 
50  parishioners  representing  the  farmers, 
tradespeople,  and  labourers  of  the 
parish,  and  the  Vestry-room  being  too 
small  to  conveniently  hold  the  meeting, 
he  adjourned  it  to  a  room  situate  in  the 
school-house  close  by,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  one  of  the  trustees  of  the  school 
who  was  present,  and  arranged  that  the 
teaching  should  be  carried  on  in 
a  room  in  the  same  building.  He 
informs  me  that  he  did  not  put  the 
motion  for  adjournment  to  the  meeting, 
as  he  considered  that  there  was  not  a  full 
representative  meeting  to  conduct  the 
business  for  which  the  Vestry  was  called. 
The  matter  is  not  one  in  which  I  have 
any  power  to  interfere ;  but  I  am  ad- 
vised that  any  motion  for  adjournment 
until  a  later  hour,  which  was  duly 
proposed  and  seconded,'  should  have 
Deen  put  to  the  meeting. 

Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
be  is  aware  that  on  Friday  last  the 
children  had  to  be  turned  out  of 
Haughley  schoolroom  in  consequence 
of  a  vestry  meeting  having  adjourned 
from  the  vestry  to  the  scnoolroom  in 
the  morning,  although  the  room  would 
have  been  at  the  disposal  of  the  meeting 
in  the  evening ;  and,  whether  the 
attendances  of  the  children  on  that  day 
were  cancelled  owing  to  their  being 
sent  home  ? 

Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on 
EDUCATION  fSir  W.  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartf ord) :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Oentleman  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Monday.  I  have  called  for  infor- 
mation but  have  not  yet  received  it. 

CITY  POSTMEN. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN 
(Battersea)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  can  now  give  any  further 
information  as  to  the  date  when  the 
improvement  in  the  hours  of  attendance 
of  the  City  postmen  (in  reply  to  their 


petition  of  June,  1887),  is  likely  to  take 
place ;  and,  if  he  has  received  a  memorial 
asking  payment  ior  the  excess  time 
performed  by  them  during  the  year 
1888;  and,  if  so,  when  an  answer  may 
be  eznected  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  a  very  considerable  improve- 
ment in  the  hours  of  attendance  of  the 
City  postmen  has  been  carried  out,  and 
the  men  are  feeling  the  relief  afforded. 
Their  average  attendance  is  now  about 
seven  hours  and  fifty  minutes  a  day.  I 
have  received  a  memorial  asking  for 
additional  payment  for  '<  excess  time  " 
in  1888,  but  no  such  payments  have  ever 
been  made,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  proper  to  make  them  for  out-door 
work  which  can  be  indefinitely  prolonged 
by  the  men  themselves. 

MIDDLESEX  LAND  REGISTRY. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  office  of  the  Middlesex  Land  Regis- 
try was  connected  with  the  office  of 
Land  Registry,  and  whether  it  was 
under  the  control  of  the  Treasury  or  any 
Department  of  the  Government;  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that  Lord  Truro,  as 
Registrar  of  the  Middlesex  Land  Regis- 
try, received  fees  to  the  average  annual 
amount  of  £5,000  a-year,  and  scarcely 
ever  entered  the  office,  the  whole  of  the 
work  being  done  by  deputy;  and  in 
whose  gift  was  this  appointment  ? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Middlesex 
Registry  was  created  by  a  Statute  of 
Queen  Anne,  and  has  no  connection 
with  the  Land  Registry.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  has  power  to  make  rules  for 
the  reg^ation  of  the  office.  No  portion 
of  the  cost  of  the  Registry  falls  on  the 
Exchequer.  The  entire  cost  is  defrayed 
from  the  fees,  and  the  Registrars,  of 
whom  there  were  originally  four,  are  by 
Statute  entitled  to  retain  the  surplus 
fees  for  their  own  benefit.  Lord  Truro 
is  the  sole  surviving  Registrar;  but 
under  an  Act  of  1 859  the  Queen's  Re- 
membrancer, who  had  previously  been 
ex'offieio  a  Registrar,  continues  to  re- 
ceive for  the  Exchequer  his  share  of  the 
net  fees.  This  share  at  present  repre- 
sents one-half,  and  amounted  for  the 
year  1888-9  to  £4,054  1 8s.  2d.  The 
appointment  of  Registrars  is  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor   and  the  Lord  Chief 
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Justice  alternately ;  but  on  the  occur- 
rence of  the  last  three  vacancies  no  ap- 
pointments were  made,  and  the  office 
will  disappear  on  t^e  passing  of  the 
Land  Transfer  Bill,  now  before  the 
Hou^'e  of  Lords. 

IREL.\ND— MR.  MURPHY. 

Mr.  LEAMY  (Cork  Co.,  N.E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  under 
what  authority,  and  by  whom,  Mr. 
Murphy  had  been  appointed  Chief  Re- 
ceiver in  the  Land  Judges*  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland ;  what 
was  his  salary;  and  what  legal  qualifica- 
tion did  he  possess;  whether  business 
hitherto  transacted  before  the  Judges, 
in  reference  to  management  of  landed 
estates  and  the  supervision  and  control 
of  receivers  over  the  same,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Judicature  Act,  had  been, 
and  was  now,  transacted  before  Mr. 
Murphy  sitting  in  Chambers ;  and 
whether  his  appointment  revived  the 
office  of  Receiver  Master,  which  was 
abolished  by  the  Act ;  whether  any  rule 
appointing  Mr.  Murphy  had  been  made; 
and,  whether  any  rules  as  to  procedure 
before  him  had  been  made ;  and,  if  so, 
had  they  been,  or  would  they  be,  laid 
before  Parliament  ? 

*The  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University 
of  Dublin)  :  I  am  informed  that  Mr. 
Murphy  has  been  appointed  Chief  Re- 
ceiver in  the  Land  .fudges*  Division  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  by 
the  Land  Judge,  with  the  consent  and 
approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  and  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Estates  Court  (Ireland)  Act 
and  the  Judicature  Act.  His  salary  has 
been  fixed  at  £1,000  a  year.  Mr. 
Murphy  does  not  possess  legal  qualifica- 
tion, nor  is  he  required  to  discharge  legal 
business.  A  considerable  portion  of  the 
business  hitherto  transacted  through 
solicitors  before  the  Judges  in  reference 
to  the  details  of  the  management  of 
landed  estates  and  the  control  of  the 
Receivers  over  the  same,  in  pursuance  of 
the  Judicature  Act  now  comes  in  the  first 
place  before  Mr.  Murphy  direct  from 
the  Receiver,  without  the  intervention 
of  a  solicitor.  But  in  every  case  Mr. 
Murphy's  memorandum  is  submitted  to 
one  of  the  Receiver  Judges  and  by  him 
converted    into    a    ruling,    with  such 
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modifications  as  he  may  think  proper. 
It  is  calculated  that  by  this  change  costs 
to  estates  will  be  saved  to  the  extent  of 
at  least  £10,000  a  year.  This  appoint- 
ment does  not  revive  the  office  of 
Receiver  Master.  No  rule  appointing 
Mr.  Murphy  has  been  made.  He  has 
been  temporarily  appointed  by  order 
dated  February  12,  1889,  and  has  no 
right  to  pension  or  superannuation.  No 
rules  as  to  procedure  before  him  have 
been  made,  as  he  merely  prepares 
memoranda  or  suggestions  for  the 
Judges'  consideration. 

EMBEZZLEMENT  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  his  consideration  had 
been  given  to  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  embezzlement  by  W.  W.  Brad- 
don,  late  Assistant  Paymaster  of  H.M.S. 
Helicon,  of  £3,818,  which  sum  had  since 
been  written  off  as  a  dead  loss  to  the 
Crown  ;  whether  his  attention  had  been 
drawn,  in  particular,  to  the  following 
passage  in  a  communication,  dated  14th 
December,  1887,  from  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury 
to  the  Admiralty : — 

**  But  whether  there  -was  laxity  or  not  in  the 
examination  of  Mr.  Braddon's  accounts,  it  is 
acknowledged  that  he  was  enabled  to  per- 
petrate his  frauds  through  the  persistent  neg- 
lect by  the  Commander  of  the  Helicon  to  obey 
Article  o23  (c)  of  the  Queen's  Regulations :  *' 

who  were  in  succession  commanders  of 
the  Helicon  from  Midsummer  1884  to 
January,  1886,  the  period  of  the  frauds; 
what  punishment  had  been  imposed 
upon  those  officers  for  their  neglect ; 
and,  had  they  been  called  upon  to  make 
good  any  portion  of  the  public  loss  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  facts  are  as  stated. 
My  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
Treasury  letter  referred  to.  The  case 
was  fully  investigated,  and  it  was  con- 
sidered that  there  was  no  laxity  in  the 
examination  of  accounts.  In  regard  to 
what  the  Treasury  described  as  '*  per- 
sistent neglect"  on  the  part  of  the 
commander  it  may  be  as  well  to  explain 
exactly  of  what  this  neglect  consisted. 
The  paymaster  of  a  ship  has  from  time 
to  time  to  prepare  a  statement  showing 
the  '*  balance  of  cash."  These  state- 
ments are  submitted  to  the  commander, 
who,   after  satisfying   himself  of  their 
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correctness,  sigpis  them  before  their 
tranHinissioii  to  the  Admiralty.  All  this 
^as  done  by  the  commander  of  the 
Helicon,  His  remissness  consisted  of 
ills  handing  the  statements  after  signa- 
ture back  to  the  paymaster  for  despatch 
to  the  Admiralty,  instead  of  despatching 
them  with  his  own  hand,  as  directed  by 
the  regulations,  and  the  frauds  were 
perpetrated  by  the  paymaster  falsifying 
the  figures  of  the  statements  after  the 
commander  had  signed  them,  and  before 
dispatching  them  to  the  Admiralty. 
The  commander  was  reprimanded,  and 
cautioned  to  be  more  careful  in  future, 
but  as  the  neglect  in  effect  consisted  of 
his  failure  to  recognize  in  one  of  his 
officers  (and  one  who  had  hitherto  borne 
the  highest  character)  a  possible  rogue, 
it  was  not  considered  that  this  neglect 
was  deserving  of  a  more  serious  punish- 
ment than  the  censure  which  he  re- 
ceived. I  may  add  that  the  regulations 
have  since  this  occurrence  been  made 
more  stringent.  The  lieutenants  com- 
manding were  Lieutenants  Winsloe  and 
TisdaU. 

Mb.  PIOKERSGILL:  Is  the  noble 
Lord  aware  that  in  the  Navy  Appro- 
priation Account,  this  year,  there  is  an 
entry  on  page  61,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
receipt  which  was  given  in  error,  half 
the  value  is  charged  against  the  officer 
who  gave  it.  I  wish  to  know  why  this 
rule  should  not  be  applied  also  in  the 
case  of  the  more  highly  paid  officers  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wants  to  know  why  the  regu- 
lation has  not  been  carried  out  in  this 
case,  he  had  better  put  a  question  upon 
the  Paper. 

H.M.S.  BRITON, 
Mr.  PICKEB8GILL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  his  at- 
tention had  been  specially  called  to  the 
following  facts:  That  H.M.8.  BriUm 
was  completed  at  an  original  cost  of 
£66,726;  that,  up  to  the  Slst  March 
1886,  the  further  expenditure  for  repairs 
upon  this  ship  was  £50,189;  that,  be- 
tween the  30th  September  1886  and  the 
2nd  February  1887,  an  additional  sum 
of  £1,745  was  expended  in  repairing 
the  ship ;  and  that,  finally,  the  ship  was 
sold  in  August  1887  for  £3,541 ;  and, 
whether  he  would  explain  under  what 
circumstances  a  large  expenditure  was 
incurred  for  repairs  within  12  months  of 
the  sale  of  the  ship  ? 

VOL.  CCCXXXIV.  [third  skribs.] 


Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  With  the  ex- 
ception that  £11,500  out  of  the  £50,189 
was  for  stores,  and  not  for  repairs,  the 
facts  are  generally  as  stated  in  the  ques- 
tion. The  ship  was  originally  commis- 
sioned in  1871,  and  had  been  at  the 
time  of  her  sale  actually  in  commission 
for  11  years  and  nine  months.  The 
question  of  the  expediency  of  spending 
the  £1,745  on  the  repairs  of  a  ship 
within  so  short  a  period  of  her  being 
sold  was  very  fully  discussed,  and  it  was 
only  after  careful  consideration  of  the 
duties  required  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  on  the  East  Indies  Station, 
especially  with  reeard  to  the  suppression 
of  slavery  in  the  Persian  Gulf  and  East 
Coast  of  Africa,  that  it  was  decided  to 
spend  this  sum  in  preference  to  letting 
her  lay  up  in  a  perfectly  useless  condi- 
tion for  some  months.  She  was  sold 
mainly  because  she  was  hopelessly  in- 
fected with  white  ants. 

Mr.  HOWELL  ( Bethnal  Green,  N.E.): 
In  what  way  was  this  ship  sold  ?  Was 
it  by  public  auction  or  private  con- 
tract? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  think  she 
was  sold  by  public  auction,  but  I  would 
again  ask  that  a  question  of  that  kind 
should  be  put  on  the  Paper. 

IRELAND— DIVISIONAL 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.)  asked 
);he  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  nature  of 
the  appointment  as  Magistrates  of  the 
Divisional  Commissioners  was  such  as  to 
compel  Clerks  of  Poor  Law  Unions  to 
put  them  on  the  list  of  ex-officio  Guar- 
dians for  the  unions  in  which  they  re- 
side? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  advised 
that  the  nature  of  the  appointment  as 
magistrates  ef  the  Divisional  Commis- 
sioners is  not  such  as  to  render  them 
eligible  to  act  in  any  case  as  ex-officio 
guardians  of  a  Poor  Law  union. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  HATDEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how  milny  days  had  the  County  In- 
spector of  Leitrim  and  the  District  In- 
spector and  Head  Constable  of  Carrick- 
on- Shannon  been  absent  from  their 
duties  whilst  attending  as  witnesses  for 
the  Timce:  when  were  they  examined; 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  district  of 
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Carrl'.'k-oi)-.SL&i:n9ii    during    their  ab-  *  orderlr    vmAott  fikalj    te    IsAd  to  ft 

wrao«:  vLat  Ta<i  tLe  s^&ximum  period  breftch  of  the  pMee,  4;  dkuidHlj  flOB- 

duriiL^  wblc-i::  the   ruie«  permit   a  oon-  duct  in  beseCbng  a  dmDni^boiHe.  S: 

stftbk' v>    r<fmain    Ll    tL«  Coontj  In-  total  25.     There  baa  been  ao  ooat  to  &» 

fepecv^r'fe  oS^oe  :  &t<d  L&d  t'liat  term  been  diBtzict  for  extra  ooutabiilaiy  for  ^ 

exoe<bd^  by   c^L.et&blee  in  Carrick-on-  paet  tvelre  montba. 

Khjwjrion  :  il  bo,  cat;  Le  btate  on  what  

groun'^fc  '"  TITHE  DISTRAISTS  IS  ITAlfiS. 

Mi:.\'  J.  BALFOL'B  :  I  am  informed  Ma.  BO\rEy  BOWLAXDB  ^Oifr 
tLat  tLe  O^unty  Iittp^tor  of  Leitrim  ganshire.  a&ked  tbe  Bwifteij  «  Siaie 
and  t}i»r  l/jfetrict  In«pwtor  of  Carrick- on-  for  the  Hc;me  I>epaztmflBt  to  fba  astboB- 
Hiianiion  wf^rt  abbent  from  their  Btation*  ties  of  what  conntiec  and  eoimtf 
for  10*5  da}«  and  21  days  rebpectiTeiy  borough*  the  Chief  CaaataWe  of  Gudi- 
while  at! eliding  on  eubpoma  in  Ixindon  ganshire  applied  for  additicmal  poliBe 
in  tsfjutik^Aiuji  with  the  Special  C'-»mmi»-  a*«iBtacee  for  the  tiSbe  diatvaiati  at 
fcioL.  No  iiead  Constable  was  absent  Peiibryn ;  and  whether  aoab  a^lka- 
Irom  Carrick-onShannon.  The  County  tions  were  made  after  the  iafomudiaa 
Inj5p*>cv^r  wa»^  exacjine'i  in  the  end  of  a»  to  the  intentiofn  of  tba  peaaaati  ^Ma. 
January,  and  the  District  Inspector  supplied  to  him  bj  the  Svpeviateadea 
ab'-rui  the  Uiiddle  of  December.  Dis-  of  Police  on  March  I6th? 
tri'-'t  Ln^itht-x/jT  Connaughton  was  in  The  SECRET ABY  of  STATE  loa 
ciiaige  of  Carrickou-.Sfiannon  district,  the  HOME  DEPASTMENT  (Mr. 
No  c-iiistabie  was  employed  in  the  Matthews,  Birmingbam,B-):  The Cbirf 
County  Ini?pecirjrs  office  except  the  Constable  of  Cardiganahire  infonns  «a 
ordlnaiy  police  clerks.  There  is  no  rule  with  regard  to  tithe  dirtraiati  at 
lixiiig  the  i><.-ri'>d  in  which  a  constable  Penbrjn  that  after  receipt  of  the 
ijiay  be  h^j  eiuplo^'ed  should  the  amount  information  supplied  to  bna  bj  the 
of  the  work  ne^;esi:itate  such  employ-  SuperiDtendent  of  Police  bo  telejgrftphed 
xnent.  for  assistanoe  to  the    Chief  Ooaatable 

of   Carmarthenshire,    aome    <xf   vboea 
IMI'HJSONMENT  IN  DKFAULT  OF  BAIL,    constables  were  with  him  oa  tba  iMi 

Mh.  HAYDEN  abked  the  Chief  ult.,  when  the  conduct  of  tba  people 
Kecretary  Vt  the  I»rd  Lieutenant  of  was  so  threatening  that  he  telefftublBd 
Ireland  how  many  persons  had  been  on  the  night  of  the  19th  to  tba  Chief 
sentenced  in  Cahtlerea  District  (County  Constable  of  Glamorganshire  for  ouna 
Kf>Sf;orjjmon^  to  terms  of  impriK)nment    constables. 

in  default  of  finding  bail  under  the  Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionetbabha) : 
statute  of  Kdward  III.  within  the  last  Were  there  any  applicationB  oiade  Ibr 
six  tfjonthb ;  how  Uiany  of  the  defend-  additional  police  assistance  bofore  the 
antH  cofiS'-nted  t'i  give  bail;  how  many    l}«th? 

were  now  in   pris^jn    undergoing  their        Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  first  appGoftr 
sentences  ;  what   was  the  offence  with  .  tion  of  which  I  was  informed  was  auda 
whidj    they   were   charged ;   and  what    on  the  19th. 
had  been  the  extra  cost  of  Constabulary  , 

in    the     district    during    the     last    12  THE  COUNTY  COUNCIM. 

months?  Colonel    LLOYD    ANSTBIT 

Mk.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  I  understand  (Suffolk,  Woodbridge)  asked  the 
that  within  tlie  last  six  months  25  per-  .  dent  of  the  Local  Goveinment  Board, 
HOUH  in  Cantlerea  Dintrict,  who  were  whether,  under ''The  Local Gk>¥enimaai 
ordered  to  be  bound  over  to  keep  the  (England  and  Wales)  Act,  1888y'*0Teiy 
peace  and  bo  of  good  behaviour  under  member  of  a  banking  firm  with  wbom 
the  statute  mentioned,  were  committed  an  ordinary  current  aoooant  is  kept 
to  prison  in  default  of  finding  bail.  Of  ;  either  by  a  County  Council  or  b j  aa 
this  number  five  were  willing  to  give  \  authority  under  it,  was  thereby  dia- 
bail,  and  three  actually  did  so,  the  two  <  qualified  from  being  a  County  Coon- 
others  being  unable  to  get  anyone  to  go    cillor  ? 


bail  for  them.  Eighteen  of  these  per- 
sons are  nr)W  in  prison.  The  offences 
charged  were  us  follows  ; — Unlawful 
assembly,     19     persons    charged;    dis. 

Mr,  Haydin 


«Mr.  BITCHIE  :  I  have  no  authority 
to  determine  questions  relatiTO  to  me 
disqualification  of  County  OonnoiUon  ;^ 
but  I    may  say    that    tiia    MnndpiL 
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jApsn.  4,  1S80|  Board*/  Ouardumi. 


Corporations  Act  provides  that  a  person  i 
shall  be  disqualified  from  being  elected, 
and  for  being  a  Tova  Oonnoillor,  if  and  ' 
while  he  "has,  direct!;  or  indirectlj,  | 
by  himself  or  his  psrtncr,  any 
share  or  interest  in  any  contract  I 
or  employment  with,  by,  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Council";  and  tliat  this  ! 
prorision  has  been  made  applic.iblo  to  I 
County  Councillors.  I  presume  that 
some  particular  case  has  eiveo  riee  to 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  but 
whetDer  such  case  would  come  within  | 
the  enactment  to  which  I  have  re-  I 
ferred  is  a  matter  upon  which  I  must 
not  be  understood  as  expressing  any 
opinion. 

IRELAND— FATHEK  FARHELLY. 

Me.  WILLIA.M  CORBET  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lieutonant 
of  Ireland  why,  having  held  over  the 
warrant  for  Father  Farrelly's  arrest  for 
five  weeks  without  any  attempt  to 
execute  it,  although  he  was  available  at 
any  time,  it  was  thought  necessary  to 
break  into  hie  house  ;  could  he  cite  any 
authority  for  such  a  proceeding ;  and 
why,  having  taken  the  extreme  course 
of  breaking  into  Father  Farrelly'ahouee, 
was  he  allowed  to  go  voluntarily  to 
prison  unaccompaoied  by  a  police 
escort? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Ae  has 
already  been  more  than  once  stated,  the 
police  broke  into  Father  Farrelly's  house 
because  they  had  information  that  led 
them  to  believe  he  was  there.  Aa  has 
also  been  stated,  I  am  advised  that 
the  proceeding  was,  under  the  ciroum- 
stances,  legal.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  I  have  to  state  that  Father 
Farrally  was  accompanied  by  two  police- 
men in  plain  clothes.  It  was  impossible 
to  eoUeot  a  lar^e  escort,  and  it  appears 
that  a  small  escort  would  have  run 
serious  danger  of  attack  had  they  been 
in  uniform. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  must  press  for  s 
fuller  answer.  I  want  to  Imow  why 
the  rev.  gentleman,  having  written  on 
the  2lBt  January  to  say  that  he  was 
ready  for  arrest,  was  not  arrested ;  and 
why  the  police  broke  into  his  house  in 
the  early  morning  for  the  purpose  ol 
arresting  him,  although  they  afterwards 
allowed  him  to  ^o  to  Weiford  Oaol 
without  any  pohoe  escort  whatever  t 
What  ii  the  legal  authority  that  enabled 
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tbepolioeto  break  into  Father  Farrelly's 
bouse  in  order  to  arrest  a  gentleman 
who  was  charged  with  incitement? 

Mb.  A.  J., BALFOUR;  I  apprehend 
that  the  warrant  would  constitute 
suffluient  legal  authority. 

THE  BHLF.VST  HOARD  OF 
OOAR0IAN8. 
Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Lingford,  9.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Local  Oovernuient  Board  has 
been  directed  to  the  Report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Belfast  Board  of  Guar- 
dians at  their  usual  weekly  meeting 
held  on  20th  March,  1H89,  at  which  » 
Committee  of  the  Guardians  reported  to 
the  Board  serious  frauds  and  other 
irregnlarities  ID  connection  with  the 
supply  of  new  milk  in  ibe  Union  Stores, 
and  stated  that  do  matter  what  question 
they  put  to  Robinson,  the  storekeeper, 
be  tried  to  evade  it,  and  that  the 
answers  given  by  him  were  misleading 
and  inaccurate  ;  is  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  correctly  reported  as  having 
stated  that  he  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion "that  Robinson  was  either  culpably 
guilty  of  prevarication  or  totally  incom- 
petent to  discharge  his  duties,  or  both 
combined;"  do  the  defalcations  for  a 
short  period  amount  to  £61  16a.  4d.;  and 
will  an  independeot  inquiry  be  imme- 
diately ordered  so  as  to  fix  responsibility 
upon  the  defaulting  offiicials,  and  thus 
have  the  amount  of  the  deficit  restored 
to  the  credit  of  the  rates? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Clerk  of 
the  Belfast  Union  reports  that  some 
verbal  statements  reflecting  on  the  store- 
keeper have  been  made  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  by  a  Committee  appointed  by 
them  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the 
milk  supply.  It  appears  that  the  store- 
keeper, instead  of  deducting  from  ths 
contractor  a  sum  of  4d.  for  each  gallon 
short  of  the  supply  required  in  aooord- 
'.  anoe  with  the  contract,  repressnts  that 
I  he  deducted  the  actual  cost  only  of  the 
I  substitute  provided  in  lieu  of  the  defl- 
I  cieney,  the  difference  between  the  two 
I  amounts  being  represented  by  the  sum  ot 
,£61  15s.  4d.  The  Goveruois,  at  their 
I  meeting  on  Tuesday  last,  adopted  a 
,  Reeoludon  requesting  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  hold  a  sworn  inquiry 
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appears  to  be  £8  158.,  and  the  annual 
instalments  £12.  The  average  price  on 
the  entire  estate  appears  to  be  17*7  on 
the  rental,  the  prices  varying  from  13*3 
to  21*7.  The  Commissioners  add  that 
the  apparent  disproportion,  in  some 
cases,  between  the  Poor  Law  valuations 
and  the  rents  is  accounted  for  by  the 
fact  that  upon  many  of  the  holding^  in 
question  there  had  been  a  considerable 
expenditure  in  improvements  by  the 
landlord. 

THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COM- 
MISSIONERS. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, £.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Epping  Division  of  £ssez,  as  an 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioner,  whether 
the  Ecclsiastical  Commissioners  have 
considered  the  application  of  Mr. 
John  Lloyd,  to  be  furnished  with 
the  boundary  outlines  of  the  estates 
held  within  the  Metropolitan  area 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners; 
whether  the  Commissioners  are  aware 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  the  Office  of  Public 
Works,  the  Corporation  of  London, 
the  Metropolitan  JBoard  of  Works,  and 
most  of  the  g^eat  corporate  and  indi- 
vidual owners  of  property  in  London, 
have  already  furnished  Mr.  Lloyd  with 
the  boundary  outlines  of  their  estates, 
to  be  entered  on  his  projected  ground 
plan  of  London ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  g^eat  public  importance 
of  obtaining  an  accurate  ground  plan  of 
the  estates  within  the  Metropolitan 
area,  the  Commissioners  will  supply  Mr. 
Lloyd  with  the  information  he  re- 
quires ? 

♦Sib  H.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  The  Commissioners  have 
considered  the  application  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  are 
aware  that  some  of  the  corporate 
and  individual  0¥niers  of  property 
in  London  have  been  able  to  comply 
with  Mr.  Lloyd's  request *$  but  the 
properties  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners (which  have  come  and  are 
still  coming  into  their  possession  at 
different  times,  and  the  titles  to  which 
are  derived  from  so  many  divers  ecclesias- 
tical corporations)  are  so  various  in  their 
character,  and  are  so  scattered  in  small 
plots  over  the  Metropolitan  area,  that  it 
would  be  exoeasively  difficult,  if  not  im- 


possible, for  the  Commissioners  to  de- 
fine, as  is  suggested,  on  any  one  plan 
the  numerous  holdings,  some  of  them 
exceedingly  small,  in  which  they  are 
wholly  or  partially  interested. 

Mb.  J.  E0WLAND8  (Finsbuiy): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  will  afford  Mr.  Lloyd  all  the  informa- 
tion he  can  in  the  matter ;  it  would  be 
of  great  utility  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Land  Question. 

Sib  H.  SELWIN-IBBETSON  :  Th© 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  will  give 
every  facility  in  their  power  to  Mr. 
Lloyd. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton):  Did  not  the  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
mission ers  distinctly  refuse  to  give  Mr, 
Lloyd  information  ? 

Sib  H.  SELWIN-IBBETSON:  I 
fancy  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  referring 
to  a  correspondence  which  took  place 
some  time  ago.  I  believe  a  letter  to  that 
effect  was  sent  to  Mr.  Lloyd. 

THE  DEFENCE  OF  THE  COASTS. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Eark- 
caldy)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  if  he  can  be  so  good  as  to 
give  some  more  particular  indication  as 
to  where  in  his  speeches  is  to  be  found 
the  plan  of  the  Government  for  unitinfl^ 
under  one  authority  the  Land,  Sea,  and 
Amphibious  Forces  for  the  defence  of 
the  British  Coasts;  whether  the  diffi- 
culty has  been  got  over  that  one  class  of 
men  cannot  be  allocated  any  share  of 
the  work  of  land  batteries  and  sub- 
marine mines  because  those  things  are 
under  the  War  Office,  and  another  class 
cannot  serve  on  floating  batteries  be- 
cause those  are  under  the  Admiralty; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment  will  consider  the  possibility  of  the 
greater  development  for  the  defence  of 
our  coasts  of  an  amphibious  class  of 
defenders,  ready  to  serve  for  coast 
batteries,  submarine  mines,  and  local 
floating  batteries  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  (Gentleman,  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
have  never  made  any  statement  of  the 
kind  mentioned  in  the  question,  neither 
have  I  ever  even  heard  of  any  proposal 
to  establish  the  amphibious  force  he 
refers  to.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
question,  men  who  volunteer  for  service 
under  the  Admiralty  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  serve  under  the  War  Offiee, 
and  vic$  vmnd^  and  .there  are  no  floating 
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I  be^  to  a<!k  the  Chief  Secretanr  to  the    practical  gazdening,  exc^  for  tb»  psr- 

L/>rd  Lieuteoaut  of  Ireland  whether  the    po«e4  of  iJostration. 

wife  of  Mr.   E.   Ilarrioi^ton,   M.P.,  ac- 

crjoipanied  by  Mr.  T.  Harrington,  M.P.,  IRELAXD-FATHKR  MFADDKST. 

on  rear;hing  TuUaraore  Prison  on  Mon-  Ma.  MAC  NEILL  fDonegml,  S.):  I 
daj  list  April,  were  not  allowed  to  see  be^  to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor  Geiienu  liar 
Mr.  E.  Harrington,  though  more  than  Ireland  whether  Father  M'Faddan 
three  mouths  of  hif)  term  had  ex-  the  other  prisoners,  who  have 
pired  ;  whether  Mr.  Harrington  had  j  e ommitted  for  trial  on  the  charge  of 
been  allow<3d  to  receive  a  single  letter  '  wilful  murder  of  Distriet  laapeelor 
or  a  ffingle  vi^^it  during  these  three-  Martin,  will  in  ordinary  ooiuee  be  triad 
months;  whether  the  reason  assigned  for  at  the  next  Assizes ;  whether  ea  tbew 
this  refusal  Ui  permit  letters  or  visits  is  Assizes  will  not  be  held  for  a  period  of 
that  he  gets  no  marks  as  a  consequence  ;  four  months  from  this  date,  the  priboaen 
of  being  engaged  in  preparing  his  de-  i  will  be  kept  in  custody  daring  all  flds 
fence  before  the  Special  Commission  ;  ;  period  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  imteatioa 
whether    Mr.  T.   Harrington,  on   tele-    of  the  Government  to  change  the  veiiiie 


ffraphing  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Prisons 
Board,  was  informed  in  reply  that  the 


Oovemor  by  post ;  and  whether  the  visit 
f^ard  G,  FlamiUan 


in  this  case  under  the  proTiaiona  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  PrcKsedoze  (Irolaad) 


Chairman  should  communicate  with  the    Act,    which    empower    the    Ctown    to 


I  change   the   place  of  trial    from   ilM 


MMUngiof 


(AfBlt  4,  IttSQ]  County  Couneilt. 


-oount}'  in  wliioh  the  crime  is  alleged  to 
have  taken  place  to  any  otter  county  in 
Ireland  P 

Mr.  madden  :  In  my  reply  to  a 
former  questioD  I  ^ve  all  the  informa- 
tion in  my  poaaession  on  the  subject  of 
the  question  of  tlie  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Ae  regards  the  last  para- 
gTM>h,  I  may  state  that  the  depoeitionB 
and  preceedinga  is  the  case  will  be  laid 
before  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  who  will 
take  the  course  which,  in  the  exercise 
of  bis  discretion,  he  deems  to  be  right 
in  this  matter. 

COMMUNICATION     WITH   IJOHT- 
HODSES.  Ac. 

Me  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ^e  Lord 
Lieutenant  sf  Irriand  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  resolution  passed 
at  the  recent  meeting  of  the  Associated 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  in  fsTour  of 
placing  lighthouses,  coastguard  stations, 
and  lifeboat  stations  in  electrical  com- 
munication with  the  main  telegraphic 
system  of  the  country ;  whether,  in  con- 
aideration  of  the  fact  that  a  vast  amount 
<tt  money  value,  and  several  hundred 
thousand  persons,  pass  Tory  Island 
every  year,  be  will  endeavour  to  have 
this  recommendation  carried  out  with 
regard  to  it;  and,  whether  the  Oov em- 
inent will  take  steps,  as  soon  as  poe- 
fiible,  to  complete  a  work  of  so  important 
a  national  character  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUIt :  I  have  not 
seen  a  copy  of  the  resolution  referred 
to.  The  matter,  however,  is  not  one 
-coming  within  the  cognizance  of  the 
Irish  Office,  but  apparently  within  that 
of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

THE  HOUSE  OP  C05IMON8  LIBRARY. 
Ha.  WILLIAM  OOEBET  (Wicklow, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasary  whether,  inasmuch  as  there  is 
no  item  for  supplying  books  either  in 
-Class  2,  page  H9,  of  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  under  the  head  "  House  of 
Commons,"  or  under  the  head  "  Cost  of 
Printing  and  Stationery,"  Glass  i,  page 
165,  he  can  state  under  what  head  t£e 
Tote  for  supplying  books  for  the  Library 
of  this  House  is  taken  P 

*Mb.  JACKSON  :  Books  required  for 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons 
are  purchased  by  the  Stationery  Office, 
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the  requisition  of  the  Librarian,  and 
aro  charged  to  Sub-head  J  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  Tote,  "Printing,  &o.,  for 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament." 

IRELAND-IMPERIAL  AID  TO  LOCAL 
RATES. 
CoLOHKL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer when  the  Imperial  contribution  to 
local  rates  will  be  issued  to  the  Irish 
local  authorilies? 
•The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoacDEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  espeoted  that  the  proportion  of  the 


distributed  during  the  present  month ; 
but  the  similar  distribution  to  the  road 
authorities  cannot  be  made  till  they 
have  furnished  certain  necessary  intor- 
mation,  and  will,  therefore,  probably 
have  to  be  deferred  till  next  month. 

EVICTED  TENANTS. 
Mb.  COX  (Clare,  £.):  I  beg  to  oak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  police  have  torn  down  placards 
requesting  the  neighbours  of  Pat  Haugh, 
an  evicted  tenant  iu  the  parish  of  Kil- 
mihill,  county  Clare,  to  help  in  build- 
ing a  hut  to  shelter  bim,  his  wife,  and 
eight  children  ;  and  whether  such  inter- 
ference  on  the  part  of  the  police  is 
authorized  by  law,  or  has  been  directed 
or  sanctioned  by    the    Irish    Qovein- 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Con- 
stabulary  authorities  report  that  the  man 
mentioned  had  been  evicted  from  the 
holding  upwards  of  a  year  ago,  when 
he  owed  four  years'  rent,  bis  eviction 
not  being  considered  one  of  hardship. 
Notices  were  posted  in  the  district  on  the 
ITth  of  March  last  calling  on  the  people 
to  assemble  at  the  place  to  build  a  hut, 
and  others  calling  on  thsm  to  join  the 
National  League  which  was  suppressed 
in  that  district  as  en  unlawful  associa- 
tion. The  police  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty  tore  down  these  notices. 

MEETINGS  OF  COUNTT  COUNCILS. 
Ma.  THOMAS   ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  (^ 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
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ojbM   tu*^  ttr%  li^r  i^ft-  t*«  voiiwnuBL  fr 
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;i;*.r/:w:.:.lf   t  ii...   V^    k-V??  ti.*  L-fc-r  -yi. 


V.^t  t^v  %/,'•. 


Mit.  7  HOMA>!  KLU?  :  I  '^^  v.  uk 
t>.*    ^-^yv-r^jwy  'J    ?rr*tA  f'/r  the  HoxLe 

'MlV/r  wJ.;  iii;.«rf-  lyji'>,  L:«:»iUfL.«it 
f4f/t:,itiH*Ai  i^kt^fS^K  i'ji  t;.«r  '/fi/;^  of 
^>/uu%y  Alujri*'./**^,  4*k  -</r  th«?  'ypiLzoo 

IM  t >i *!  o|>, r* i '/ fi  *J  TfjmrTi  ^  ''j u uf^lu'vi  now 
Mk«;^i    wh^rfj   Hof'/U'/h    M $k'^*iXniU:n  fire 

tifJtu'lUH,U-A  ? 

•Mfc  M A'l  i  HKWrt :  I  am  informed 
by  t|j<)  i//r']  ^yh«Ji';«;J]or  that  it  is  not 
a/xufiito  t/i  T*i\tT*i%hul  the  r^r^y^muenda^ 
iior/»  of  th^?  Jy/rrJK  Lieiit^rrjant  an  nonai- 
nation*.  'J'h<f  lytrdn  Lieutenant  haTe 
n4v;ijJJHr)y  (('/'/d  opport unities  for  afi';er- 
iaininfr  th<f  ni^juirenjentH  of  the  r^; unties 
and  th«»  UUttiHH  of  (gentlemen  for  the 
llenohen  ij|;on  which  they  will  act.  The 
rtiUMtmn  wnich  have  induced  the  Ixird 
r'}iani:ellor  in  rec<;nt  yearn  to  invite 
Town  C'oijn«:ilN  Vt  nnmni  him  with  their 
Jocal  knowh;d({e  of  the  perHonal  fitness 
of  the  f(ent]enien  he  proposes  to  appoint 
are  not  applieahle  when  he  receives  a 
r«N:oniniendation  from  the  Ijord  Lieu- 
tenant of  a  tumniy, 

Mr.  Thomaii  AV/it 


r'jni-'TMSecT 


:e¥TT-»  0,^*TT^z.«:»  hare  do 


OL  tL^  feT^bjV.':  of  the  Srss  q; 
an  J  fuch  risic^  occnrred. 
would  doubtless  hare  igpoifd  it  by 
l^l'f^graph.  TL«  Sccretazy  of  State  hw 
I  no  reoent  ixJormation  as  to  the  progiw- 
of  the  work  referred  to  La  the  eeeoiid 
question.  The  answer  tu  the  thiid 
question  is  in  the  affirmatiTe. 

RAIL^KTAY  BATES. 

Mr.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pke> 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Government  will  consider  the  do- 
sirability  of  making  mazimam  ratee  in. 
no  case  exceed  those  existing  ^anxx  to* 
the  increased  scale  put  in  force  in  manj 
cases  la^t  year,  unless  it  can  be  ahowft 
that  the  traffic  resulted  in  loea  or  other 
reasonable  cause  g^ven,  before  agreeing' 
to  introduce  provisional  orders  to  gir*- 
effect  to  the  Railway  and  Oanal  Traffle 
Act,  1888? 

*SiB   M.   HICK8  BEACH :    I  think 
there  is  some  confusion  in  this  queetioik 
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between  the  maximum  rates  and  the 
rates  actually  charged.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  increase  last 
Tear  in  the  maximum  rates  chargeable 
by  the  railway  companies.  As  regards 
the  future,  the  Boara  of  Trade,  in  fixing 
the  maximum  rates,  will  take  into  con- 
sideration not  only  existing  statutory 
maxima,  but  also  other  circumstances, 
such  as  the  rate  actually  charged. 

POLICE  GRANTS  TO  COUNTIES. 

Mb.  DUGDALE  (Warwickshire, 
Nuneaton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  GoTernment  Board  whether 
payment  of  the  Police  Grant  in  counties, 
under  Section  16  of  ''The  County  and 
Borough  Police  Act,  1856,"  for  the 
half-year  ending  the  25th  March  last,  is 
''  a  right  accrued  before  the  3ist  March 
last,"  within  the  meaning  of  Section 
24,  Sub -section  I,  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1888;"  and,  whether  any 
provision  has  been  or  will  be  made  for 
payment  to  the  county  of  Warwick  of 
such  g^ant ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 
No  right  accrued  to  receive  money  from 
the  Exchequer  in  respect  of  a  local 
police  force  uatil  a  certificate  of 
efficiency  was  given  by  the  Inspector. 
No  such  certificate  has  been  g^ven,  nor, 
consequently,  has  any  right  accrued 
before  the  3istof  March,  1889,  except 
in  respect  of  the  police  year  ending  the 
29th  of  September,  1888.  The  contri- 
bution in  respect  of  the  police  year  from 
September  1888,  to  September,  1889, 
will  come  from  the  County  Oouncil 
under  the  24th  section  of  the  Local 
Gk>vernment  Act. 

IRELAND— FATHER  M*FADDEN. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  the  Press,  that,  in  the 
trial  of  Father  M*Fadden  and  22  other 

{>ri8oners  at  Letterkenny,  on  Saturday 
ast,  on  a  capital  charge,  Constable 
Richardson  gave  evidence  for  the  Crown 
against  the  prisoners ;  and  that  during 
his  cross-examination  Mr.  Hamilton, 
the  presiding  magistrate,  remarked  : 
''  I  am  afraid  that  the  witness  is  hardly 
in  a  fit  state  to  be  examined ;  "  if  the 
witness  was  then  removed ;  and,  if  any- 
thing has  been  done,  or  will  be  done, 
with  the  deposition  ? 


Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  question.  The  deposition  was 
not  perfected,  and  remains  with  the' 
Petty  Sessions  Clerk. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  WQl  any  notice  be 
taken  of  the  insolent  language  used  bj 
the  constable? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course,  ar 
a  matter  of  discipline,  the  case  will  be 
inquired  into. 

THE   STRANDING  OF  H.M.S.  SULTAN. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  the  rock  struck  by 
H.M.S.  Monarch  about  the  year 
1880,  at  the  entrance  of  Malta  Grand 
Harbour,  was  marked  on  the  Chart  of 
the  time;  whether  the  rock  found  on 
the  measured  mile  outside  Malta  Har- 
bour by  H.M.S.  Polyphemus,  in  1886, 
was  marked  on  the  Chart  of  that  period ; 
whether  the  rocks  above  mentioned  as 
well  as  that  upon  which  the  Sultan 
struck  have  been  proved  to  be  due  ta 
volcanic  action  or  to  defective  surveys  ^ 
and,  whether  any  Chart  of  the  Maltese 
Islands  has  been  made  since  1857  ? 

Lord  Q.  HAMILTON:  No.  The 
Monarch  struck  on  a  small  head  which 
had  five  feet  less  water  on  it  than  the 
chart  showed.  The  Polyphemus^  when 
at  torpedo  practice  inside  the  line- 
marked  on  the  chart  for  running  the 
measured  mile,  found  less  water  on  a 
bank  running  out  from  the  land  than 
marked  on  a  chart.  An  examination  is- 
now  being  made  of  the  depths  in  the 
vicinty  of  the  rock  on  which  the  Sultan 
was  stranded,  with  a  view  of  ascertain* 
ing  whether  the  conformation  of  the- 
bottom  has  altered.  The  survey  of  the^ 
Maltese  Islands  generally  was  concluded 
in  1863,  but  occasional  re  surveys  of 
portions — principally  of  the  harbours- 
have  been  since  made. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :    Will  the  noble- 
Lord  say  whether  there  is  any  truth  in* 
the  report  in  the  Press  that  on  the  Charts 
belonging  to  some  of  the  other  Powers 
this  wreck  was  marked  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  There  was  a 
rumour  that  there  was  a  Chart  in  the 
possession  of  the  Admiral  Superin- 
tendent at  Malta,  which  had  this  rock 
marked  on  it.  We  telegraphed  out  to 
know  if  the  information  is  true,  and  we* 
learn  that  it  is  nqt  true. 
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THE  FOOT-AND-UOUTH  DISEASE. 
Mr.  CHAPLTN  (Lincolnshire,  8lea> 
ford),  whohadoD  the  Paper  the  following 
question.  -. — To  ask  the  vice  Chamberlain 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Animals  (Amendment)  Order  of  lat 
Marsh,  1889,  was  passed  before  the 
Privy  Council  were  aware  of  the  preva- 
lence of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 
Germany ;  that  the  Kingdom  of  the 
Netherlands  is  separated  from  Qermany 
fa;  a  frontier  of  very  considerable  length, 
acroas  which,  in  spite  of  all  precautions, 
the  disease  may  be  oonvejed  ;  and  that 
the  importation  of  animals  from  the 
Netherlandn  under  present  circumstances 
cannot  fail  to  increase  the  risk  of  re- 
introducing foot-and-mouth  disease  into 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  Government 
will  consider  tbs  propriety  of  rescinding 
or  suspending  the  Order  in  question, 
which  provides  fur  the  admission  of 
animals  from  the  Netherlands  into  the 
interior  of  this  country  without  being 
subject  to  slaughter  or  to  quarantined 
said  :  At  tho  request  o(  the  Vice  Cham- 
berlain, I  desire  to  postpone  my  question 
until  to-morrow;  but  may  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  we  can 
rely  upon  receiving  an  answer  to  it  to- 
morrow ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  DARLING  (Dept- 
ford)  had  also  on  the  Paper  the  notice  : 
— To  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Privy  Council  to  permit  the  import  of 
live  sheep  froui  the  Netherlands,  and 
not  to  require  them  to  be  slaughtered  at 
the  port  of  landing,  on  the  ground  that 
the  sheep  of  the  Netherlands  are  non- 
free  from  foot-and-mouth  disease  ; 
whether  it  is  tho  intention  to  absolutely 
prohibit  the  landing  of  sheep  from  Ger- 
many on  the  ground  that  tne  German 
sheep  are  not  free  from  such  disease; 
and  whether  the  Lords  of  the  Privy 
Council  intend  no  longer  to  enforce  the 
Law  concerning  the  slaughter  of  infected 
animals  at  porta  of  landing,  but  to  per- 
mit the  entrance  of  live  sheep  from 
-countries  free  from  disease,  and  abso- 
lutely to  prohibit  those  coming  from 
infected  countries  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  provision  will  be  made  for  the  hun- 
dreds of  people  who  will  be  thrown  out 
of  employment  round  Doptford  Cattle 
Market  ? 

*The  FIE8T  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY   (Mr.    W.    H.  Smith)  :    I  must 
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oak  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  alao  nj 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  m 
Deptford  (Mr.  C.  Darling),  to  poatpona 
their  questions  nntil  Monday.  Inquiriei 
are  being  made  into  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and,  looking  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friendi 
will  see  it  is  deurable  we  ahoald  havt 
full  information  before  we  take  any  atopt 
in  the  matter. 


Mb.  CONTBEARE  (Cornwall,  Gam- 
borne)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  will  agrss 
to  the  Motion  for  a  Beturn  as  to  the  re- 
signation of  telegraph  clerks,  which 
stands  on  the  Paper  for  to-day  ? 

*Ma.  BAIKES  :  There  appears  to  be 
no  departmental  objection  to  the  Ketnin 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  aaked  fn 
being  granted,  except  that  it  will  in- 
volve a  considerable  ezpeaditureof  time 
and  trouble.  At  present  I  am  not  avan 


ill  inform  me  on  this  point,  I  will  oos- 
Bult  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whfr 
ther  we  should  be  justified  in  inourring 
the  expense  involved  in  ita  preparation. 
IJ)NDON  AND  SUBUBBAN  FOSTltBN. 
Ma.  CONTBEARE:  I  beg  to  uik 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  hi 
can  now  give  any  deGnite  reply  to  thos* 
clauses  of  the  Petition  presented  by  tlu 
'London  and  suburban  postmen  is 
August,  1887,  which,  in  hii  answer  of 
the  27th  October  of  that  year,  ha  re- 
served for  future  consideration  P 

*Mb.  BAIKES  :  Id  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that,  of  &■ 
four  heads  of  the  Postmen's  Petition 
which  remained  unanswered,  one,  via., 


relating  to  the  rate  of  extra  pay  far 
extra  duty  when  employed  indoors,  will 

Srobably  be  conceded  at  no  distut 
ate.  The  third,  which  was  for  Bummer 
uniform,  has  been  oonoeded.  Tlu 
fourth,  having  reference  to  the  aabsti- 
tution  of  hoots  for  other  articles  of 
uniform,  I  am  unable  to  oonoede— at 
all  events  at  present. 

IRELAND -EVICTI0K8  ON  THB 

CLONOOBBY  ESTATE. 

Ma.   CLANCY:    I  beg  to  aak  thi 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutount 
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of  Ireland  whether,  on  the  night  of 
Wednesday,  the  27th  March,  13  houses 
from  which  tenants  had  just  been 
evicted  were  burnt  or  levelled  to  the 
ground  by  crowbars  and  other  appli- 
ances on  the  Clongorey  Estate  of  Mr. 
Penthony  O'Kelly,  in  the  County  of 
Kildare ;  whether  the  agent  of  the 
estate,  a  person  named  Boutledge, 
under  whose  superintendence  the  houses 
referred  to  were  given  to  the  flames, 
and  also  the  cart  on  which  was  carried 
the  petroleum  used  in  firing  the  dwell- 
ings, were  guarded  as  they  passed 
from  hpuse  to  house  by  police,  in  addi- 
tion to  those  constables  engaged  on 
**  protection  "  duty  ;  whether,  when  the 
sparks  from  the  burning  roof  the  home  of 
an  evicted  tenant,  John  Connolly,  seemed 
likely  to  set  on  fire  other  thatched 
houses  in  close  proximity,  and  a  crowd 
of  people  showed  a  desire  to  prevent 
such  an  occurrence,  the  police  on  duty 
ordered  them  off  the  scene ;  whether  a 
man  named  Peter  Fullam  went  to  the 
burning  house  of  his  friend  and  neigh- 
bour, an  evicted  tenant  named  Andrew 
Fox,  to  take  away  some  articles  of  fur- 
niture that  had  been  left  in  the  house 
after  the  eviction,  but  was  hustled  back 
with  violence  by  emergency  men  and 
policemen;  whether,  when  he  after- 
wards asked  to  be  allowed  to  take  the 
sashes  out  of  the  windows  that  they 
might  not  be  destroyed  with  the  rest  of 
the  fittings  of  the  dwellings,  he  was 
again  violently  thrust  back  by  the  same 
persons ;  whether  in  all  30  policemen 
armed  with  rifles  and  eight  policemen 
armed  with  batons  were  engaged  pro- 
tecting the  emergency  men;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Oovemment  to  continue  to  extend  the 
protection  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
to  persons  .  engaged  in  burning  the 
bouses  of  evicted  tenants  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  May  I 
ask  whether  these  Clongorey  tenants  are 
not  the  same  people  who  have  bad  their 
crops  destroyed  time  after  time  by 
floods  during  the  course  of  the  last  few 
years  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  state  of  things  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard 
to  the  question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to 
say  I  am  informed  that  13  houses  on 
the  Clongorey  estate,  from  which  tenants 
had  been  evicted,  were  either  levelled  or 
burned.     No  police  protection  was  fur- 


nished to  the  persons  engaged  in  this 
proceedinc^,  which  was  quite  unexpected 
by  the  police  authorities.  The  force  of 
police  present  in  the  locality  is  greatly 
overstated  in  the  question — there  were, 
in  all,  eight  armed  with  rifles  (and  not 
30  as  alleged),  and  eight  armed  with 
batons.  These  16  men  were  in  the 
evicted  houses  protecting  the  caretakers. 
There  were  also  four  men  armed  only 
with  batons  on  patrol  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. It  is  not  true  that  the  agent 
with  a  cart  carrying  petroleum  for  the 
burning  was  guarded  from  house  to 
house  by  the  police,  but  a  cart  carrying 
provisions  to  the  caretakers  was  going 
round  to  the  houses,  and  two  constables 
whose  duty  it  was  to  convey  provisions 
to  their  comrades  who  were  in  the 
houses  on  protection  duty  availed  them- 
selves of  this  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
The  statements  in  the  third  paragraph 
are  altogether  incorrect.  The  burning 
of  John  Connolly's  house  originated  acci- 
dentally ;  the  police  gave  iJl  the  assist- 
ance in  their  power  to  put  it  out ;  there 
was  no  danger  of  the  flames  spreading 
from  it  as  there  was  no  house  nearer 
than  30  yards  distant,  and  the  wind  was 
blowing  in  the  opposite  direction.  The 
statements  in  paragraphs  four  and  five 
are  not  true  as  regards  the  police,  and 
they  have  no  knowledge  of  their  being 
true  as  regards  the  emergency  men.  I 
may  perhaps  say,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion which  stands  next  in  the  name  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  it  is  not 
true  that  all  the  houses  except  one  were 
burned. 

Me.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  paragraph 
of  my  question,  namely :  Whether  the 
Government  authorize  the  employment 
of  police  in  the  destruction  of  property 
after  the  decrees  of  the  Courts  nave 
been  fully  executed  by  the  eviction  of 
tenants;  and  also  by  whose  authority 
the  police  accompanied  the  emergency 
men  on  this  orrand  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  lay 
down  any  general  rule  as  to  police  pro- 
tection on  occasions  of  this  sort ;  each 
case  must  be  dealt  with  on  its  own  foot- 
ing. As  I  pointed  out,  this  action  on  the 
part  of  the  agent  was  wholly  unexpected, 
and  the  presence  of  the  police  on  the 
spot  was  not  at  all  due  to  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  houses  were  to  be 
destroyed,  but  to  the  fact  that  they  had 
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to  be  there  in  order  to  protect  the  care- 
t&ker. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  us  how  it  was  that 
the  inspector  of  police  went  round  the  day 
before  to  all  the  houses  with  the  agent 
and  indicated  what  might  be  left  stand- 
mg  and  what  might  not  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sceptical 
as  to  the  accuracy  of  that  statement. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask  whether, 
as  the  emergency  men  took  crowbars 
and  combustible  materials  with  them 
the  night  before,  the  police  were  not 
aware  of  the  object  of  the  enterprize  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Of  course  there 
was  a  point  at  which  the  police  be- 
came cognizant  of  what  was  going  on, 
but  there  was  no  notice  given  to  them. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  police  would  not 
be  discharging  their  duty  by  affording 
protection  to  any  person  engaged  in  a 
le&ral  act  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  issue 
instructions  for  the  guidance  of  the 
police  in  any  future  cases  of  a  similar 
kind? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No.  I  have 
already  said  that  no  general  rule  can  or 
ought  to  be  laid  down  for  these  cases. 
Each  one  must  be  considered  on  its 
merits. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  scepticism  would  be 
removed  if  I  ask  him  whether  the 
reason  given 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.     CLANCY:      If     the     reason 


given 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order !     The  hon. 

Gentleman   is  now   making    a    certain 

statement. 

Dr.  TANNER:  May  I  ask 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

GOVERNMENT    DOCKYARDS -DIS- 
CHARGE OF  WORKMEN. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  1  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  certificates  are  given 
in  the  following  form  to  the  workmen 
who  have  been  recently  discharged  from 
the  Devonport  Dockyard — 

**  H.M.  Dockyard,  Devonport 

"  This  is  to  certify  that has  been 

employed years  and  — ^^—  months 

in  this  dockyard  as  a  hired  (joiner,  or  as  the 
case  may  be),  and  during  that  period  his  cha- 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balf9ur 


raoter  and  oondnct  have  been  very  good,  ud 
he  is  a  very  good  workmaa.    He  hu  Men  dit- 
charged  in  eonaeqnenoe  of  redaetioa  of  hands. 
(Signed)        J.  M.  Haddy, 

Chief  Gonstmctor. 
Approved, 

'   ' ' ""       "  "t 

Admiral  Saperintendent.*' 

whether  he  can  state  how  many  of  the 
total  number  of  men  recently  diBoharged 
had  been  employed  for  a  longer  penod 
than  one  year,  either  oonaeontiTely  or  at 
different  times ;  what  steps  are  tflJren  to 
ascertain  which  of  the  men  ahould  firrt 
be  discharg^ed,  whether  on  aooonnt  of 
efficiency  or  duration  of  eerrice;  and 
whether,  in  effecting  sach  diaohargei^ 
any  consideration  is  paid  to  character 
and  good  conduct  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No  workmn 
recently  discharged  reoeived  oerdficatei 
of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the  queetion. 
Of  the  total  number  of  men  discharged 
169  had  been  employed  for  more  thta 
one  year,  but  only  seven  had  been  em* 
ployed  continuously  for  a  longer  period 
than  one  year.  Efficiency  and  dnration 
of  service  are  both  considered  by  the 
yard  officers  in  selecting  men  for  dis- 
charge. Consideration  is  paid  to  the 
character  and  good  condnot  oi  workmen. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  re- 
plying to  the  same  question  on  Toes- 
day,  stated  that  11  men  had  been 
employed  for  a  longer  period  than  one 
year,  but  this  number  indnded  men 
who  had  received  notices  of  diaohaigv 
which  were  subsequently  withdrawn. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  refer  to  &b  matter 
at  the  earliest  opportunity  on  the 
Estimates. 

POLITICAL  MEETINGS  IN  THEATSBB. 

M  •  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  Iwthe 
Home  Department  whether  the  h^Hing 
of  political  meetings  in  any  theatre 
under  the  Lord  Chamberlain's  juris* 
diction  is  an  infringement  of  the  lioeooe 
granted  by  him,  or  in  contravention  oC 
any  rules  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lord  Chamberlain  that  the  an* 
swer  is  in  the  negative. 

IRELAND— CAVAN  BOARD   OF 
GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (in  the  absence  of  Hit; 
O'Hanlon)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to    the    Lord  Lieutenant  of 
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Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  heen 
called  to  the  Besolations  of  the  Cavan 
Board  of  Guardians^  at  their  meeting 
on  the  9th  March  last,  in  which  they 
expressed  their  condemnation  in  strons 
terms  of  the  recent  order  of  the  Land 
Oommission  hj  which  the  sch^dnle  of 
rents  has  been  fixed  in  1888,  and  alleged 
that,  although  the  yield  of  produce  was 
small,  the  cost  of  production  was  no  less 
than  in  former  years ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  withdrawing  the  schedule,  and 
amending  the  recent  Acts  relating  to 
land ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  resolutions  passed  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  priests  and  tenant  farmers  of 
Nolagh,  near  Bailieboro,  County  Cavan, 
protesting  against  a  rise  of  rent  in  that 
district  by  the  Land  Commission ;  and 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  take 
means  to  remedy  this  gprievance  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Nothing  is 
known  of  the  resolutions  in  question  at 
the  Irish  Office*  though  it  is  quite 
possible  such  resolutions  have  been 
passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
collect that  the  alteration  of  rent  was  to 
be  made  in  relation  to  prices,  and  not 
to  yield.  No  legislation  of  the  kind  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to 
point  is  in  contemplation. 

FATHER  M*FADDEN. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  :  I  boR  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  any  evidence, 
other  than  police  evidence,  was  brought 
forward  before  the  magistrates  at  Letter- 
kenny,  eonnecting  Father  MTadden,  or 
the  other  prisoners,  committed  for  trial 
for  the  murder  of  Inspector  Martin,  with 
the  death  of  that  constable ;  and  whether 
it  is  correct,  as  asserted  in  the  Daily 
Newi  of  Tuesday  last,  that  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  constables  were 
<<  made  in  some  instances  after  the  con- 
stables had  had  frequent  opportunities 
x>f  talking  over  among  themselves  as  to 
what  had  happened  ?  ' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  feel  it  would  be 
very  improper  for  me  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  character  of 
evidence  being  given  in  a  case  now 
proceeding. 

THE  TRIAL  OF  Mb.  P.  J.  CONLAN. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Oounty,   Ossory):    I  beg  to  ask    Mr. 


Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
has  read  a  report  of  the  actual  proceed- 
ings in  trial  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Conlan,  pro- 
prietor of  the  Carlow  Nationalist^  as  the 
result  of  which  he  is  now  undergoing  a 
sentence  of  two  months'  imprisonment ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  sole  ground 
upon  which  the  Crown  asked  the  Magis- 
trates to  order  Mr.  Conlan  to  give  bail 
for  his  good  behaviour,  or  to  be  im- 
prisoned, was  that  he  published  in  his 
paper  of  the  12th  of  January  a  report  of 
the  ordinary  fortnightly  meeting  of  the 
Ballyadarus  and  Wolfhill  Branch  of  the 
Irish  National  League  in  the. Queen's 
County  on  the  previous  Sunday;  whether 
the  attempt  to  show  that  boycotting  re- 
sulted from  the  publication  of  the  report 
was  disproved  by  the  evidence  of  the 
only  Crown  witness,  Sergeant  Downes 
of  the  Constabulary,  who  swore  that  the 
boycotting  had  commenced  some  days 
before  the  paper  containing  the  report 
was  published ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  tne  report  was  published  as  an  or- 
dinary item  of  news,  without  note  or 
comment;  and  whether  there  is  any 
other  instance  of  the  Statute  of  Edward 
III.  beinff  employed  to  prevent  the  Press 
from  publishing  the  reports  of  meetings? 
«Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  examined 
into  the  actual  proceedings  in  this  case, 
as  the  result  of  which  Mr.  Conlan  is 
now  undergoing  imprisonment  by  reason 
of  his  refusal  to  give  bail.  The  com- 
plaint, as  stated  in  the  summons,  was, 
in  substance,  that  the  defendant,  on  the 
12th  of  January^  unlawfully  published 
in  a  newspaper  called  the  Nationalist  and 
Leinster  Times  certain  notices  whereby 
he  unlawfully  incited  certain  persons 
to  violate  the  laws  of  the  land,  and 
to  obstruct  and  impede  the  administra- 
tion thereof,  and  to  set  certain  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  against  certain 
others  of  them,  and  whereby  he  incited 
certain  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to 
combine  to  impede,  obstruct,  frustrate, 
and  defeat  the  execution  of  lawful  writs 
of  possession  issued  forth  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  and  County 
Court  ejectment  decrees.  The  acts  com- 
plained of,  and  for  which  the  defendant 
was  ordered  to  give  sureties  to  be  of 
good  behoviour,  did  not  consist  in 
publishing  the  report  of  a  meeting  as  an 
ordinary  item  of  news,  but  in  publishing 
notices  of  the  character  and  under  the 
ciroamstances  stated  in  the  summons ; 
and  the  magistrates,  being  of    opinion 
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O'yTftTT.rr.ftn:  wry  AH  Lwae  a  Mr::ioTand:i:L. 
•tAtiLjf  thft  i^xiLrf:\r>TL%  and  powers  of  this 
V^j^T^A  ;  a&d  whether  all  cocimanfcariona 
/»iiner,ted  with  the  Crofter  CrAoz^izsLdon 
%:iO-iA](\  b^  addressed  to  the  .Secretary  of 
the  h^jhrd  ;  and,  if  so.  where  waa  he  to 
?>e  /on rid  ? 

•Mr  W.  H  .smith  :  A  Board  waa 
app^/int^d  un^ler  theRojal  Sign  Manual 
on  the  2Cth  of  Deceraber  la^t  for  the  pur- 
poiw  of  carry injif  oat  a  scheme  for  the 
colonization  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
of  CTof  tern  and  r-ottars  from  the  Weatem 
Highlands  an^]  Isslanda  of  Scotland.  This 
iV^ar'I  c/fiiHW.'i  of  the  SecTetary  for  Scot- 
land 'for  the  time  being,,  the  High 
Com rrii«fti oner  for  the  Dominion  of 
Can  a/la  in  Txindon  'for  the  time  beings, 
the  IjtTfl  IViVOBt  of  OloAgow  'for  the 
time  being),  and  Mr.  Thomas  Skinner, 
one  of  the  Directom  of  the  North- West 
Land  Company  of  Canada.  The  Com- 
mission  appointing  the  Board  specifies 
its  {tftwuTH  and  functions,  and  was  pub- 
lished in  the  London  Gatette  of  December 
2%  last.  I  will  lay  a  copy  of  the  Com- 
mission on  the  Table  of  the  House  if 
^''.e  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  me  to  do  so. 
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LOAXS  TO  CROFTER  FBI 
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Mr.  AXGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Bo- 
therland).  on  behalf  of  Dr.  M*Dnxaxs 
(Bras  and  Cromarty},  aaked  the  Lordi 
Adrocate  whether  the  boata  and  gear 
supplied  to  the  Crofter  Fiaherman  in 
the  Highlands  was  inanied  hw  Aa 
GoTemment  or  by  the  owners ;  if  they 
were  insured  and  anything  happened  to 
them,  would  the  Fishery  %oard  imritaiw 
any  loss  of  money  thereby ;  if  no  aneh 
loss  could  be  sustained,  why  did  the 
Fishery  Board  require  mum  ftuther 
securities  as  consent  of  creditora*  aeea- 
rities  that  instalments  should  be  pon^ 
tually  paid,  &c. ;  and  had  the  inatal- 
ments  hitherto  been  paid ;  if  not^  what 
was  the  amount  of  the  arreara  or  tiia 
percentage  thereof  ? 
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♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
Fishery  Board  iosure  boats,  ioelud- 
ing  sails,  spars,  and  other  gear,  but 
not  nets  or  lines  at  the  expense 
of  the  borrower  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent Insurance  Companies  will  grant 
— Tiz..  three- fourths  of  the  value.  If 
anything  happens  to  an  insured  boat 
the  Board  will  lose  the  difference  be- 
tween three -fourths  and  nine- tenths, 
this  being  the  sum  advanced  in  loans. 
In  reply  to  the  third  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
an  answer  I  g^ve  on  March  25th,  in 
which  I  stated  that  the  object  of  requir- 
ing concurrence  of  creditors  is  to  protect 
the  recipients  of  loans  from  having  their 
boats  arrested  by  creditors.  Of  the  in- 
stalments amounting  to  £780  10s.  5d., 
which  up  to  the  present  date  have  be- 
come due.  £1^3  Is.  4d.  still  remains 
unpaid ;  eight  instalments  wholly,  and 
13  partially  in  arrears.  The  following 
are  the  districts  to  which  the  21  cases 
of  arrears  belong: — Wick,  14;  Helms- 
dale, 1 ;  ytornoway,  2 ;  Barra,  I  ;  and 
Loch  Broom,  3. 

THE  NEW  WR[T  FOR  CENTRAL  BIR- 
MINGHAM. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  Petersfield  Division  what  was  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  moving  the  Writ 
for  Central  Birmingham,  and  when  it 
was  intended  to  move  for  it  ? 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hants,  Peters- 
field)  :  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  I 
have  to  say  there  has  been  no  unusual 
delay  in  moving  for  the  Writ.  It  is  my 
intention  to  move  for  it  early  next  week, 
and  I  will  give  due  notice  both  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr.  A. 
Morley)  and  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rugby  (Mr.  Cobb)  if  he  is  the  Whip  of 
any  fresh  Party. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea) :  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  move 
tor  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 

ORDER    OF    BUSINESS— EASTER 
HOLIDAYS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  repeated  the  question  which,  at 
the  request  of  the  First  Lord,  he  deferred 
from  Tuesday  as  to  the  arrangement  for 
the  Easter  Recess. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  gather  the  views  of  hon. 
Members    with    regard  to  the  Easter 
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holidays,  and  I  believe  that  only  on  one 
occasion  in  the  last  20  years  has  the 
House  not  risen  on  the  Tuesday  morning 
before  Blaster ;  and  on  that  occasion  it 
was  because  of  circumstances  of  extreme 
pressure  of  Public  Business.  This  be- 
ing so,  and  feeling  that  I  am  following 
the  general  wish  of  the  House,  I  shall 
move  before  Tuesday,  the  16th,  that 
the  House  adjourn  after  the  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday  until  the  following 
Thursday  week. 

PRISONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  desire  to  ask  you  a  question,  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  a  point  of  procedure.  On 
the  13th  of  last  month  I  introduced 
a  Bill  into  the  House,  which  was  debated 
during  the  entire  day.  I  find  from  a 
document  in  my  hands  that  the  main 
points  for  which  I  then  contended  ap- 
pear to  have  been  conceded  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Irish  Prisons 
Board.  Apart  from  making  certain 
offenders  first-class  misdemeanants,  my 
main  points  are  conceded.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  want  to  know  whether 
I  should  be  in  order  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Bill  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  to-day  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
can  withdraw  his  Bill  if  the  Amendment 
to  the  Bill  is  first  withdrawn. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  May  I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether  he  proposes  to  lay  these  new 
Prison  Rules  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir;  they 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table.  Perhaps 
I  may  say  that,  although  I  have  not  the 
least  objection  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tip- 
perary, I  am  afraid  he  somewhat  mis- 
takes the  scope  of  these  amended  Rules. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  TEdinburgh,  S.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  oi  the  Exchequer 
when  he  intended  to  introduce  his 
Budget  ? 

♦Mr.  G.  J.  QOSCHEN:  On  Monday, 
the  15th. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith), 
asked  when  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  was  likely  to  be  before  the 
House;  and  whether  the  Government 
would  consider  the  expediency  of  re- 
ferring it  to  a  Committee  of  Sootoh 
Members  ? 
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Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  if 
the  First  Lord  was  now  able  to  name  a 
day  for  carrying  into  effect  the  promise 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
in  Ireland  on  Sunday  ? 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saifron  Walden) :  When  are  we  likely 
to  see  the  long-talked-of  Tithes  Bill  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  is  a  great 
demand  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
for  legislation,  which  the  Government 
will  endeavour  to  satisfy  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  is  about  to  give  notice  of 
some  of  the  measures  in  regard  to  Scot- 
land to  which  he  is  anxious  the  attention 
of  the  House  should  be  directed.  With 
regard  to  the  Sunday  Liquor  Bill  for 
Ireland  I  am  not  able  to  fix  a  day  for 
its  consideration,  but  the  Government 
realize  their  obligations  in  the  matter, 
and  will  certainly  endeavour  to  carry 
out  their  engagement  in  regard  to  that 
question.  1  cannot  name  a  day  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Tithe  Bill. 

Mr.W.  E.GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  What  will  be  the  course 
of  business  on  Government  days  next 
T^eek  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Govern- 
ment propose  on  Monday  to  proceed 
with  the  notices  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Lord  Advocate,  first  of  all  disposing 
of  the  remaining  stage — which  I  hope 
will  be  only  a  stage — of  the  Resolutions 
on  Naval  Defence.  The  remaining 
Resolutions  are  simply  machinery  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  Resolution  about 
to  be  reported  to  the  House,  and  if  the 
House  affirms  that  Resolution  the 
Resolutions  with  regard  to  the  machinery 
will,  >  hope,  be  agreed  to.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  delay  the  passing  of 
those  Resolutions.  I  will  state  to-morrow 
what  business  we  propose  to  take  on 
Thursday.  Probably  what  I  have 
already  stated  will  be  sufficient  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  purpose  at 
present.*  [Mr.  Gladstone  signified  his 
assent  I 

*Mr.' J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  on  Monday  I  shall 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills  deal- 
ing with  Local  Government,  Parochial 
Boards,  and  Private  Bill  Legislation  re- 
lating to  Scotland. 

Mr.  BARTLEY   (Islington,   N.)  :  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 


he  can  name  a  day  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  |>oor  in  large 
towns?  Many  private  Members  are 
interested  in  the  subject,  which  was- 
debated  for  only  four  hours,  and  twa 
and  a-half  hours  out  of  that  time  were 
occupied  by  the  Front  Benches. 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  name  a  day  for  the  resumptionr 
of  this  debate.  The  pressure  of  business^ 
precludes  me  from  offering  any  Govern- 
ment time. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  :  The- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  inform  the 
House  what  day  he  proposes  to  submit 
his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  for  the 
holidays.  The  effect  of  the  intimatioik 
he  has  given  will  be  to  confiscate  the 
day  I  had  secured  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Women's  Suffrage  Motion,  and  as- 
may  be  supposed  I  shall  not  be  disposed 
to  submit  to  this  without  a  protest.  Bat 
I  suppose  the  proper  time  will  be  whea> 
the  Motion  for  adjournment  is  submitted 
to  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  give 
notice  on  Monday  of  my  intention,  and 
will  probably  on  the  fViday  make  the 
Adjournment  Motion  at  the  commence- 
ment of  business ;  but  I  say  that  with 
some  reserve.  I  must  call  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he 
has  fixed  his  Resolution  for  a  day  upon 
which,  with  one  exception,  the  House- 
has  not  sat  for  20  years. 

Mr.  sexton  .  (Belfast,  W.):  For 
the  convenience  of  Members  who  have- 
to  go  a  long  distance  for  a  short  hoU- 
day,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleoiaik 
undertake  that  no  Irish  Estimates  shall 
be  taken  on  Thursday  next  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  I  may 
safely  give  that  undertaking. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  r 
May  I  ask  what  is  the  nature  of  the- 
responsibility  under  which  the  Gx>veni- 
ment  feel  bound  to  provide  for  a  discus- 
sion of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill ;. 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  sufficient  notice  of  his  intention^ 
and  how  soon  after  Easter  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Due  notice 
shall  be  f2:iven. 

Mr.    MUNRO  FERGUSON:    May 
I  ask  how  it   is  that  Supply  is  not 
the  first  Order  of   the  Day,    Tuesday 
having  been  taken  for  Supply  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  GoTem- 
ment  gave  no  undertaking  of  that  kind- 
We  undertook  to  give  an  equivalent  fbr 
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the  time  taken  on  Tuesday,  and  this  I 
have  endeavoured  to  do.    There  is  press 
ing  necessity  for  taking  the  Report  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Resolution  to-day. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON:  We 
have  not  had  an  answer  as  to  considering 
the  expediency  of  referring  the  Scotch 
Local  Govern meot  Bill  to  a  Committee 
of  Scotch  Members. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  give  no. 
pledge  of  that  character. 

Mr.     D.     CRAWFORD      (Lanark, 
N.E.) :  Wm  the  Scotch  University  Bill 
be  taken  before  Easter  ? 
♦Mr.   W.    H.   SMITH:    Not    before 
Easter. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  think  I  may  be 
excused  for  pressing  for  some  further 
answer  in  reference  to  the  debate  on 
the  poor  in  large  towns.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  only  four  hours  were 
occupied  in  that  debate. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  is  out  of  my 
power  to  make  time,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  can  give  no  further  answer. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
am  well  aware  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's inability  to  make  time,  but  the 
question  is  of  paramount  importance, 
and  I  think  half  a  day  might  be  spared 
from  other  matters. 

Mr,  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
It  would  be  a  convenience  to  Irish 
Members  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  promise  that  no  Irish  business 
shall  be  taken  on  the  Thursday  and 
Friday  after  we  re-assemble  at  Easter. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  wUl  under- 
take not  to  proceed  with  any  Irish  Esti- 
mates next  Thursday,  and  that  ample 
notice  shall  be  given  of  the  busi- 
ness to  be  taken  on  the  Thursday 
after  the  Recess.  There  is  every  desire 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  Irish 
Members. 


COUNTY  AND         BOROUGH         LUNATIC 

ASYLUMS    (ENGLAND   AND   WALES  ) 

Returned  ordered,  ''of  the  County  and 
Borough  Lunatic  Asylums  in  England  and 
Wales  on  the  Ist  day  of  January-  1889,  show- 
ing,— 

(1.)  The  total  aoreage  of  the  sanitary  dis- 
trict (urban  or  rural)  in  which  each 
Asylum  is  situated  ; 
(2.)  The  total  rateable  value  of  the  district 
as  assessed  to  the  Poor  Rate  on  Lady 
Day  1888,  and  in  districts  where  a 
(General  District  Rate  is  in  foroe,  the 
same  as  assessed  to  the  General  District 
Rate; 


(3. )  The  acre  ge  of  all  lands  and  buildings 
occupied  for  the  purposes  of  the  Asylum 
in  each  case ; 

(4.;  The  rateable  value  of  the  lands  and 
buildings  so  occupied  as  assessed  to  the 
Poor  Kate  on  Lady  Day  1888,  and  in 
districts  wiiere  a  General  District  Rate 
is  in  force,  the  same  as  assessed  to  the 
General  District  Rate  under  th«  pro- 
visions of  16  und  17  Vic.  c.  'JT,  s.  36." — 
(Mr.  Moubray,) 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 

NAVAL  DEFEXCE. 

Resolution  [1st  April]  reported. 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  (a)  the 
expenditure  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £21,500,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
and  conipleting  for  sea  vessels  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Navy  ;  of  this  expenditure  a  sum  not 
exceeding  £10,000,000  to  be  issued  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  in  the  seven  years  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  ot  March  1806  ;  and  a  sum  not 
exceeding  £11,500,000,  to  be  issued  out  of 
moneys  provided  by  Parliament  for  Naval  Ser- 
vices during  the  five  financial  years  ending  on 
the  31st  day  or' March  1894." 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.): 
I  must  throw  myself  on  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  as,  from  the  consequences 
of  a  very  bad  cold,  I  may  not  be  able  to 
submit  the  matters  to  which  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
as  clearly  as  I  could  wish ;  but  I 
will  do  so  to  the  best  of  my  power. 
The  first  part  of  the  Resolution  we 
are  now  asked  to  adopt  deals  with 
the  amount  of  money — twenty- one 
and  a-half  millions  —  proposed  to  be 
expended  under  the  new  programme  on 
ships  and  guns  for  the  N^vy.  On  this 
question  we  had  a  full  debate  on  Mon- 
day last,  and  the  House  arrived  at  a 
conclusion  upon  which  I  will  not  now 
say  a  word.  But  the  second  part  of  the 
Resolution  refers  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  money  is  to  be  raised  and  applied, 
and  perhaps,  in  referring  to  this  second 
part,  I  may  touch  incidentally  on  the 
other  Resolution,  which  has  not  yet 
been  adopted  in  Committee,  but  which, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  a  few 
minutes  ago,  relates  to  the  carrying  out 
by  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
details  of  the  first  Resolution  now 
before  us.  It  is  proposed,  with  respect 
to  £11,500,000  to  be  expended  in 
the  Dockyaids  on  the  construction  of  a 
certain  number  of  ships,  that  that  money 
should  h%  voted  in  the  usual  way  in 
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Supply.     The  other  part— £10,000,000 
— which  i8  to  be  applied  to  the  construc- 
tion of  ships  under  private  contract,  is 
to  be  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  under  the  Bill  to  which  this  Reso- 
lution is  a  prelude.     With  respect  to  the 
£1 1,500.000,  the  peculiarity  of  the  plan, 
so  far  as  I  understood  the  speeches  of 
the   noble    Lord    and    the    Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  this.     On  the  one 
hand     they    propose    that   the    money 
should  be  voted  by  Parliament  in  Supply 
in  the   usual  way  ;  but  they  have  sug- 
gested, and  I  suppose  the  Bill  will  carry 
this  out  in  detail  what  I  will  venture  to 
call  a  sort  of  March- and- April  arraoge- 
ment.     As  matters  are  at  present,  if  at 
the    end    say    during    the   last    month 
(March)    of    the    financial    year     any 
moneys   are    left   unexpended  under  a 
particular  Vote,  it  must  be  paid  back  to 
the  Exchequer ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  is  likely  to  be  an  excess  in  the 
year's  expenditure  on  contracts — I  am 
not  speaking  of  great  contracts  for  ships, 
but  stores,  and  so  on — if  the  contracts 
are   executed    more   quickly   than    was 
anticipated   when  the  Vote  was  taken, 
then,    unless  moneys  can   be   provided 
from  savings  on  other  Votes,  the  expen- 
diture must  be  postponed  to  the  first 
month  ( April  j  of  the  next  financial  year. 
Now,  I  understand,  the  Government  pro- 
pose by  a  clause  in  the  Bill  to  obviate 
the    necessity     of     these    two    incon- 
veniences in  March  and  April,  though 
we   do    not    quite   know   the    manner. 
It  will  have  to  be  jealously  scrutinized  ; 
for    it  may  involve   our    being   drawn 
into  entirely  altering    the     rule   under 
which     public    payments    are     made. 
Formerly  the  Votes  of  Parliament  ex- 
pressly provided  for  the  particular  sums 
which    were   wanted  for  the  service  of 
the  financial  year ;  but  many  years  ago 
the  wording  was  altered,  and  the  Votes 
are  now   for    the    amounts   coming  in 
oourse  of  payment  during  the  financial 
year.     It   is    now   proposed     in     some 
way     or     other,      to     go      back      to 
the   old   system,    and    if   we   adopt    it 
in  respect  of  the  money  paid    by    the 
Admiralty  for  ships  and  stores  in  the 
Dockyards,  it    will  form    a  precedent, 
and    the    House     may    be    asked    to 
go  back  in  respect  of  the  other  services 
to  the  system  deliberately  abandoned  by 
Parliament  on  a  review  of  the  great  in- 
convenience   of    voting   anything    but 
actual  cash  payments.     When   we  see 

Mr.  Childera 


the  Bill  we  shall  know  whether  this  is 
so  or  not.     We  were  urged  by' the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to    make  this 
charge  in  consequence  of  the  very  large 
sums  which  have  either  to  be  postponed 
or  hastened  in  March,  or  just  at   the 
close  of  the  year.     But  he  will  find  in 
other  branches  of  the  Service  that  this 
is  still  more  felt,  particularly  io  connec- 
tion with  public  buildings.     This,  how- 
ever, is  a  matter  of  comparative  detail. 
The  main  objection  which  I  make  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  is  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  £10,000,000  to  be  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  for  ships  to  be 
built  by  contract.     What  is  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  in  that  respect  ? 
They  have  laid  on  the  Table  a  Betum 
showing  in  detail  how  it  is  suggested 
that     the     contemplated     programme 
should  be  financially  arranged,  and  if 
hon.  Members  will  refer  to  thatistate- 
ment,    they   will    observe    that  of  the 
£10,000,000  no  less  than  £9,200,000  is 
to  be  spent  during  the  next  three  years, 
while  during  the  following  four  years 
the  equal  charge  spread  over  the  seven 
years  will  continue.     What  would  the 
practical  effect  of  that  be  ?    I  have  said 
that  out  of  the  £10.000,000  £9,200,000 
are  to  be  paid  in  the  next  three  years, 
and   the    comparatively  small  sum    of 
£800,000  is  left  over  for  payment  in  the 
next  four  years.     I  take  it  that  we  may 
estimate  the  probable  duration  of  the 

g resent  Parliament,  after  what  we 
ave  heard  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government,  at  somewhere  about 
three  years.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
Should  the  period  be  shorter  it  will  be 
all  the  better  for  my  argument.  Taking, 
then,  the  whole  of  the  £21,500,000 
charge  during  the  course  of  three  years 
somethiog  over  £17,000,000  will  have 
been  expended  upon  the  ships  pro- 
vided in  the  new  programme,  while 
for  the  same  period  the  sum  which 
the  taxpayer  will  have  to  pay 
will  be  only  about  £12,000,000. 
During  the  following  four  years  the 
amount  to  be  spent  will  be  £4,500,000, 
whereas  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  the 
next  Parliament  will  be  £9,600,000. 
In  other  words,  under'  this  scheme,  we« 
of  this  Parliament,  shall  relieve  our- 
selves from  raising  £5,000,000  out  of 
the  money  to  be  spent  upon  shipbuild- 
ing, leaving  that  sum  to  be  provided 
for  by  a  future  Parliament  in  addition 
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to  the  cost  of  the  work  aotuallj  done 
during  that  period.  That  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  very  serious  proposal  which 
on  the  face  of  it  must  startle  those  who 
are  accustomed  to  watch  the  public  ex- 
penditure. Is  it  right  that  this  Parlia- 
ment should  have  the  satisfaction  of 
spending  £17,000,000  of  public  money 
while  i^  only  charges  the  Exchequer 
with  £12,000,000,  leaving  to  the  suc- 
ceeding Parliament  the  spending  of 
£4,600,000,  while  it  will  have  to  ex- 
tract from  the  taxpayer  £9,500,000? 
My  first  grave  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  therefore,  is 
that  they  are  postponing  to  future 
years  large  charges  for  shipbuilding 
which  will  have  actually  been  defrayed. 
Such  a  proposal  is  opposed  to  the  uniform 
practice  of  Parliament,  at  any  rate, 
since  the  great  Reform  Bill.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  that 
upon  this  question,  not  only  has  financial 
authority,  properly  so  called,  been  abso- 
lutely unanimous,  but  that  such  an 
authority  as  Lord  Palmerston,  who 
took  a  wide  and  general  view  of  these 
questions,  but  was  not  a  strict  financial 
purist,  expressed  himself  in  unmistak- 
able terms  in  1860  when  a  large  ex- 
penditure was  proposed  to  be  iucurred 
for  fortifications.  On  the  23rd  July, 
1860,  Lord  Palmerston  said — 

"To  borrow  for  the  expeoses  of  the  year 
would  be  as  spendthrift  a  proceeding  as  for  an 
individual  to  borrow  to  defray  his  household 
expenses." 

He  added — 

"  But  Parliament  has  encouraged  individuals 
to  raise  money  for  the  permanent  improvement 
of  landed  property,  and  what  is  expedient  for 
an  individual  cannot  be  inexpement  for  a 
nation." 

This  was  Lord  Palmerston's  justifica- 
tion of  the  fortification  tax,  and 
ever  since  that  practice  has  been 
established  there  have  been  only  two 
occasions  upon  which  loans  have  been 
raised,  both  being  cases  in  which  the 
money  was  required  for  works  of  a 
permanent  nature.  The hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  opposite  would  scarcely  con- 
tend that  ships  of  war  came  under  that 
category.  Tbere,  therefore,  has  never 
been  an  occasion  when,  with  respect  to 
ordinary  expenditure  for  the  Naval 
or  Militarv  Services  the  dictum  of 
Lord  Palmerston  has  not  been 
followed.  But  something  happened 
last     year    of    which    I     desire     to 


remind  the  House,  and  particularly 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Pro- 
posals were  then  made  as  to  which  very 
distinct  pledges  were  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  first  place  it 
was  proposed  that  £2,000,000  should 
be  expended  upon  the  coaling  stations 
abroad.  Hitherto  the  charge  in  respect 
of  expenditure  on  these  coaling  stations 
under  Lord  Northbrook's  programme 
had  been  defrayed  out  of  the  annual 
Estimates ;  but  a  departure  from 
this  rule  was  defended  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
ground  that  these  were  works  of  a 
permanent  nature,  similar  to  the  works 
constructed  by  Lord  Palmerston,  and 
that  greater  expedition  in  their  con- 
struction was  necessary,  and  on 
the  faith  of  the  assurance  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  pro^sal 
then  made  in  respect  to  this  expenditure 
would  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent,  our 
opposition  to  the  proposal  was  with- 
drawn. But  there  was  another  proposal 
of  the  Government  as  part  of  the  same 
scheme  last  year,  which  contemplated 
the  expenditure  of  £850,000  towards  the 
construction  of  a  Fleet  for  the  Colonies, 
and  it  was  also  proposed  that  the  charge 
should  not  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
ordinary  Estimates.  This  departure 
from  the  generally  accepted  principle 
was  defended  on  Uie  ground  that  it  was 
part  of  an  arrangement,  under  which  the 
Colonies  were  themselves  to  contribute 
£125,000  a  year  for  a  term  of  years  for 
the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the 
Colonial  Fleet,  and  hat,  therefore,  this 
expenditure  was  really  for  them,  and  to 
be  repaid  by  them  ;  and,  of  course,  not 
to  be  governed  by  the  rules  affecting 
shipbuilding  for  the  Imperial  Navy 
proper.  I  intervened  twice  in  the 
debate,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  first  occasion  acknowledged 
that  the  view  I  took  of  the  danger  of  the 
proposal  was  sound.  My  right  hon* 
Friend  assured  the  House  that  it  would 
not  be  treated  as  a  precedent.  Sub- 
sequently on  the  15th  of  May  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  required  to  give 
a  distinct  and  definite  pledge,  and  he 
said,  speaking  expressly  of  Votes  for 
Shipbuilding,  ''I  should  very  much 
deplore  if  this  were  in  any  way  turned 
into  a  precedent.  I  shall  always  adhere 
to  the  principle  that  the  needs  of  the 
year^should  be  met  out  of  the  Bevenue 
of  the  year."    In  giving  that  pledge  on 
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a  just  principle  of  finaoce  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  not  only  for  himself 
personally,  but  for  the  Treasury,  and  he 
laid  down  a  principle  which  ought  to  be 
scrupulously  followed.     Having  regard 
to  that  distinct  pledge,  how  can  he,  with 
any  consistency,  make  the  present  pro- 
posal ?     Such  a  scheme  as  this,  which 
proposes  to  spread  over  several  years 
charges  of  no  excessive  amount  actually 
defrayed   in    one    year,    may   be    cor- 
rectly   described    as    weak-kneed   and 
flabby  finance.     It  is  an  attempt  to  make 
things  for  the  moment  pleasant  all  round, 
very  different  from  the  course  pursued 
in    former     years.       Upon     the      last 
occasion     when     a    large     increase   of 
expenditure    on  the  Navy  was  deemed 
requisite,     the     whole      increase     was 
thrown   on  the  Estimates   of  the  years 
in  which  it  was  spent.     Here   are  the 
figures.     In  1858-59  the  expenditure  on 
the  Navy,  eliminating  the  Packet  Ser- 
vice, was  barely  £8,250,000,  while  in 
1860-61  it  was  £13,300,000,  an  increase 
of  over   £5,000,000,  which   was   boldly 
placed  on  the  Estimates,  though  the  main 
portion  of  that  increase  was  due  to  a 
great  scheme  for  increased  naval  con- 
struction.    This  increased   expenditure 
was  met,  not  as  it  is  at  present  proposed, 
by  spreading  it  over  a  number  of  years, 
but  by  increasing  the  Income  Tax  which 
in  those  two  years  was  raised  from  5d. 
to  lOd.,  producing  between  £4,000,000 
and      £5,000,000    additional    revenue. 
We  ought  to  hear  from  the  Government 
why  the  rule  that  was  acted  on  then  and 
always    since  is  to   be  departed    from 
now.       Another     consideration     which 
makes    this    proposal    very     objection- 
able    is,     though     of    a    technical    of 
an    important    nature.      The  whole   of 
our    recent    policy    in    regard    to   the 
voting  of    money   and    accounting   for 
it  has  been  to  secure  more  and   more 
fitrict    connection     between      the     two. 
Take  for  instance  Vote  B  in  the  present 
Estimates.     The   new  form  is  expressly 
adopted   so   that   the  House  may  have 
before  it  in  each  year  the  expenditure 
on  each  ship,  cash,  stores,  and  incidental 
charges  audited  by  the  Auditor  General. 
How    is  that  consistent  with  the  plan 
which  spreads  a  large  expenditure  over  a 
series  of  years  without  reference  to  the 
particular  year  in  which  the  expendi- 
ture occurs  ?     The  two  plans  are  abso- 
lutely   inconsistent.      The    advance   in 
the  direction  of  strict  business  account- 
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ing  indicated  by  Vote  B  I  recognise.  I 
think  there  will  be  great  difficulty  in 
carrying  it  out ;  but  I  reoogpiize  it 
as  an  earnest  of  the  wish  of 
the  Treasury  in  oommnnication  with 
the  Admiralty  to  make  the  public 
accounting  more  strict  than  it  has 
been  hitherto.  But  it  is  impossible  to 
combine  this  rigid  system  with  one 
which  throws  the  idea  of  an  annoal 
Estimate  and  charges  entirely  to  the 
winds  again.  The  House  is  aware  that, 
from  time  to  time,  we  have  had  to  take 
large  Votes  of  Credit.  Formerly,  Votes 
of  Credit  covered  both  Army  and  Navy 
expenditure,  and  might  be  expended  in 
a  series  of  years  until  exhausted.  A 
Vote  on  Account  for  this  year,  for 
instance,  you  might  spend  this  year,  or 
the  year  after — you  must  go  on  spend- 
ing it  until  the  amount  is  exhausted, 
and  you  might  apply  it  to  either  mili- 
tary or  naval  services. 

*Thb  FIRST  LORD  OF  THB  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Vote  of  Credit  you 
mean. 

*Mr.  CHILDERS:  Yes,  a  Vote  of 
Credit.  But  of  late  years  the  whole 
construction  of  Votes  of  Credit  has  been 
entirely  altered.  Votes  of  Credit  now 
are  only  taken  for  the  current  year,  so 
much  for  the  Army  and  so  much  for  the 
Navy.  They  cannot  be  used  aflter  the 
financial  year,  and  the  last  refinement 
has  been  that  the  particular  Services 
for  which  the  Vote  of  Credit 
is  to  be  expended  must  be  shown  on 
the  Estimate  attached  to  the  Vote  of 
Credit;  and  any  departure  from  this 
would  be  the  subject  of  remark.  Now, 
the  present  proposal  is  based  upon 
anticipations  more  than  hinted  at  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
possible  condition  of  Europe  in  times 
to  come.  But  if  in  any  of  the  years 
covered  by  the  present  .plan  this  House 
should  be  asked  for  a  Vote  of  Credit, 
how  is  it  possible  that  a  Vote  of  Credit 
strictly  limited  to  a  year  can  be  worked 
in  connection  with  this  plan  of  pro- 
viding for  them  the  expenditure  of  tMi 
millions  in  seven  years  ?  The  thing  is 
absolutely  impossible.  The  object  of 
a  Vote  of  Credit  for  the  Navy  would 
be,  among  other  things,  to  expedite 
contracts  or  to  enable  you  to  make  fresh 
ones.  How  can  you  operate  upon  a 
Vote  of  Credit  that  can  only  be  spent 
in  one  year,  and  make  it  fit  in  with 
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charges  not  neoessarilj  defrayed  in  one, 
but  in  seven  years?  These,  as  I  have 
■already  said,  are  somewhat  technical 
•questions,  but  it  was  my  duty  to  refer 
to  them.  There  is  another  objection 
to  the  plan  of  the  Government.  I  do 
inot  think  that,  so  far  as  the  contract 
arrangements  are  concerned,  the  Ad- 
miralty themselves  appreciate  what 
the  plan  is.  I  listened  with  great 
•care  to  the  interesting  speech  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on 
Monday  last.  He  dealt  with  a  g^eat 
many  topics ;  but  towards  the  end  he 
«aid,  referring  to  the  specific  arrange- 
ment proposed  to  be  made  in  regard  to 
this  £10,000,000,  that  it  was  a  very 
•common  thing  to  make  contracts, 
fiuch  as  mail  contracts,  and  to 
•enter  into  engagements  with  individuals 
for  a  term  of  years,  contracting  to  make 
money  payments  out  of  the  Annual 
Votes  of  Parliament.  He  said  he  saw 
no  difference  between  that  and  the  pre- 
sent plan  ;  but  there  is  all  the  difference 
possible  between  that  practice  and  what 
IS  now  proposed.  In  the  case  of  mail 
<}ontract8  you  make  arrangements  ex- 
tending over  d  series  of  years,  but  in 
•each  you  vote  the  exact  sum  required, 
and  you  provide  that  it  shall  be  paid  out 
of  the  Supplies  granted  by  Parliament. 
The  two  things  are  diametrically  and 
absolutely  antagonistic.  Therefore  it 
is  that  I  say  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury — whose  ability  we  all  recog- 
nize —  has  not  in  this  respect  soffi- 
<!iently  studied  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That,  again,  is  not,  perhaps,  so 
important  an  argument  as  one  or  two 
of  the  otherd  to  which  I  have  alluded ; 
but  I  now  come  to  what  seems  to  me  to 
be  the  main  objection  to  this  proposal. 
The  main  objection  to  the  plan  of 
the  Government  is,  in  my  judg- 
ment, to  be  found  in  the  un- 
wisdom of  stereotyping  for  five  years 
the  shipbuilding  ideas  of  the  moment. 
It  was  said  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  in  the  past  delays  have 
occurred  from  changes  of  policy  on  the 
.accession  of  new  Governments  or  in  con- 
eequence  of  changes  in  the  Admiralty  ; 
but  this  has  not  happened  in  any  appre- 
ciable degree,  and  I  will  give  the 
House  the  proof  of  this  at  least  for 
30  years.  In  1859,  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Palmerston  suc- 
ceeded that  of  Lord  Derby,  there  was 
undoubtedly  a  considerable  increase  in 


shipbuilding,  but  nothing  that  had  been 
planned  by  the  Government  of  Lord 
Derby  was  to  be  at  all  interfered  with. 
Additional  ships  were  to  be  built,  but 
there  was  nothing  which  answered  the 
description  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  had  been  delay  in  the  expen- 
diture of  money  voted  by  Parliament 
owing  to  changes  at  the  Admiralty. 

The  OHANOELLORof  the  EXOHE- 
aUER  (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  did  not  only  mean 
changes  of  Government  involving  new 
Boards  of  Admiralty,  but  changes  iivthe 
Boards  themselves  by  which  new  views 
are  introduced. 

♦Mb.  CHILDERS:  Yes;  I  am  about 
to  refer  to  such  a  change  in  a 
few  moments.  There  was  no  change 
in  policy  at  the  Admiralty  be- 
tween the  years  1859  and  1866. 
In  1866  there  was  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment, but  Mr.  Corry  made  no  change  in 
the  programme  of  his  Predecessor ;  he 
only  added  to  it  by  building  a  class  of 
ships  commonly  called  the  Audaeioui 
class  of  a  new  type.  In  1869  I 
had  the  honour  to  become  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  but  we  did  not  postpone 
for  a  day  the  construction  of  any  ship 
which  we  found  being  built ;  on  the  con- 
trary, we  increased  largely  the  expendi- 
ture on  ironclad  shipbuilding ;  and  we 
took  in  hand  the  new  turret  ships  DevoitO' 
tion  and  Dreadnought ^  which  were  pro- 
nounced by  the  Royal  Commission  the 
type  of  the  future  for  the  Navy;  and 
there  was  no  interference  with  the  plans 
of  our  Predecessors.  The  same  thing  hap- 
pened in  1874.  In  1878,  1879,  and 
18t:0  there  had  been  a  great  re- 
duction in  the  charge  for  battle- 
ships effected  by  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  When  Lord 
Northbrook  took  office  in  1880,  ho 
carried  out  strictly  in  respect  to  ship- 
building the  plan  of  his  Predecessors, 
with  this  difference,  that  he  added  year 
by  year  in  1881,  1882,  1883,  and  1884 
considerably  to  the  charge; and  in  1885 
he  brought  forward  the  programme 
of  additional  shipbuilding  known  by 
his  name,  but  without  in  the  least  in- 
terfering with  the  ships  in  course  of 
construction.  In  1885  and  1886  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  did  not  interfere 
with  the  plans  of  his  Predecessor,  but 
only  pushed  on  somewhat  more  rapidly 
the  construction  of  the  ships  which 
they  had  proposed.     There    was  only 
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one  case  in  which  this  rule  was  de- 
parted from,  and  that  was  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  himself.  When  my 
right  hon.  Friend  became  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  1 87 1 ,  he  found,  with 
respect  to  shipbuilding,  a  state  of 
things  that  required  extreme  care  to 
avoid  alarming  the  country.  A  g^at 
ship  had  been  lost ;  and  that  resulted  in 
the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission, 
oyer  which  Lord  Dufferin  presided,  to 
consider  what  should  be  the  future  type 
of  battle-ships.  For  this  reason,  during 
the**  first  two  years  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  Administration  he  most  wisely 
held  his  hand,  in  order  that  as  to  the 
type  of  ship  to  be  adopted,  the  alarm 
in  the  public  mind  should  be  set  at  rest. 
When  the  Commission  had  reported  the 
ships  under  construction  were  hastened ; 
and  with  that  one  exception  there  was  no 
material  departure  by  a  Board  of 
Admiralty  from  the  plans  of  their  Pre- 
decessors. But  what  would  have  been 
the  effect  if  they  had  adopted  the  pro- 
posed five  years'  rule  ?  The  Admiralty 
in  1867,  when  Mr.  Corry  was  at  its 
head,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
desirable  to  add  a  certain  number  of 
ironclads  to  the  Navy,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  they  adopted  what  was  known  as 
the  Audacious  class  of  ships.  At  that 
time  almost  everybody  agreed  that  the 
old  broadside  ship  was  the  best  for 
fighting  purposes,  and  we  had  very  little 
or  no  experience  of  any  other  kind  of 
ship.  Foreign  Governments,  indeed, 
for  some  time  afterwards  continued 
to  build  broadside  masted  ships. 
But  what  did  science  bring  us  only 
two  years  later?  Why,  in  1869,  the 
whole  system  changed,  and  we  in- 
troduced unmasted  turret  ships  in 
place  of  broadside  masted  ships.  If, 
therefore,  in  1867  we  had  decided  on 
building  40,  50,  or  60  new  ships,  accord- 
ing to  the  ideas  of  that  time,  if  the 
plan  bad  been  adopted  in  1867 — when 
there  was  a  considerable  addition  to  the 
Navy — of  stereotyping  our  ships  for  five 
years,  the  result  would  have  been  little 
short  of  disastrous.  Again,  let  us  take 
another  striking  example.  Up  to  the 
year  1 878  the  guns  of  the  Navy  had  been 
for  many  years  muzzle-loaders;  an^  if 
in  1878  we  had  built  a  large  number  of 
ships,  those  ships  would  have  had 
muzzle-loading  guns,  and  within  four  or 
five  years  they  would  have  been  entirely 
obsolete.     It  was  only  in  1881  that  it 
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I  became  perfectly  dear  from  the  inqoiiies- 
of  the  Ordnance  Select  Committee  that 
we  ought  to  substitnte    breechloadmg 
for  mimde-loading  euns.    Ships  which 
carry  heavy  breechloading  guns  moat 
be  not  in  detail  only  bat  in  some  of  their 
main  principles  quite    different    from. 
those     which     carry     muzzle  -  loading, 
guns;    and   we  should  have  gone  on 
building  ships  for  muzzle-loading  guns- 
after  the  unanimous   opinion    of    the- 
experts,    of   Parliament,    and    of   the* 
country  had   entirely  changed  on  the 
subject.      I    have    given    these    two* 
illustrations    as   striking    ones,   which 
I   do    not    think    can    be    answered. 
It  is  not  prudent  for  us  to  think  that 
we  have  already  got  all  wisdom — that 
wisdom  will  die  with  us.     Prog^ress  is- 
constantly  beine  made  in  these  matters, 
and  in  my  judgment  it  would  not  be 
wise  to  lay  down,  as  the  Government  now 
propose  to  do,  all  at  once  a  large  namber 
of  ships  of  a  particular  type,  based  on  the 
scientific    information    of   the    present 
moment.    It  would  be  better  to  go  on. 
from  year    to  year,  not    altering  any 
individual    ship   after    she    has    bem 
laid    down,    but    improving  each  new 
ship    which    we    build   in    aooordanoe 
with  the  prog^ss  of  science.    We  do  not 
know    what    improvements    even    two 
years'  science   and   prog^ress   may    not 
produce    in    these    matters.     I    trusty, 
therefore,  that  the  Government,  instead 
of  adhering  to  a  programme  which  de- 
pends on  the  scientific  knowledge  of  the- 
present  day,  will  see  reason  to  modify  it 
in  the  sense  I  have  indicated,  so  as  oik 
the  one  hand  to  complete  each  ship  ac- 
cording to  the  knowledge  we  have  wheiL 
she  is  commenced,  but  on  the  other  to- 
commence  from  year  to  year  new  ships* 
with   the   advantage   of  the  improved 
knowledge   which  has   been   acquired.. 
In    one   respect  I  entirely  agree  with 
the    declared    policy    of     the     nobto 
Lord.     When  you  have  ouee  taken  a. 
ship  in  hand,  do  not  tinker  her.     Lay 
down  the  number  of  ships  required  to  be 
commenced    in    any    given  year,   and 
having    once  laid  them    down,    finish 
them    as     rapidly     as    possible ;     d» 
not  apply  little  alterations  here    and 
little  alterations  there,  which  not  only 
cost  money,   but  which  lose  time,  ana 
are  in  other  respects  inconvenient  to  the 
Service.     But  this  is  quite  independent 
of  the  general  principle  which  I  haTe* 
tried  to  explain  to  the  House.    Let  tie 
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not  imitate  the  novel  Budget  arrange- 
mentn  of  French  and  German  Govern- 
ments. It  is  popular  on  the  Continent 
to  frame  these  great  schemes  extending 
over  eight  or  10  years,  and  we  know 
that  the  follj  of  that  course  has  been 
already  proved  in  the  case  of  France. 
In  Germany,  too,  there  is  a  dislike  of 
annual  Budgets.  There  is  no  practical 
difficulty  connected  with  voting  the 
money  required  from  year  to  year; 
while  there  are  grave  objections,  finan- 
cial, administrative,  and  political,  to 
altering  our  time-honoured  system  of 
annual  Votes  in  Supply;  and  to  that 
system  I  trust  the  House  will  adhere. 
In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
•*Navy,'*  to  the  end  of  the  Reaolution,  in  order 
to  add  the  words,  <*but  this  House  sees  no 
reason  why  provision  for  the  bailding  and 
arming  of  ships  to  be  employed  in  Her  Majest  jr's 
Service  should  be  made  otherwise  than  in 
accordance,  with  the  constitutional  practice 
hitherto  observed,  namely,  by  annual  Votes  in 
Committee  of  Supply."— (ifr.  Childen,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Resolution.'' 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  £aliDg)  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  confined  his  remarks  to  two 
points  connected  with  the  shipbuilding 
scheme  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  objects  to  the  method  by  which  it 
is  proposed  to  raise  the  £10.000,000, 
and  also  to  the  method  by  which  the 
money  is  to  be  disbursed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  also  raised  some 
general  objections  as  to  the  inadvisa- 
bility  of  stereotyping  shipbuilding  by 
laying  down  a  large  number  of  ships 
of  any  one  particular  type  at  a  time. 
He  has  pointed  out  that  great  changes 
occur  in  ships'  armaments,  and  that 
therefore  it  is  not  advisable  to  mort- 
gage your  income  for  a  long  period 
in  advance  for  the  construction  of  any 
one  particular  class  of  ship.  With  a 
good  many  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  the  Government  entirely 
agree.  The  g^eat  object  of  the  Ad- 
mi  ralty  has  been  to  expedite  shipbuild- 
ing ;  we  maintain,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agrees,  I  take  it,  that  what- 
ever num  ber  of  ships  are  laid  down  they 


should  be  pushed  on  and  completed  as 
rapidly  as  possible.    I  think  there  is 
not  a  dissentient  voice  to  that.     We  go 
a  little  further,   and  say  that  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  think  it  adyisable- 
to  lay  down  a  considerable  number  of 
ships,  they  must  adopt  a  procedure  by 
which  the  ships  may  be  completed  witn 
the  greatest  possible  rapidity .  Therefore, 
it  being  a  paramount  object,  from  an 
economical   point  of   view,   to  rapidly 
complete  whatever  ships   we  have    in 
hand,  if  the  House  assent  to  the  Govern- 
ment   proposals    for    constructing    70 
ships,  they  must  assent  to  the  financial 
proposals  which  enable  the  Admiralty,, 
for  the  first  time  in  its  history,  to  jpro^ 
yide  that  every  ship  laid  down  shall  be 
pushed  on  and  completed  with  as  much^ 
rapidity    as    is    consistent    with    good- 
construction.      Therefore,    Sir,    if   the- 
right  hon.   Gentleman   is  prepared   to 
give  effect  to  the  principle  which  he  has 
laid  down  he  must  allow  us  to  adjust 
our  financial  proposals,  so  as  to  carry 
that  principle  into  effect.    I  wish  just 
to  address  a  few  words  to  the  House,  as* 
the  representative  of  one  of  the  spending 
departments.     It  is  the  fashion  in  many 
parts  of  the  House  in  reference  to  the- 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  to  assert 
that  they  are  mere  cesspools  of  malad- 
ministration,    and     to    contrast    their 
expenditure  with  that  of  private  firms. 
But    there  is  no   private  firm    in   the- 
country  which  is    tied    and   hampered 
as  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty  are. 
Not  only  do  these  Departments  have  to^ 
g^ve  a  most  minute  account,  under  a^ 
series  of  the  most  complicated  and  tech- 
nical rules,   for  every   single  farthing 
paid  out— and  I  think  it  necessary,  as,  ol 
course,  economies  can  only  be  promoted 
by  the  representatives  of  the  spending 
Departments  being  forced  to  account  for 
every  item  of  expenditure  ;  but,  in  addi- 
tion to  this,  over  and  over  again  both 
the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  have 
been  hampered  in  their  policy  by  what 
may  be  called  the  covert  actions  of  the 
Executive  Gt)Vtfrnment,  which  often  pro- 
poses to  impose  limitations   upon  the 
Department  that  are  unknown  outside. 
And  when  the  Department,  under  these 
conditions,  fails  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
^;ramme  it  has  in  hand,  it  is  then  sub- 
jected to  attacks  from   the  very  men. 
who    impose    the    restriction    for    not 
properly  using  the   money  at  its  dis- 
posal. If,  therefore,  ships  are  to  be  built. 
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Tapidly,  the  funds  must  be  provided. 
Nobody  can  dispute  that.  I  have  before 
me  a  Return  showing  the  period  occupied 
by  certain  ships  in  construction  and  com- 
pletion.    The   more  quickly  a  ship  is 
built,  the  nearer  its  cost  approaches  the 
■amount  of  the  original  Estimate.    Now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  contended 
that  Boards  of  Admiralty  are  not  in  the 
habit  of  reversing  the  policy  of  their 
predecessors.      If  it  he  true  that   one 
Board  after  another  has  endeavoured  to 
^asLTTj  on  the  policy  of  its  predecessor, 
and  ships  have  been  twice  the  length  of 
time  they  ought  to  be  on  the  stocks,  and 
cost  much  more  than  they  would  have 
done  if  the  construction  had  been  pushed 
on,  is  it  not  evident  that  the  delav  and 
waste  has  been   due  to  the  limitations 
that    have     been     placed     upon     the 
Admiralty  by  insufficient  funds  being 
voted  ?    There  can  be  no  escape  from 
that  conclusion.      I  have  some  figures 
relating  to  the  last  two  or  three  iron- 
>clads   which   were  completed  before  I 
-came  into  office.     The  Agamemnon  took 
-  eight  years  and  five  months  in  building, 
and    the    increase    of  the   expenditure 
over  the  original  Estimate  was  £57,000. 
The  .4jax  was  nine  years  one  month  in 
building,   and  the  increase  of  expendi- 
ture over  the    original    Estimate   was 
£93,000.     The   Dreadnought   was   eight 
years  five  months  in  building,  and  the 
excess  over  the  original  Estimate  was 
£224,000.     But  in  this  case  there  was  a 
material  alteration  in  the  plan  of  the 
vessel.     The  Colossus  was  six  years  ten 
months  in  building,  and  the  excess  ex- 
penditure was  £90,000.     The  Thunderer 
wiB  seven  years  1 L  months  in  building, 
and  the  excess  expenditure  was  £70,000. 
The  Arethusa  and  the  Phaeton^  two  of 
the  last  cruisers  laid  down  before  I  came 
into  office,   took   seven   years   and    six 
months  respectively  in  construction.     If 
-the  practice  of  the  past  is  to  be  adopted, 
And  the  ships  in  the  present  programme 
Are  to  be  as  long  in  building,  tlie  right 
hon.   Gentleman  would  he  right  in  as- 
serting that  the  Admiralty  are  mistaken 
in  laying  down  so  many  vessels  at  the 
same  time,  because  they  would  be  more 
or  less  obsolete  by  the  time  they  were 
finished.     But    the   present  Admiralty 
-propose  to  build  every  single  ship  as 
quickly  as  possible ;  and  if  those  ships 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  naval  experts,  m 
•advance  of  any  existing  ships  of  their 
types,    either    building    or    afloat^    it 
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follows  that  they  must  also  be  in  ad- 
vance of  any  ships  ready  for   service 
when  they  are  completed.     Of  the   70 
ships  to  be  laid  down,  52  will  be  taken 
in  hand  in  the  present  year ;  and  no 
one  whose  has  listened  to  the  debates  in 
the     House,     and     who     knows     the 
characteristics  of  the  ships,  can  deny 
that  they  are  distinctly,  m  the  essen- 
tials of  speed  and  armament,  superior 
to  anything  of  their  kind  built  before. 
The  right   hon.    Gentleman    must    re- 
collect   that    the     present    Board    of 
Admiralty  have  deliberately  stayed  their 
hand  in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  infor- 
mation to  justify  them  in  embarking  on 
a  large  programme.     We  are  to  have  a 
large  number  of  ships  of  a  new  type,  bat 
we  did  not  venture  to  adopt  them  imtil 
they  had  been  thoroughly  tested.     The 
Naval  Manoeuvres  of  last  year  tested  the 
qualities  of  vessels  as  they  had  never 
before  been  tested  in  time  of  peace ;  and 
it  is  on  the  basis  of  this  experience  that 
the  designs  for  new  ships  have  been  pre- 
pared.    Now,  Sir,  when  the  -right  hon. 
Gentleman  impresses  upon  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  the  advisability  of  having  only  a 
few   ships  in  hand  at  one  time,  he  is 
simply   recommending  to   the  Govern- 
ment a  principle  which,  from  the  very 
moment  when  we  came  into  office,  we 
have   kept  before  us  and  acted  upon. 
What    was    the    number    of  ironclads 
building,  or  in  course  of  constructioni 
when  I  came  into  office  ?     In  the  year 
1884-5  13  ironclads  were  building;  and 
the  Government  of  that  day — the  Go- 
vernment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian — added 
eight  to  the  13,  so  that  in  1886-7  there 
were  21  ironclads  building,  the   types 
of  which  were  determined,  and  for  the 
construction  of  which  insufficiency  money 
had  been  voted.     We  found  this  great 
number  of  ships  in  hand,  and  determined 
to  complete  them  all  before  beginning  a 
new    programme.      We    reduced     the 
number    of   21    down  to    four  in   the 
present    year,     and    the  next  year  to 
that  there  was  only  one  in   hand,    so 
that,  so  far  from  attempting  to  stereo- 
type one  kind  of  ship,  the  present  Gt>-> 
vernment   have  acted  in   the  opposite 
direction.     We  have    cleared    off   the 
ships  in  hand,  and  in  proportion  as  they 
have  been  completed  and  more  informa- 
tion has  been  acquired  concerning  de- 
signs, we  have  entered  upon  a  freah 
programme,     which    we     propose    to 
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-^mplete    in    an    unpreoedentlj    short 
time.      From     the    businese    point    of 
view,  therefore,  if  the  House  approve 
of    the     plan     for     constructing     70 
new    ships,    jon    must    make    special 
financial  arrangements  for  the  purpose 
of  completing  the  ships.     I  imderstand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
■eolleagues  object,  not  to  the  proposal  to 
build  70  ships,  but  only  to  the  financial 
procedure    which    we    attach    to    that 
proposition  ;  and  therefore  the  House 
will  perhaps  allow  me  to  state,  from  the 
Admiralty's  point  of  view,  what  seem 
to  be  the  great  advantages  of  the  course 
-suggested.     The  question  of  Ways  and 
Means  must  be    looked   at  from  three 
atand-points — the  constitutional,  the  ad- 
ministrative,   and    the     taxing.      The 
Tight  hon.  Q-entleman  dealt    especially 
with  the  two  latter.     But  he  was  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  1H85,  and  he 
4ind  the    right    hon.     Gentleman     the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  are  responsible 
for   the    financial    arrangements    they 
made  then    for    giving    effect  to  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme.     If  I  contrast 
the  two  sets  of  proposals,  it  is  not  for 
the  purpose  of  making  Party  capital,  but 
eimply  to  point  out  tliat  the    present 
Admiralty,    with  its   additional  experi- 
ence, are  desirous  of  avoiding  the  evils 
and  difficulties  of  the  former  practice. 
Now,  from  a  constitutional  point  of  view, 
I  assume  I   am  right  in  saying  that  if 
this  House  is  to  have  complete  control 
over  its  expenditure,  then  it  follows  that 
the   most  intelligible  forms  of  account 
must  be  presented  to  it.      I  assume  that 
the  great  majority  of  hon.  Members  will 
assent  to  that  proposition.      In  1885  the 
First  Lord   of  the    Admiralty  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  proposed  to 
Parliament    to    spend     £3,100,000     in 
specially  providing  for  the  increase  of 
the  Navy,  and  that  entailed  a  large  ex- 
penditure, including  armament,  of  be- 
tween   four    and    five    millions.      The 
House  assentnd,  as  it  naturally  would ; 
but    without     one     single    particle    of 
authority,   statutory  or   otherwise,   the 
Government    gave    the   orders  to    con 
tractors.     Then,  having  done  that,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  endeavoured 
to    make    financial  provision   for    that 
expenditure,  and  he  proposed  to  spread 
that  expentliture  over  five  years,  and  the 
aums  he  proposed  to  meet  that  expendi- 
ture were^first  year,  £800,000 ;  second 
year,  £800,000 ;  third  year,   £500,000 ;  ' 


fourth  year,  £500,000  ;  and  fifth  year, 
£500,000.  The  whole  of  these  financial 
arrangements  broke  down.  The  first 
year  the  disbursements  were  £1,600,000  ; 
in  the  second  year,  £1,344,000;  in  the 
third  year,  £8 1 3,000 ;  in  the  fourth  year, 
£296,000;  and  in  the  fifth  year, 
£69,000.  Now,  my  only  wish  is  to 
point  out  that  the  financial  arrange- 
ments which  were  made  were  absolutely 
insuf&cient.  In  the  second  year  that 
this  programme  was  in  force  it  entailed 
a  much  larger  expenditure  than  was 
anticipated  by  the  Government,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thereupon 
proposed  to  meet  the  demand  by  the 
suspension  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 

♦Mr.  CHILDER8  :  The  Government 
of  the  day  met  it  out  of  the  Votes. 

♦LoHD  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes;  but 
where  did  the  Ways  and  Means  come 
from?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  look  at  the  Budget  he  will  see  that 
they  came  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 
The  operation  of  the  Sinking  Fund  was 
suspended  practically  to  make  provision 
for  that  portion  of  Lord  Norlhbrook's 
programme  which  had  been  wholly 
under- estimated  the  previous  year ;  and 
although,  owing  to  an  increase  in  the 
revenue,  it  was  not  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  it,  that  was  the  constitu- 
tional mode  adopted  by  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman,  who  now  insists  on  the 
strictest  adherence  to  Parliamentary 
precedents.  Yes,  Sir ;  and  the  result  of 
attempting  to  put  the  cost  of  this  extra 

Programme  on  the  ordinary  Estimates 
as  been  to  disorganize  Navy  finance 
ever  since.  No  one  has  suffered  more 
from  the  impossibility  of  distinguishing 
normal  from  abnormal  expenditure, 
which  has  existed  ever  since,  than  I 
have  myself,  because  I  have  over  and 
over  again  been  accused  of  arbitrarily 
reducing  the  naval  expenditure,  whereas 
the  ditfereuce  between  the  Estimates  for 
the  several  years  for  which  I  am  respon- 
sible is  mainly  due  to  the  inequality  of 
the  disbursement  connected  with  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme.  I  say  we  have 
before  us  a  procedure  which  is  on  every 
ground  to  be  avoided  ;  it  is  inconsistent 
in  itself,  and  it  is  unconstitutional  inas- 
much as  the  expenditure  was  incurred 
before  the  sanction  of  the  House  was 
given,  and  the  provision  made  for  it  was 
wholly  inadequate.  The  Government 
have  avoided  those  difficulties,  and  by 
dissociating    the    abnormal    from    the 
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rapidly,  the  funds  mast  be  provided. 
Nobody  can  dispute  that.  I  have  before 
me  a  Hetum  showing  the  period  occupied 
by  certain  ships  in  construction  and  com- 
pletion.    The   more  quickly  a  ship  is 
built,  the  nearer  its  cost  approaches  the 
■amount  of  the  original  Estimate.     Now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  contended 
that  Boards  of  Admiralty  are  not  in  the 
habit  of  reversing  the  policy  of  their 
predecessors.      If  it  he  true  that   one 
Board  after  another  has  endeavoured  to 
carry  on  the  policy  of  its  predecessor, 
and  ships  have  been  twice  the  length  of 
time  they  ought  to  be  on  the  stocks,  and 
cost  much  more  than  they  would  have 
done  if  the  construction  had  been  pushed 
on,  is  it  not  evident  that  the  delay  and 
waste  has  been   due  to  the  limitations 
that     have     bopn     placed     upon     the 
Admiralty  by  insufficient  funds  being 
voted  ?     There  can  be  no  escape  from 
that  conclusion.      I  have  some  figures 
relating  to  the  last  two  or  three  iron- 
clads  which   were  completed  before  I 
<!ame  into  office.     The  Agamemnon  took 
eight  years  and  five  months  in  building, 
and    the    increase    of  the   expenditure 
over  the  original  Estimate  was  £57,000. 
The  Ajax  was  nine  years  one  month  in 
building,   and  the  increase  of  expendi- 
ture  over  the    original    Estimate    was 
£93,000.     The   Dreadnought   was   eight 
years  five  months  in  building,  and  the 
excess  over  the  original  Estimate  was 
£224,000.     But  in  this  case  there  was  a 
material  alteration  in  the  plan  of  the 
vessel.     The  Colo*8us  was  six  years  ten 
months  in  building,  and  the  excess  ex- 
penditure was  £<jO,000.     The  Thunderer 
wjs  seven  years  11  months  in  building, 
and  the  excess  expenditure  was  £70,000. 
The  ArethuHa  and  the  Phaeton^  two  of 
the  last  cruisers  laid  down  before  I  came 
into  ofiice,   took   seven   years   and    six 
months  respectivply  in  construction.     If 
the  practice  of  the  past  is  to  be  adopted, 
and  the  ships  in  the  present  programme 
are  to  be  as  l^>ng  in  building,  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  would  be  right  in  as- 
serting that  the  Admiralty  are  mistaken 
in  laying  down  so  many  vessels  at  the 
same  time,  because  they  would  be  more 
or  less  obsolete  by  the  time  they  were 
finished.     But    the   present   Admiralty 
propose  to  build  every  single  ship  as 
quickly  as  possible ;  and  if  those  ships 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  naval  experts,  in 
advance  of  any  existing  ships  of  their 
types,    either    building    or    afloat,    it 
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follows  that  thejmoBt  alao  be  in  ad- 
vance of  any  ships  ready  for  aenrioo 
when  they  are  completed.     Of  the   70 
ships  to  be  laid  down,  52  will  be  taken 
in  hand  in  the  present  year;  and  no 
one  whose  has  listened  to  the  debates  in 
the     House,     and     who     knows     the 
characteristics  of  the  ships,  can  deny 
that  they  are  distinctly,  in  the  essen- 
tials of  speed  and  armament,  superior 
to  anything  of  their  kind  bnilt  befdwe. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman    most    re- 
collect   that    the    present    Board    of 
Admiralty  have  deliberately  stayed  their 
hand  in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  infor- 
mation to  justify  them  in  embarking  on 
a  large  programme.     We  are  to  have  a 
large  number  of  ships  of  a  new  type,  bat 
we  did  not  venture  to  adopt  them  nntil 
they  had  been  thoroughly  tested.     The 
Naval  Manoeuvres  of  last  year  tested  the 
qualities  of  vessels  as  they  had  neTor 
before  been  tested  in  time  of  peace ;  and 
it  is  on  the  basis  of  this  experience  that 
the  designs  for  new  ships  have  been  pre- 
pared.    Now,  Sir,  when  the  'right  hon. 
Grentleman  impresses  upon  the  Qovem* 
ment  the  advisability  of  having  only  a 
few  ships  in  hand  at  one  time,  he  is 
simply   recommending  to  the  Govern- 
ment a  principle  which,  from  the  Tsrj 
moment  when  we  came  into  office,  we 
have  kept  before  us  and  acted  upon. 
What    was    the    number    of  iromuads 
building,  or  in  course  of  oonstrootioiii 
when  I  came  into  office  ?     In  the  year 
1884-5  13  ironclads  were  building;  and 
the  Government  of  that  day — the  Gh>- 
vernment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian — added 
eight  to  the  13,  so  that  in  1886-7  there 
were  21  ironclads  building,  the   types 
of  which  were  determined,  and  for  the 
construction  of  which  insufficiency  money 
had  been  voted.     We  found  this  greet 
number  of  ships  in  hand,  and  determined 
to  complete  them  all  before  beginning  a 
new    programme.      We    reduced    the 
number    of   21    down   to    four  in  the 
present    year,    and    the  next  year  to 
that  there  was  only  one  in   hand,   eo 
that,  so  far  from  attempting  to  stereo- 
type one  kind  of  ship,  the  present  Cto- 
vernment   have  acted  in  the  opposite 
direction.     We  have    cleared    off   the 
ships  in  hand,  and  in  proportion  as  they 
have  been  comp'eted  and  more  infonna* 
tion  has  been  acquired  concerninff  de- 
signs,  we  have  entered  upon  a  freeh 
progpramme,     which     we     propoee    to 
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<k)mp1ete    in    an    unprecedently    short 
time.      From     the    business    point    of 
view,  therefore,  if  the  House  approve 
of    the     plan     for     constructing     70 
new    ships,    jou    must    make     special 
financial  arrangements  for  the  purpose 
of  completing  the  ships.     I  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagues  object,  not  to  the  proposal  to 
build  70  ships,  but  only  to  the  financial 
procedure    which    we    attach    to    that 
proposition  ;  and  therefore  the  House 
will  perhaps  allow  me  to  state,  from  the 
Admiralty  s  point  of  view,  what  seem 
to  be  the  great  advantages  of  the  course 
suggested.     The  question  of  Ways  and 
Means  must  be    looked   at  from  three 
stand-points — the  constitutional,  the  ad- 
ministrative,   and    the    taxing.       The 
right  hon    Gentleman  dealt    especially 
with  the  two  latter.     But  he  was  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  1H85,  and  he 
And   the    right    hon.     Gentleman     the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  are  responsible 
for    the    financial    arrangements    they 
made  then    for    giving    efifect  to  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme.     If  I  contrast 
the  two  sets  of  proposals,  it  is  not  for 
the  purpose  of  making  Party  capital,  but 
simply   to  point  out  that  the    present 
Admiralty,    with  its   additional  experi- 
ence, are  desirous  of  avoiding  the  evils 
and  difficulties  of  the  former  practice. 
Now,  from  a  constitutional  point  of  view, 
I  assume  I   am  right  in  saying  that  if 
this  House  is  to  have  complete  control 
over  its  expenditure,  then  it  follows  that 
the   most  intelligible  forms  of  account 
must  be  presented  to  it.      I  assume  that 
the  great  majority  of  hon.  Members  will 
assent  to  that  proposition.      In  1885  the 
First   Lord   of  the    Admiralty  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  proposed  to 
Parliament    to    spend     £3,100,000     in 
specially  providing  for  the  increase  of 
the  Navy,  and  that  entailed  a  large  ex- 
penditure, including  armament,  of  be- 
tween   four    and    five    millions.      The 
House  assent»^d,  as  it  naturally  would ; 
but    without     one     single    particle    of 
authority,    statutory   or    otherwise,   the 
Government    gave    the   orders  to    con 
tractors.     Then,  having  done  that,  the 
Ohancellorof  the  Exchequer  endeavoured 
to    make    financial  provision   for    that 
expenditure,  and  he  proposed  to  spread 
that  expentiiture  over  five  years,  and  the 
6ums  he  proposed  to  meet  that  expendi- 
ture were — first  year,  £800,000  ;  second 
year,  £800,000 ;  third  year,   £500,000 ; 


fourth  year,  £500,000  ;  and  fifth  year, 
£500,000.  The  whole  of  these  financial 
arrangements  broke  down.  The  first 
year  the  disbursements  were  £1,600,000  ; 
in  the  second  year,  £1,344,000;  in  the 
third  year,  £813,000 ;  in  the  fourth  year, 
£296,000;  and  in  the  fifth  year, 
£59,000.  Now.  my  only  wish  is  to 
point  out  that  the  financial  arrange- 
ments which  were  made  were  absolutely 
insufficient.  In  the  second  year  that 
this  programme  was  in  force  it  entailed 
a  much  larger  expenditure  than  was 
anticipated  by  the  Government,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thereupon 
proposed  to  meet  the  demand  by  the 
suspension  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 

*Mr.  CHILDER8  :  The  Government 
of  the  day  met  it  out  of  the  Votes. 

*LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes;  but 
where  did  the  Ways  and  Means  come 
from?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  look  at  the  Budget  he  will  see  that 
they  came  out  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 
The  operation  of  the  Sinking  Fund  was 
suspended  practically  to  make  provision 
for  that  portion  of  Lord  Northbrook's 
programme  which  had  been  wholly 
under- estimated  the  previous  year;  and 
although,  owing  to  an  increase  in  the 
revenue,  it  was  not  necessary  to  have 
recourse  to  it,  that  was  the  constitu- 
tional mode  adopted  by  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman,  who  now  insists  on  the 
strictest  adherence  to  Parliamentary 
precedents.  Yes,  Sir ;  and  the  result  of 
attempting  to  put  the  cost  of  this  extra 

Programme  on  the  ordinary  Estimates 
as  been  to  disorganize  Navy  finance 
ever  since.  No  one  has  suffered  more 
from  the  impossibility  of  distinguishing 
normal  from  abnormal  expenditure, 
which  has  existed  ever  since,  than  I 
have  myself,  because  I  have  over  and 
over  again  been  accused  of  arbitrarily 
reducing  the  naval  expenditure,  whereas 
the  difference  between  the  Estimates  for 
the  several  years  for  which  I  am  respon- 
sible is  mainly  due  to  the  inequality  of 
the  disbursement  connected  with  Lord 
Northbrook's  programme.  I  say  we  have 
before  us  a  procedure  whicli  is  on  every 
ground  to  be  avoided  ;  it  is  inconsistent 
in  itself,  and  it  is  unconstitutional  inas- 
much as  the  expenditure  was  incurred 
before  the  sanction  of  the  House  was 
given,  and  the  provision  made  for  it  was 
wholly  inadequate.  The  Government 
have  avoided  those  difficulties,  and  by 
dissociating    the    abnormal    from    the 
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this  debate  have  been  entirely  obscured 
and  darkened  by  the  noble  Lord,  who 
says  that  he    understands  right    hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  Bench  to  take   no 
objection  to  the  amount  of  expenditure 
now  under  discussion.     I  am  not  aware 
that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  Bench 
have  arrived  at  any  collective  resolution 
on  that  subject.     For  my  own  part,  I 
must  own  that  I   am    not  aware  of  a 
sufficient  justification  for  this  large  ex- 
penditure.    At  the  same   time,   I  am 
aware  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  means  of  information  and  judg- 
ment on  this  subject  such  as  I  do  not 
possess,  and  I  do  not  think  proper  to 
take  upon  myself  the  responsibility  of 
refusing  on  a  question  of  confidence,  as 
this  necessarily  is,  a  demand  made  by 
the  responsible  advisers  of  the  Crown. 
I  speak  only  for  myself ;  it  is  the  view  I 
take.     I   own  there  is   great  force   in 
many  of  the  arguments  tbat  have  been 
used,  and  I  am   not   prepared  to  chal- 
lenge, as  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  coimtry,  a  great  Party  and  Parlia- 
mentary issue  upon  a  question  which,  it 
appears  to    me,    must  depend  in    the 
main    upon   the    responsibility  of   the 
Government,    and    which    I   am     dis- 
posed    to     that     extent    to    leave    in 
their  hands.     So  much  as  regards  the 
amount    of    expenditure ;    but    I    en- 
tirely agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
that  matter,  be  it  small  or  great,  is  in 
no   degree  in  question  at  the    present 
time.     The  question  is  as  to  the  mode 
of  making  provision  for  that  expenditure. 
What  says  the  noble  Lord  ?     He  says 
the  object   of   the  plan  is  to  expedite 
shipbuilding,  and  he  treated  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  as  if  my  rig-ht 
hon.  Friend   had  objected  to   expedite 
shipbuilding ;  but  there  is  no  objection 
taken  to  the  expediting  of  shipbuilding. 
On  the   contrary,    we   are   disposed    to 
agree  that  whatever  ships  are  laid  down 
should    be    carried    forward    with    all 
possible  expedition  to  their  completion. 
That  matter  has  been  treated  as  if  it 
were  a  matter  at  issue  between  us ;    but 
upon  it,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no 
difference  of  opinion  at  all.     Then  the 
noble  Lord  also  says  that  his  policy  has 
been   to   place   before   the  House    the 
entire     scheme    of    the     Government. 
Neither  to  that  proposition  do  I  care  to 
take  any  objection   whatever.     If  the 
noble  Lord  has  found  it  his  duty  to 
propose  the  commencement  of  a  plan 
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which  is  to  occupy  several  years 
in  its  execution,  I  do  not  object 
to  his  endeavouring  to  obtain  the 
assent  of  Parliament  to  the  general 
groundwork  of  that  plan,  and  to  give  to 
that  assent  all  the  weight  that  can  be 
given  to  it  by  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
vernment, by  full  discussion,  and  by  the 
deliberate  assent  of  Paxliament.  Now 
I  come  to  the  point  which  is  really  at 
issue  between  us.  It  is  a  question  whe- 
ther the  wants  of  the  year  ought  to  be 
provided  by  the  free  judgment  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  provided  with 
reference  to  the  expenditure  of  the  year. 
The  noble  Lord  says  that  it  is  financial 
and  Parliamentary  pedantry  to  hold  that 
the  wants  of  the  year  ougnt  to  be  fur- 
nished out  of  the  supplies  and  provisions 
made  for  the  year.  Now,  Sir,  there  it 
is  we  join  issue  with  the  noble  Lord. 
That  is  what  he  denounces  as  Parliamen- 
tary and  financial  pedantry ;  and  he  says 
that  there  cure  a  number  of  these  finan- 
cial and  Parliamentary  pedants  sitting 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  hope  there 
are,  but  I  am  boun4  to  say  we  hare  got 
on  the  present  occasion  a  Leader.  Our 
Leader  does  not  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House ;  he  sits  on  the  other  side.  Our 
Leader  does  not  sit  on  the  Back  Benches 
of  the  other  side ;  he  sits  on  the  Front 
Bench.  Nay,  more,  he  is  the  Oracle  of  the 
Government  for  financial  purposeSi  and 
he  is  the  Leader  in  the  dootzines  of 
financial  and  Parliamentary  pedantiy^ 
Here  are  his  express  words,  which  have 
already  been  quoted  to-night.  He 
said — 

**  I  ahall  always  adhero  to  the  pxinoiple  that 
the  needs  of  the  year  should  be  met  ouft  of  ths 
revenues  of  the  year." 

These  are  the  words  of  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  these 
are  the  words  which  the  noble  Lord  who 
sits  by  him  has  endeavoured  to  destroy .^ 
It  is  a  rather  awkward  thing  when  one' 
Cabinet  Minister  has  to  assail  the  fun* 
damental  doctrines  of  another.  XJnlbf- 
tunately ,  in  the  contingencies  of  politioal 
life  a  necessity  of  that  kind  may  axise. 
What  I  have  to  suggest  is  that  whan  an 
operation  of  that  kind  is  to  be  per* 
formed  it  ought  to  be  performed  with  the 
utmost  delicacy  and  gentleness.  Strong 
language  and  antithetical  and  epigram- 
matioal  phrases  are  not  adaptea  to  the 
occasion,  and  if  it  was  necessary  for  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  tihna 
severely  to  deal  with  the  Chaneellor  oC 


1625 


Naval 


|Apbil4,  1889) 


Defence. 


1626^ 


the  Exchequer,  he  might  have  been  con- 
tented with  making  his  arguments  and 
drawing  his  inferences,  but  he  ought 
not  to  have  held  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tleman  up  to  the  world  as  the  father  and 
the  leader  of  financial  and  Parlia- 
mentary pedantry.  Financial  and  Par- 
liamentary pedantry  has  been  the  guide 
of  this  country  and  of  the  Governments 
of  this  country  in  all  the  best  financial 
times.  The  man  who  most  of  all  laid 
down  this  doctrine  of  annual  provision 
for  the  wants  of  the  year  out  of  the 
means  of  the  year  was  the  man  who 
raised  his  own  financial  reputation  to 
the  highest  point— namely,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel — and  raised  it  expressly  and  im- 
plicitly by  maintaining  that  doctrine 
and  by  using  all  his  eloquence  and  in- 
fluence to  induce  Parliament  to  apply  it. 
I  will  not  refer  to  other  periods,  further 
than  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord's  doc- 
trine that  taxation  ought  not  to  be  raised 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  year  is,  in  my 
opinion,  most  dangerous  and  fatal  to 
what  I  should  call  financial  morality. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  labouring  under  a 
mistake ;  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to 
explain.  I  did  not  say  that  the  wants 
of  the  year  should  not  be  met  by  the 
revenue  of  the  year,  but  that  financial 
pedantry  was  putting  on  five  millions 
one  year  and  taking  them  off  next  year. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  case,  apart  from  operations  of 
war,  where  it  has  been  necessary  to  put 
on  five  millions  one  year  and  then  pos- 
sibly take  it  off  the  next  year.  Am  I 
to  understand  from  the  interruption  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  has  receded  a 
little  from  his  doctrine  of  financial  and 
Parliamentary  pedantry  in  order  to 
smooth  a  little  the  chastisement  he  has 
bestowed  on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  that  he  is  even  disposed  to 
give  a  qualified  adhesion  to  the  words 
which  I  have  quoted  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  which 
satisfy  all  our  extremest  exigencies,  and 
even  perhaps  go  a  little  beyond  them — 
"  I  shall  always  adhere  " — always — 
'*  to  the  principle  that  the  needs  of  the 
year  should  be  met  out  of  the  revenues 
of  the  year."  No,  Sir,  such  cases  do 
not  occur  in  a  time  of  peace,  and  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  our  operations,  as 
having  to  impose  five  millions  one  year 
and  take  them  off  next.  It  may  be  quite 
true  that  in  a  great  exigency  (I  do  not 


know  whether  it  was  as  great  as  is  now 
supposed  to  exist,  but  no  doubt  the^ 
public  opinion  of  the  country  deemed  it 
a  very  great  exigency),  which  arose  in 
the  years  1859  and  1860,  you  may  say 
that  five  millions  of  taxation  were  put 
on.  The  noble  Lord  savs  that  Liberal 
Governments  have  always  flinched^ 
from  proposing  money  to  meet  the^ 
expenditure  of  the  year,  but  I  should 
like  to  see  the  noble  Lord  come  and. 
propose  an  addition  of  5d.  on  the  income 
tax  in  order  to  meet  the  charges  he  is^ 
placing  on  the  country,  and  then  we- 
shall  see  who  is  disposed  boldly  to  con- 
front the  necessities  of  the  country.  Ii^ 
1859-60  we  did  propose  an  income  tax^ 
of  5d.  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  country ;. 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  believe 
that  imposition  of  5d.,  in  the  then  state 
of  mind  of  the  country,  was  considered 
a  bold  and  a  right  and  a  wise  act  on  the^ 
part  of  the  Government.  There  was  no- 
removal  of  those  five  millions  in  the^ 
next  year,  but,  by  a  great  effort  and  a 
long  course  of  labour  continued  through 
several  years,  the  income  tax  waa 
gradually  reduced  from  lOd.  in  1860  ta 
5d.  or  4a.,  at  which  it  was  left  in  1866 
when  we  quitted  office.  The  noble  Lord 
has  introduced  a  good  deal  of  retaliatory- 
matter  and  of  tu  qiLoque^  which  I  must 
point  out  is  one  of  the  most  inconvenient 
and  objectionable  things  on  the  part  of 
a  Government  which  is  justly  jealous  of 
the  time  of  Parliament.  He  is  almost 
compelling  us  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  when  in  this  debate,  without 
any  relevance  to  the  subject  at  all,  he 
goes  back  to  what  was  done  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt),  or  sanctioned  by  myself^ 
giving  us  thereby  distinct  provocation  t^ 
go  back  on  the  discussion  of  these  sub- 
jects and  introduce  a  great  number  of 
important  topics  into  the  debate,  which 
are  much  better  excluded  from  it.  \_A 
laughS]  I  do  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  laugh  if  I  say  that  that  \% 
a  highly  inconvenient  practice  on  the^ 
part  of  a  Government  which  is  strivings 
to  save  public  time,  if  they  really  wish  to- 
save  public  time,  as  I  am  bound  for  Par- 
liamentary purposes  to  suppose  they  do^ 
but  as  to  which  I  must  own  in  my  mind^ 
sometimes,  from  practices  like  those 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  other  practices,  I 
am  tempted  to  entertain  very  consider* 
able  doubts.  The  noble  Lord  takes- 
oredit  for  not  asking  for  a  Yote  of  Oredife 


1627 


Naval 


<  COMMONS} 


JDefmee. 


1628 


^n  this  occasion.     It  is  not  possible  for 
him  to  ask  for  a  Vote  of  Credit.     If  I 
understand  a  Vote  of  Credit,  no  Vote  of 
Credit  can  be  asked  for  in  respect  of 
expenditure  which  can  be  estimated  for; 
but  the  noble  Lord  boasts  that  he  has 
estimated  for  the  whole  of  this  expendi- 
ture, and  having  estimated   for  it,  he 
must  not  take  credit  for  not  asking  for 
such  a  Vote,  because  it  is  out  of  his 
power  to  do  so  according  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary practice  of  this  country.     The 
point  at  issue  is  not  expediting  ship- 
building, which  we  regard  probably  as 
:a  good  object ;  but  what  we  conceive  to 
be    objectionable,    as    my  right   hon. 
Friend  has  shown,  is  the  attempt  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  withdraw  five  millions  of 
money  from  the  jurisdiction  of  Parlia- 
ment.    There  are  instances  where  it  is 
right  or  allowable  to  proceed  not  by 
annual  charge,  but   by  loan,  and   the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  be  has  made  a 
point  in  referring  to  the  case  of  1860, 
when  undoubtedly  the  provision  made 
for  the  fortifications  proposed  by  Lord 
Palmerston  was  made  by  a  loan,  and 
was  not  defrayed  out    of   the    annual 
Estimates  of  the  country.     That  is  quite 
true.      I  will   not   discuss  the  case  of 
those  fortifications  now  further  than  to 
say  that  the  measure  was  unquestion- 
ably one  demanded  by  the  general  and 
keen  desire  of  the  country.     I  hardly 
kno^  a  case  where  the  country  was  more 
completely  set  upon  a  proposal,  although 
many  other  things  have  occurred  since. 
But  the  noble  Lord  must  make  this  dis- 
tinction.     The  legitimacy  of  resorting 
to   a  loan   depends  upon   a  fair   con- 
Bideration     of     the     ability     of     the 
country  to  bear  taxation.     Where  you 
have  a  very  large  increment  indeed  of 
your  charge,  you  cannot  go  the   whole 
length  of  providing — although  the  Chan- 
cellor   of    the     Exchequer    says     you 
can — everything  out  of  the  resources  of 
the  year.      What    did   we    do  ?      We 
added  od.    to    the  income  tax — 4d.  in 
July,     1859,     and    another    penny     in 
February     1860;    and,     having     done 
that,  and  having  another  charge  to  meet, 
we  did  think  it  was  unreasonable  to  press 
the  country   to   find    every  farthing  for 
those  fortifications  out  of  the  taxes  of 
the   year,    and   we    used,    therefore,    a 
Supplementary  Vote    of    Credit.     Un- 
doubtedly, as  has  been  well  said  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  was  the  best  and 
the  only  course,  not  only  in  the  judgment 
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of  Lord  Palmerston  but  of  the  country. 
These  fortifications  were  completely 
different  in  principle  from  an  annual 
provision  for  our  wants.  They  were  in 
the  nature,  as  was  then  supposed,  of  an 
addition  to  our  permanent  seouriW,  and 
the  charge  was  one  altogether  analogoas 
to  one  which  cast  a  burden  upon  the 
State  for  the  benefit  of  future  genera- 
tions. What  we  complain  of  in  me  pre- 
sent proposal  is  the  withdrawal  of  these 
charges  from  the  control  not  only  of  the 

Present,  but  of  a  future  Parliament. 
'hree  years  hence,  as  I  conceive,  a  new 
Parliament  will  be  chosen.  There  are 
those  who  believe  that  the  inclinations 
and  ideas  of  that  Parliament  may  be 
very  different  indeed  from  those  of  the 
present.  But  quite  apart  fromspeculations 
of  that  character,  the  true  contention  is 
that  Parliament  ought  to  be  free.  It  is 
not  desirable  to  bind,  more  than  absolute 
necessity  requires,  the  hands  even'  of  the 
present  Parliament  as  to  future  years. 
The  right  and  power  of  the  Parliament 
is  to  judge  the  wants  ofthe  country  from 
year  to  year,  and  much  of  the  power  and 
influence  of  this  House,  as  well  as  the 
primary  duty  and  obligation  of  the 
House,  depends  on  the  maintenance  of 
that  principle  intact.  But  I  must  say 
it  is  going  very  much  further  indeed 
when,  not  satisfied  with  eudeavouring  to 
bind  yourselves,  you  go  beyond  that, 
and  endeavour  to  bind,  by  making 
charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  a 
future  Parliament,  as  to  expenditure  of 
which  you  forbid  it  to  be  the  judge,  and 
of  which  our  contention  is  that  it  ought 
to  be  the  judge.  What  right  have  yoii 
to  distrust  Parliament  ?  When  has 
Parliament  refused  the  reasonable,  and 
even,  perhaps,  the  unreasonable,  de- 
mands of  the  Government?  If  the 
House  of  Commons  has  had  a  fault,  it 
has  been  its  extreme  truthfulness  and 
wonderful  liberality,  and  its  readiness  to 
burden  the  country  in  deference  to  the 
demands  of  the  Government.  It  is 
an  ungenerous  return,  and  necessarily, 
therefore,  an  unwise  return,  for 
the  confidence  so  shown  by  the 
House  of  Commons  to  lay  before  it  a 
plan  by  which  you  not  only  ask  us  to 
bind  and  forfeit  our  own  disoretion  for 


coming  years,  but  by  which  you 
determine  that  a  set  of  gentlemen  who 
are  to  be  elected  by  the  country,  we  will 
say  so  far  off  as  three  years  hence  shall 
be  also  bound.    If,  as  you  on  that  side 
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Bay,  these  wants  exist,  we  on  this  side  of  is  well  known,  and  what  has  been  well 
the  House  contend  that  jou  ought  to  recognised  all  along,  during  the  whole 
make  provision  for  them  now,  out  Parliamentary  lifetime  of  all  of  us  who 
of  the  revenues  of  the  year.  I  will  not  sit  here — certainly  during  my  own  Par- 
trespass  much  longer  upon  the  time  of  liamentary  lifetime — in  making  proper 
the  House,  but  I  must  just  refer  to  the  provision  for  the  finances  of  the  country, 
distinction  between  the  two  portions  of  It  has  been  dearly  pointed  out  by  my 
this  plan.  The  noble  Lord  wants  to  get  right  hon.  Friend — and  it  has  not  been 
statutory  authority  for  his  entire  scheme,  denied — that  £5,000,000  of  the  money, 
and  he  thinks  he  gets  statutory  author-  the  expenditure  of  which  is  to  be  ordered 
ity  under  this  Resolution  and  the  Bill  by  us,  but  the  provision  for  which  is  to 
which  will  follow  upon  it.  Now,  I  con-  be  made  by  the  new  Parliament,  is,  in 
tend  he  will  not.  As  I  understand  the  fact — call  it  what  you  like— a  loan.  But 
Besolution,  not  one  sixpence  can  be  ex-  you  ought  never  to  resort  to  a  loan  at  all 
pended  under  it.  The  Bill  will  autho-  until  you  have  exhausted  the  fair  and 
rize  the  issue  of  ten  millions  from  the  just  resources  of  annual  taxation.  When 
Consolidated  Fund,  but  the  other  we  had  the  income  tax  at  lOd.  in  the 
and  somewhat  larger  portion — namely,  pound  in  1860,  we  thought  we  had 
the  1 1  millions,  which  is  to  depend  exhausted  those  resources,  and  coose- 
on  Votes,  cannot  possibly  be  issued  |  quently  we  called  in  the  aid  of  a  loan  ; 
and  charged  on  that  Fund.  Very  i  but  with  the  income  tax  at  6d.  in  the 
well,  the  noble  Lord  has  to  trust 
the  House  of  Commons  for  the  10 
millions.      Why  not  trust  them  for  the 


pound,  reduced  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  last  year  and  the  year  before, 
it    is  absurd    to    say   that    you    have 
£21,000,000  ?     The  noble  Lord  says  he  j  exhausted  those  resources.     There  is  no 
wants     statutory    authority    for     the   case  for  resorting  to  a  loan.     But  you 


plan,       but      he    would       have      no 
statutory    authority.     Tou  may    give 
utterance  to   whatever   magniloquence 
you  choose,  but  it  is   of  no  force    and 
of  no  avail  whatever.     Not  one  farthing 
can  be  spent  in  virtue  of  all  the  fine 
language  that  is  used  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  our  contention  is  that  the  House  is 
entitled  to  this  confidence.      The  House 
has  always  shown  itself  worthy  of  con- 
fidence, and  the  constitutional  and  the 
wise  course  is  to  repay  the  confidence 
of  the  House  by  similar  frankness  and 
trustfulness  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    They  have  never  been  disap- 
pointed by  the  House ;   the  House  has 
never  shown   a  disposition   to   take  a 
niggardly    course    in     matters    affect- 
ing   the    defence     of     the     country; 
and   I  think  you  will    recognize    the 
fact  as  men  of   business,   as  men  of 
common  sense,  and  not  only  as  men  of 
sound  constitutional  principle,  that  the 
solid  basis  of  experience  and  the  uniform 
practice  of  Parliament  are  in  favour  of 
showing  you  that  you  will  be  wiser  in 
trusting  to  that  solid  basis  of  experience 
than  in  endeavouring  to  introduce  new 
financial  methods  which  savour,  perhaps, 
of  foreign  finance.     Foreign  countries 
have    not    been    so     well     habituated 
to  regulate  their  balance  from  year  to 
year  as  we  have  been  happily  aocnatomed 
to  do,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that,  in 


ought  either  to  have  declared  that  you 
would  not  do  this,  or  you  ought  to  make 
it  known  to  the  country  that  you  are 
borrowing  money  which  you  leave  to 
the  next  Parliament  to  pay.    Tou,  how- 
ever,   take    it    upon   yourselves;     you 
already    presume,    in    defiance  of    all 
financial   practice,    in  defiance    of    the 
Bules  and  precedents  of  this  House,  to 
take  it  out  of  the  power  of  that  Parlia 
ment  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of  the 
expenditure  which   you    are  going   to 
saddle  upon  it.     We  can  protest  against 
that  altogether,  but  do  not  aggravate 
that  offence  by  endeavouring  to  conceal 
it.     You  have  placed  this  arrangement 
under  a  cover.     None  but  the  most  ex- 
pert financier,   like    my    hon.  Friend, 
after  considerable  labour,  is  able  fully 
to  understand  the  operation  of  this  plan. 
It  is  an  express  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  annual  Supply  to  which   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  pledged 
himself  in    terms  somewhat  extreme; 
but  the  character  of  those  terms  being 
so  extreme  testifies  to    the    profound 
nature  of  the  convictions  under  which 
they  were  delivered  by  him,   and  the 
resolute  determination  which,  in  all  cir- 
cumstances,   he   should   adhere    to   in 
giving  them  effect.    This  is  done  with 
no  precedent — with  no  approach  to  a 
preMdent     The   noble  Lord  has   not 
gone  npon  _the   ease  quoted    by   my 


fact,  you  will  dedine  to  departfrom  what  I  right  hon.  Friend.    As  I  have  diowBi 
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the  case  of  1860  is  no  precedent.  I  , 
leave  that  part  of  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  produce  its 
effect,  in  which  he  referred  to  stereo- 
typing  the  judgment  of  Parliament  on 
matters  connected  with  the  huilding  of 
ships  that  are  in  a  state  of  continual 
flux ;  but  the  grounds  we  have  shown 
are,  it  appears  to  me,  more  than  ample 
to  induce  the  Government  to  modify,  at 
all  events,  the  method  of  their  proceed- 
ing. I  have  said  that  you  have  nothing 
approaching  to  a  precedent,  but  you  are 
creating  a  financial  precedent  in  this 
plan  which  is  so  bad  that  it  contains  in 
itself  the  seeds  of  future  evil.  There  is 
scarcely  any  conceivable  abuse  in  the 
finance  of  a  country  which  may  not  be 
covered  and  justified  by  some  future 
Government  and  by  some  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  under  the  au- 
thority of  what  you  are  now  inviting  us 
to  consider,  both  when  that  Government 
and  that  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
have  no  courage  to  look  in  the  face  the 
necessities  of  their  position,  and  when 
they  are  endeavouring  to  fiinch  from  the 
ful61ment  of  their  known  obligations 
and  constitutional  functions.  On  these 
grounds,  entirely  without  reference  to 
any  question  of  the  amount  of  this  ex- 
penditure, I  hope  that  the  method  of 
this  provision  will  be  seen  by  the  whole 
House,  to  involve  as  it  does  constitutional 
and  practical  principles  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance;  and  we  call  upon 
tiie  House,  at  all  events  within  the 
bounds  of  moderation  and  practicability, 
to  adhere  to  the  sound  principle  which 
has  been  denounced  by  the  First  Lord, 
but  which  has  been  promulgated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — namely, 
that  the  wants  of  the  year  should  be  pro- 
vided out  of^the  Revenues  of  the  year. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  do  my 
best  to  follow  the  injunctions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
warning  which  he  administered  to 
my  noble  Friend,  that  whatever  we 
do  we  should  on  no  account  carry  the  war 
into  the  enemy's  camp.  We  are  called 
weak-kneed,  and  we  are  to  have  every 
conceivable  charge  of  financial  incom- 
petency brought  against  us,  but  we  are 
not  to  be  allowed  to  cite  against  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  precedents,  which 
show  that  our  proceedings  are  venial 
compared  with  some  of  the  examples 
they  have  set  us.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  has  challenged 
us  about  fettering  the .  freedom  of  the 
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House,  in  providing  the  fimds  to  pay  for 
the  ships  put  out  to  contract.  The 
whole  of  those  ships  put  out  to  con- 
tract are  to  be  laid  down  at  once.  I 
hope  that  will  modify  the  view  taken  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sajs  he  is  as  much  in 
favour  of  expediting  the  shipping  as  we 
are.  We  cannot  expedite  it  .more,  than 
by  laying  down  the  whole  of  the  ships  at 
once,  and  putting  them  out  to  contract.  I 
could  understand  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  we  were 
going  to  put  out  half  the  ships 
to  contract|at  once,  and  another  half  later 
on,  but  do  right  hon.  Gentlemen  under- 
stand that  the  whole  of  those  ships  put 
out  to  contract  are  to  be  begun  at  once  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  referred  to  the  pro- 
priety of  leaving  the  arrangements 
for  payment  to  a  future  ParUament, 
and  said  that  a  future  Parliament  might 
be  differently  composed  from  this  Par- 
liament, and  that  it  might  not  take  the 
same  view  as  we  do.  How  does  that 
advance  his  argument?  We  do  not 
fetter  the  judgment  of  a  new  Parliament 
with  regard  to  any  ships  put  down  in 
the  £10,000,000  programme,  because 
the  ships  are  begun  at  once.  So  far  as 
this  amount  is  concerned,  therefore,  the 
question  resolves  itself  simply  into  the 
question  how  these  ships  are  to  be 
paid  for.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  a  man  might  have  a  doubt  as 
to  whether  this  money  was  necessaxy 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  or  not, 
but  we  have  had  a  vote  on  the  subject  I 
did  not  watch  the  Division  List,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman voted  on  the  one  side  or  on  the 
other,  but  we  do  know  how  many  of  hia 
Friends  are  in  favour  of  this  programme, 
and  how  many  of  them  are  against  it. 
Of  course,  there  is  a  large  neutral  body 
who  are  at  once  unwilling  to  inform  thei 
constituents  that  they  are  opposed  to 
this  programme  and  unwiUing  to 
vote  in  its  favour ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  LothiaiL, 
as  the  Leader  of  the  Party,  has  given 
the  country  no  indication,  even  to-night, 
as  to  whether  he  thinks  we  are  right  or 
wrong  in  proposing  this  programme. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers),  to  which  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  just  called  attention*- 
that  the  House  and  the  country  wonid 
mark  the  extreme  importance  of  waiting 
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for  the  development  of  soience?  How 
can  we  wait,  as  is  suggested,  for  the 
development  of  soience  ?  There  really 
appears  to  be  some  confusion  on  this 
point  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind.  We  consider  that  these  ships 
should  be  laid  down  at  once,  because  we 
want  them  to  be  ready  to  strengthen 
the  defence  of  this  country  at  the  earliest 
moment.  No  doubt  advantages  have 
accrued  and  may  accrue  from  delay. 
Developments  of  science  may  secure 
better  ships  being  built,  but  what 
would  be  the  result  if,  in  the  interval 
caused  by  the  delay,  war  was  to  break 
out  and  find  the  ships  not  ready  for 
the  defence  of  the  country,  but  still 
under  the  consideration  of  naval  con- 
structors and  experts  ?  The  noble 
Lord  has  pointed  out  the  length  of 
time  it  takes  to  get  these  ships  ready 
with  their  armaments  and  ammunition. 
I  admit  that  there  is  some  novelty  in 
our  proposal ;  but  that  novelty  has  been 
called  for  by  bitter  experience.  Some 
change  has  been  rendered  necessary  by 
its  being  proved  to  demonstration  that 
the  past  system  has  been  wasteful  and  ex- 
travagant, and  has  led  to  ships  not  being 
finished  in  time,  and,  when  finished, 
being  left  without  their  proportion  of 
armaments  and  ammunition.  If  it  is  a 
novelty  it  is,  we  consider,  a  business- 
like novelty  that  the  whole  expenditure 
should  be  ascertained  and  provided  for 
beforehand.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
claims  that  the  freedom  of  Parliament 
shall  be  retained.  But  what  does  he 
mean  by  that  ?  Does  he  mean  that  Par- 
liament shall  retain  the  right  of  cancel- 
ling the  contracts?  Future  Parliaments 
can  hape  no  discretion  as  to  ships 
already  begun.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred  to  what  took  place 
in  1859-60,  when,  to  meet  the  panic 
of  the  day,  the  income  tax  was  raised 
from  5d.  to  lOd.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  refer  to  a  more 
recent  occasion  when,  in  connection 
with  the  localization  of  the  forces,  a 
loan  of  £3,000,000  was  raised.  Why 
was  that  done  ?  Why  was  that  sum  not 
thrown  upon  the  Estimates  of  the  year  ? 
I  had  the  honour  at  the  time  of  being 
associated  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and,  if  I  remember  rightly,  the 
Estimates  were  already  swollen  by  the 
abolition  of  purchase  in  the  Army. 
But  for  all  that  the  total  charges  of  the 
year  were  not  so  heavy  that  the  expendi- 
ture on    localization  might  not   easily 


have  been  provided  for  by  votes.     But 
there  was  on  that  occasion  none  of  this 
staunch  adhesion  to  the  principle  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   now  regards 
as  so  important.     The  barracks  which 
were  then  to  be  built  were  not  regarded 
as    coming   within    the  term    ''needs 
of  the  year."    They  were   treated  as 
an   abnormal   addition  to  expenditure, 
and    therefore    it    was    not    thought 
necessary     that    their  cost   should    be 
defrayed   out  of  the  Bevenue   of  the 
year.      I  think,  therefore,   I  may  say 
that  our  proposal  is  not  unprecedented 
and    irregular.      On    the   contrary,   it 
follows   precedent,    and  I   can    assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  before 
initiating  this  proposal  I  looked   care- 
fully    at     what    had     been    done     in 
regard  to  the  localization  of  the  forces 
as      a      fairly      analogous      case     to 
this.     What  we  are  about  to  do  is  to 
make  up  the  arrears  of  past  years.    We 
have  to  make  an  exceptional  effort  to 
bring  the  armaments  and  ammunition 
to  that  state  which  we  consider  to  be 
necessary,  and   I   might  add  that  the 
guns  which  will  be  constructed  out  of 
this  expenditure  may  in  some  degree  be 
regarded  under  present  circumstances  as 
being  almost  as  permanent  in  their  nature 
as  the  fortifications  of  Lord  Palmerston. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and    also    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  have  referred 
to  words  which  fell  from  me  last  Session 
to  the  effect  that  I  considered  that  the 
needs  of  the  year  ought  to  be  met  out  of 
the  income  of  the  year.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  triumphs  and  revels  in  that 
assertion  of  mine.     But  I  am  sure  that, 
notwithstanding  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's observation,  it  must  be  clear  to 
every  Member  of  the  House  that  what  I 
meant  was  not  that  the  entire  expendi- 
ture of  every  year  ought  to  be  met  out 
of    the   ordinary  Estimates,    but   that 
whatever    was    fairly    chargeable    for 
the    necessities    of    the    year    ought 
to  be  so  met.     It  would    be    a   pre- 
posterous suggestion  that  whatever  is 
spent  in  any  given  year  must  always 
be  paid  for  in  that   year.      Why,  in 
the  event  of  war,  the  words    I    used 
might  with  equal  fairness  be  quoted  as 
showing  that  I  considered  that  the  ex- 
traordinary expenses  of  a  war  in  any 
year  ought  to  be  met  out  of  the  Hevenue 
of  that  year.     Everything  depends  on 
this — is  the  programme  for  which  the 
money    is   required  an    ordinary  pro* 
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|rrar/;zne?  If  it  i«.  it  ougbt  to  be  m€>t 
out  of  tii«  ordiruiry  Bereoue  d  the  j^mr. 
If  it  ie  ac  abzkormid  i^rogramme^an 
eff'^rt  t9  oaitke  up  for  tbe  airean  of  the 
paiit  and  anticij^te  tlie  need*  of  the 
future — it  le  ridiculous  t«  saj  that  the  ex- 
[/eitditure  ougbt  not  to  be  spread  orer  a 
bunj(>er  of  years.  There  are  eome 
jAsrwmUf  I  know.  wLo  consider  that  this 
expenditure  ought  to  \je  met  by 
a  loan,  but  we  have  not  resorted 
to  that  rat^hod.  If  we  ha^e  done 
Anyihiuff  that  can  in  any  sense  be 
^j  dhiif:ri\Mfd,  all  I  can  say  is  that  it  is 
th<?  shortest  loan  ever  raised  for  so  great 
an  effort.  By  our  projiosal  the  whole  of . 
it  will  he  repaid  by  the  end  of  se^en 
years — it  will  therefore  fall  pra^ically 
on  the  present  taxpayers.  I  cannot,  '. 
tljerefore,  by  any  means  assent  to 
th<;  description  of  our  proposal  as 
flabby  and  weak  -  kneed.  It  would, 
I  think)  have  been  better,  perhaps,  if  • 
thiH  debate  had  been  deferred  until  the  < 
]5ill  was  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  | 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  They  could 
thon  have  seen  how  careful  we  have 
been  in  wt  framing  it  as  to  retain  the 
control  of  Parliament,  so  that  no  part 
of  the  funds  shall  be  diverted  in  any 
degree  from  the  particular  purpose  to 
which  I'arliament  aas  destined  them.  I 
venture  to  say,  whatever  the  opinion  of 
the  right  )um.  Gentleman,  whose  great 
authority  I  entin^ly acknowledge,  maybe, 
that  this  iH  a  husinoAS-like  arrang^ement 
which  will  save  money  to  the  taxpayer, 
without  introducing^  any  now  principle 
or  any  Hort  of  financial  laxity. 
*Mit.  II()VVKLL(BcthnalGreen,N.E.^: 
This  in  an  important  question,  and 
too  important  to  bo  disposed  of  with 
only  a  brief  debate,  and  I  hope  that  not 
only  Members  on  this  side,  })ut  that 
mnny  Members  on  the  o])posito  sido  of 
the  lIouMu,  will  support  this  Amendment, 
and  for  this  rtmN(m — namely,  that  hon. 
<.h^ntltunun  opposite  claim  to  bo  the  Oon- 
stitutionitl  rarty  in  this  country ;  and 
now  they  are  practically,  by  the  method 
in  which  thov  are  supporting  this  Vote, 
sotting  at  (lefianco  all  Constitutional 
practice  which  has  hitherto  governed  this 
country.  Now,  8ir,  we  have  hoard  of 
Esau  selling  his  birthright.  I  am  not 
hero  to  defend  Esau  for  selling  his  birth- 
right, but,  at  least,  this  can  be  said  in 
his  favour — that  he  sold  his  own  birth- 
right, although  he  thereby  dei^*''*'^  ^is 
children  of  their  inheritance 
Speaker,  we  are,  on  this  ^ 


oiilj  Belling  vur  own  birtbriglity  bat  ve 
are  selling  lliat  whicli  we  hare  no  light 
to  seU ;  we  are  eeiOing  tiie  birthright  of 
our  eonstituentfi,  becanae  we  are  paitzng 
with  their  sight  of  roting  momey  for 
public  expenditure  year  by  Tear,  and 
of  appordoning  that  nKKney  in  the 
way  in  which  it  is  to  be  spent. 
We  hare  no  right,  Sir,  to  antici- 
pate the  vote  of  our  oanstitaencieB, 
and  I  venture  to  saj  that  every  If  ember 
of  this  House  who  vo^es  for  this 
measure,  and  thus  ties  the  hands  of 
Parliament  in  future  SesBiona.  wiH,  when 
he  seeks  re-election,  be  visited  with  the 
judgment  of  his  oonstitaenta.  Now,  Sir, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  taking  a 
very  extraordinazj  course  with  regard 
to  this  enormous  Vote  of  £21,500,000. 
It  has  been  pointed  oat  over  and  ot^ 
again  that,  under  existing  oonditions, 
the  Shipbuilding  Vote  would  be  in- 
creased if  it  could  be  shown  to  be  ab- 
solutely necessary,  and  if  it  could  be 
proved  that  it  was  prudent  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country.  On  such  oc- 
casions the  House  has  never  withheld 
its  hand  when  money  has  been  wanted 
for  the  Navy,  but  in  this  particular  case 
the  Government,  by  its  reckless  dealing 
with  finances,  is  endeavouring  to  antici- 
pate what  the  future  Votes  of  this 
llouse  will  be,  and  what  the  future  de- 
cisions of  the  constituencies  may  be 
with  regard  to  shipbuilding.  Talk 
about  laying  down  ships ;  why,  we  are 
tying  the  hands  of  our  successors,  and, 
more  than  that,  the  new  vessels  have 
never  yet  been  sanctioned  by  the  experts 
of  this  country.  On  all  sides  experts 
disagree  as  to  the  style  of  ships  to  be 
built ;  as  to  the  armour  to  be  placed  on 
them,  and,  to  a  considerable  extent,  as  to 
the  armament  to  be  supplied.  Bat, 
Sir  we  have  to-night  heard  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  one  very 
tangible  reason  why  this  Vote  should 
not  be  agreed  to.  He  has  told  the  House 
to-night  of  a  number  of  ships  lying  idle, 
already  built,  but  waiting  for  their 
guns,  and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  he  is 
asking  this  House  for  £21,500,000  for 
the  purpose  of  laying  down  new  ships, 
and  for  completing  those  ships,  when 
guns  *  r^not  to  be  found  for  those  al- 
rep  ^^^fc^  shall  prot 
tl  ^^|A  the  m' 
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Lord  with  refcard  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Navy.    We  have  reminded  him  over 
and  over  again  of  his  statements  made 
in  this  House,  to  the  effect  that  there  is 
practicallj  no  need   for   any  extensive 
expenditure  upon  it.     Tet  now  we  are 
told  that  there  is  an  absolute  need ;  and, 
more  than  that,  the  need   is  so  great 
that  we  must  vote  the  money  in  this 
particular  Session  as  quickly  as  we  can, 
and  tie   the   hands  of  not  only  future 
Sessions,  but  possibly  of  a  future  Parlia- 
ment.     Now,     the     noble     Lord     has 
challenged  the  statements  with  regard 
to  what  he  said  on  previous  occasions ; 
and  he  has  very  recently  referred  to  it 
as  though  it  were  ancient  history.     But 
what  is  the  case  ?  In  the  first  place,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  noble  Lord  himself,  over 
and  over  again  in  1886,  1887,  and  1888, 
spoke  with  regard  to  the  actual  condition 
of  the  Navy,  and  said  it  was  equal  to 
almost  any  purpose.     I  can   refer  the 
noble  Lord  to  a  speech  he  made  in  this 
House,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Marylebone,  so  recently 
as  March,  1888,  in  which  he  went  into 
details  with  regard  to  the  condition  of 
the  Navies  in  France,  in  Italy,  and  in 
Eussia  ;  and  he  compared  the  condition 
of    the     Navies     of     those     countries 
with   the    condition   of    the    Navy     of 
this    country.       He     said,    practically, 
that    we    were   ahead    of    those    three 
nations  combined,  and  he  gave  facts  and 
figures   in  support    of  that   statement. 
Yet,  within  12  months  of  saying  that, 
we  are  told  that  the  Navy  is  in  such   a 
deplorable  condttion  that  it  is  not  only 
necessary     to     spend    £21,500,000   on 
it.   but  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
we    should,     in      an     unconstitutional 
manner,   tie   the  hands  of  this  and  a 
future  Parliament,  in  order  to  obtain  a 
Vote  of  this  money.     And,  Sir,  there  is 
another  question — the  question  of   re- 
sponsibility.    Now,  we  are  to  have  our 
hands  tied  by  this  Act  of  Parliament  with 
regard  to  the  expenditure  of  this  money, 
yet  it  is  not  yet  settled  by  the  Admi- 
ralty who  is  to  take  the  responsibility 
lor   these    vast  engines   of  war,    upon 
which  three  quarters  of  a  million — and 
perhaps  a  million — will  be  spent.     The 
Keports  of  Committees  of  this  House 
show   that    the    responsibility    of    the 
Admiralty  is  hxed  upon  no  particular 
person   or   persons    in   regard    to    the 
expenditure    for     the     equipment    of 
the    Navy,    or    with    regard    to    any- 


thing   else    having    reference    to    the 
Admiralty.     On  the  contrary,  the  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  have  agreed  that 
the  Admiralty  itself,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, ought  not  to   be    trusted 
with  these  large  sums  of  money  to  spend 
until  it  is  reformed.    Tet  the  noble  Lord 
referred  to  these  figures  a  day  or  two 
ago,  in  order  to  show  the  absolute  neces- 
sity for  this  Vote.     I  say  now,  as  I  said 
at  the  time,  that    these  figures  were 
absolutely  valueless.     The  noble  Lord 
should  have  told  us  the  exact  state  in 
which  these  ships  were  at  the  time  they 
were  drawn  out ;  he  should  have  shown 
what  had  to  be  completed  and  what  had 
been    completed.      As    it   was,  it  was 
merely  trailing    a   red    herring    across 
the  path  of  the  debate.     And  then,  with 
regard  to  the  noble  Lord's  declaration 
in  this  House,  that  there  was  no  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure,  that  struck  me  as 
one  of  the  most  curious  instances  of  for- 
getfulness   I   have  ever  heard   in    my 
life.     If    he     himself    refers     to     the 
statements     which    he     made    in    this 
House  in  1887  and    1888,  he   will  find 
that  he  boasted  of  a  reduction,  and  he 
ventured   to    assure    this    House,    not 
merely  in  his   speech,  but  also   in   his 
printed  statement  which  was  circulated 
to  Members,  that  the  then  position  of  the 
Navy  was  such  as  to  enable  the  reduc- 
tion to  be  made  not  only  at  that  particu- 
lar time,  but  also  at  future  periods.    He 
has  not  corrected  that  statement  as  he 
has  done  many  others    in    subsequent 
speeches,  but  even  in  his  statement  last 
year  he  referred  to  the  statement  he  had 
made  twelve    months   previously   as    a 
crowning  piece  of  administrative  reform; 
and  he  referred  to  the  splendid  condition 
of  the  Navy  and  the  great  improvements 
which  had  been  effected.     Now  there  is 
a  turn  in  the  tide  of  affairs.     I  should 
like  to  ask  what  has  caused  this  change 
which   has  come  over  the  spirit  of  the 
dream  ?     Why,  it  seems  to  me,  it  is  not 
far  to  seek.    The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  East  Marylebone,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington,  and 
a  few  other  Members,  have  been  calling 
attention  to  the  dilapidated  state  of  the 
Navy,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  seems  to  have  come 
to  the  conclusion   that   he   was  likely 
to    lose    the    support    of    some  of  his 
friends,  unless  he  took  stents  at  onoe  to 
strengthen  the  Navy.    Now,  many  of  us 
on  this  side  of  the  House  would  be  pre- 
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pared  to  strengthen  the  Navy,  provided 
always,  firstly,  that  it  was  done  in  a 
Oonstitutional   way,  and  so  that  there 
should  be  no  wrench  of  the  Constitu- 
tional practices  of  this  House ;  secondly, 
that  it  should  be  done  economically ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  the  administration  of 
the  Navy  should  be  put  on  such  a  foot- 
ing that  we  should  have  confidence  in 
the    spending  Department.      Hitherto, 
we  have  been  spending  enormously  the 
country's  money   without  getting  any 
real  substantial  return.     We  have  been 
adding  year  after  year  to  the  Navy ;  we 
have  been  spending  enormous  sums,  not 
only  with  regard  to  the  general  equip- 
ment  of  the  Navy,  but  on   the   Ship- 
building Vote.     During  the  last  21  or 
22  years  we  have  expended  as  much  as 
seventy-one   millions,  yet  we   are  now 
told  that  the  Navy  is  in  such  a  dilapi- 
dated condition  that  it  is  impossible  for 
it  to  protect  our  commerce  and  to  save 
the  food  of  the  people  in  case  of  war, 
unless  this  extraordinary  expenditure  of 
twenty- one  and  a- half  millions  is  agreed 
to.      Now,   Mr.  Speaker,  I   altogether 
call  into  question  the  position  taken  up 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  East 
Maryl^bone  and  others,  as  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  having  this  great  ex- 
penditure for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
our  Navy.  I  say  that  our  commerce  and 
our  Mercantile  Marine  is  capable  of  pro- 
tecting itself,  and  would  be  able  to  pro- 
tect itself  even  without  the  assistance  of 
our  men-of-war. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  question  before  the  House  is  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh. 

♦Mb.  HOWELL:  I  will  not  pursue 
that  question,  Sir.  I  think  I  have 
stated  the  reasons  why  I  strongly 
object  to  this  Vote,  and  I  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh, 
because  I  feel  that  it  is  an  unconstitu- 
tional proceeding  to  tie  the  hand  of  this 
Parliament,  and  possibly  of  a  successive 
Parliament,  in  regard  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  money  ;  and  I  further 
object  because  it  takes  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  constituencies  the  power  of  calling 
to  account  the  Administrators  of  the  day 
for  the  way  in  which  they  spend  money 
on  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  :    I    want    to   protest    against  the 
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breaking  down  of  the  great  prinoiple 
which  I  consider  our  forefathers  struck 
such  a  heavy  blow  in  favour  of  in  the 
seventeenth  century — namely,  the  right 
of  Parliament  to  vote  every  year's  ex- 
penditure. And  now,  if  the  House  will 
be  kind  enough  to  listen  to  me  for  a 
minute  or  two — and  I  will  not  keep  it 
longer — I  desire  to  say  that  I  felt  I 
could  not  give  a  silent  vote  on  this 
occasion.  I  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  on  the  distinct 
ground  that  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  giving  up  the  right  of  Parliament 
to  control  the  expenditure  of  this  country, 
and  I  think  it  is  introducing  a  most  un- 
constitutional and  dangerous  precedent. 
I  am,  therefore,  going  to  give  my  vote 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  158  ; 
Noes  125. — (Division  List,  No.  68.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House 
doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the 
said  Resolution." 

*SiR  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle) :  It  might,  perhaps,  be  more 
convenient,  under  many  circumstances, 
to  postpone  the  remarks  I  have  to  make 
upon  this  question  until  the  Second 
l^eading  of  the  Bill;  but  I  feel  so 
strongly  upon  the  matter,  that  I  think  it 
my  duty  to  seize  the  first  opportunity  I 
can  to  address  the  House,  and,  so  far  as 
any  remarks  of  mine  are  read  in  the 
country,  to  make  my  views  upon  the 
proposed  enormous  outlay  on  Her 
Majesty's  Na^y  known  to  the  oountrj. 
During  all  the  years  T  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House  I  haTa 
never  known  a  question  involved 
in  so  much  fog  as  that  now  befiire 
the  House.  I  listened  with  somA 
interest  to  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman): 
but,  whilst  I  admired  his  speech,  and 
the  energy  with  which  it  was  deliTeredi 
it  was  not  until  near  the  end,  if  even 
then,  that  I  was  able  to  understand  on 
which  side  of  the  fence  he  was  going  to 
climb  down.  There  are  three  questions 
practically  before  us.  Are  we  to  spend 
this  £:U, 500,000;  next,  how  are  we  to 
raise  the  money;  and  next,  on  what 
class  oT  ships  are  we  to  spend  the 
money,  if  it  is  to  be  spent?  I  shall 
not  trouble  the  House  very  long  with 
comments  on  the  two  latter  questions; 
but,  with  regard  to  the  first,  I  desire  to 
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makt  A  few  ntmark*.    Tho  Obanoollor 
of  the    Kxrhequer*!!    ipoeoh— the  one 
from  which  I  hoped  to  g^et  lome  light — 
wim  A  kind  of  *'  Rule  nntunnia  **  epetwh 
— A  Mpooeh  we  have  hoArd  ovor  Ana  oTor 
AgAin  in  thii  Hounu.    lie  told  ut  thAt,  if 
Kurope  in  to  \n\  at  ptmue,  KngUnd  muet 
l>e  etrong.      He  did   not  ttUl   ue  how 
KngUnd  ii  to  \h\  ntrong.     It  iieem«  to 
tne  we  have  other  WAya  of  being  strong 
thAn    Adding   Urgely   to  our   Dghting 
foroe.      Th«»re  ie   the  niorAl   influence 
which »     1     truat,     KngUnd     poeneaiiee 
which   givtm  un  a   force  Amonget   the 
nAtiona  of  tho  world,  And  which,  in  my 
opinion,  ia  a  Utttor  poaaeaaion  than  even 
the  ownerahit)  of  Urge  fleeta  And  Armiea. 
The  ('hAncellor  of  the  Kxcheouer  aAt 
down  without  telling  ua  thAt  whioh  wo 
M  wanted  to  know— who  Are  we  going 
to  light ;  for  whAt  Are  we  nmking  theae 
proparAtiona  y     H  tho  Oovernmiatnt  de- 
airea  to  have  the  ctmtldence  and  auppttrt 
of  the  Houao  of  C'Ommona  in  financial 
mattcra  thcv  muat  he  plain  and  open 
with    the     ilouati.      The     flrat    etfecta 
1     found     of     the    announcement    of 
the    (lovcrnment    that    they     proi^ae 
to  indulge  in  tliia  large  expenditure  wero 
paragrapha  in    the  papera  that    other 
Oovernmenta  were  afao  propoaing  large 
expenditur««  to  meet  it,  that  wc   were 
wintering  once  more  into  what  waa  calltul 
by  a  right  Ikmi.  (}<mtleman  who  aat  for 
many  yoara  in  thia  llouae  a  mad  race  of 
bloated  armamcnta.     1  ahould  not  hAve 
riaen  to  tAkepArtin  thia  dobAte  if  I  hAd 
not    felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to    proteat 
AgAinat  the  noedleaa  panic  and  audden 
alarm  which  aeema  to  bo  worked  un  by 
the  nownpapera,  and  by  membora  of  the 
BervicoM  aa  t(»  our  not  boing  aufllciontly 
prt)ttN'ted.     Wo  are  tfotng  to  apend  our 
Aubatance  moat   unwiaely,    moat    need* 
leaaly.  and  I  would  almoat  aay  reckleaaly. 
And  I  am  afraid  that  when  we  do  thia 
WA  get  actuall V  very  little  for  our  money. 
Thtae  rt)und  fftfuroatako  ua  by  aurpriae. 
So  many    milUona  aterling  are  to    be 
ADont  in  private  yarda,  and  ao  many  in 
Governmout  Uockyarda.     I  have   aeen 
aomothing  of  ahipbuilding,   but  when* 
ever  I  have  aoen  a  tender  gt)  out  the 
flgurea  are  actually  reduced  to  fractiona. 
I  think  when  tho  Admiralty  are  going 
to  lay  down  theae  ahipa  all  at  onoe  that 
Uiey  ought  to  iHimo  ti»  ua  with  apeclflca- 
tiona  much  more  carefully  drawn  and 
Eatimatea   u|K)n   whioh   we  may  rely. 
If  we  take  tho  Dgurea,  they  are  very 


muoh  more  aimple  than  they  AppeAr. 
The  propoaAl  of  tho  AdmirAlty  la  to 
mAke  the  expenditure  on  Uie  Bati- 
mAtea  for  1688-0  a  foundAtion.  to  Aak 
thia  yoAr  £600,000  more  for  the  Eatl- 
mAtea,  And  to  Add  to  thAtaum  a  propor- 
tion of  the  10  milliona— £1,400.000. 
Aa  I  underatAnd  it,  theae  10  milliona 
Are  in  Addition  to  the  ordinArv  AnnuAl 
KatimAtea;  And  theae  10  milliona  will 
be  apent  in  a  few  yeara,  comparatively— 
and  the  payment  apread  over  aeven 
yeara— bringing  up  naval  expenditure 
to  1 A  milliona  aterling  per  annum.  Now, 
contraat  thia  with  tho  expenditure  of 
a  few  yeara  ago.  In  the  yeara  1870 
to  1875  —  when  naval  expenditure 
had  become  a  good  deal  higher  than  it 
once  waa— and  in  veara  of  proapeaJty, 
too— when  wo  could  afford  almoat  any- 
thing, naval  expenditure  very  little  ex- 
ceeded, from  year  to  year,  10  milliona 
aterling  ;  now  we  have  got  it  up  to  lA 
milliona.  In  I87i)  tho  naval  expendi- 
ture waa  £0,AOO,000 ;  but,  )>y  the  pro- 
aent  pntpoaal,  we  are  going  to  apond 
over  the  next  four  or  five  yeara  2A 
milliona  more!  Thia  ia  the  ratio  of 
inoroaae  in  a  comparatively  few  yeara, 
and  I  ahould  like  to  aak-  How  far  are 
we  prt^pared  to  go?  What  haa  )»een 
the  courrto  of  expenditure  on  the  two 
Bervicea  ainoo  187.1?  In  187a  the  two 
Hervioea  reached  a  total  of  *iM  milliona. 
In  1880  the  aum  incroaaod  in  2A 
milliona  ;  in  1886  to  £*J9,700,000  ;  in 
1888  to  £.10,400,000;  and  thia  vear 
to  «)1  milliona,  witli  a  aum^ial  Kati- 
mate  raising  it  to  ^'i{  milliona. 
The  exponditurtt  haa  gone  up  fVom  *ia 
milliona  in  1879  to  3 J  milliona  at  the 

J)reaent  time,  and  that,  too,  aa  an  hon. 
^Viend  reminda  me,  and  aa  1  know  from 
oxperiontH),  when  ahipbuilding  ia  at 
leaat  «i()  per  cent  cheaper  than  it  waa 
10  or  IA  veara  ago.  What  haa  been 
doing  in  the  Army  all  thia  time  while 
the  Katimatea  hAve  boon  thua  incroAa- 
ing?  We  hAve  hAd  the  UeguUr  Armji 
the  MilitiA,  the  Volunteera,the  YtiomAury 
increaaed  fVom  A  10,000  in  187:  to  the 
preaeut  total  of  6*i2,(U)0.  A  hundred 
thouAAud  more  men  thAn  we  hAd  a  few 
veAra  Agt)  And  in  a  time  of  perfect  peAoe ! 
We  hAve  rAiaml  the  NavaI  Foroea  iVom 
70,000  to  00,000.  Our  normal  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  haa  crept  up  Arom 
*i6  millicma  to  30  milliona,  and  our  Army 
and  Navy  from  690,000  to  7Pi,000  men. 
Whilat    WA   have    had  thia  eaormoiiA 
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increase  in  the  annual  EBtimates,  we 
have  had  a  large  number  of  special 
Votes  I  have  not  taken  into  considera- 
tion. The  Abyssinian  Expedition 
special  Vote  cost  £185,000.  The  Ash- 
antee  War  cost  £927,000.  The  Russo- 
Turkish  War  involved  us  in  an  ex- 
penditure of  3(  millions — the  South 
African  Wars  £5,300,000.  The  Afghan 
War  cost  3  millions,  irrespective  of  the 
expenditure  borne  by  India.  The 
Egyptian  War  cost  £3,895,000,  and  the 
Gh>rdon  Relief  Expedition  £300,000.  The 
localization  of  the  forces  cost  us  £592,000 
and  the  Indian  Army  pensions  £450,000. 
Then  we  have  *about  10  millions  more 
added  to  the  expenditure  I  have  alluded 
to  for  naval  and  military  operations, 
1886,  and  we  end  with  £10,000,000  for 
the  Navy.  When  we  look  at  the  list  of 
wars  and  things  in  which  this  country 
has  been  engaged,  can  any  man  get  up 
and  say  there  were  more  than  one  or  two  of 
them  justifiable  under  any  circumstances 
whatever  ?  Then  we  have  had  Lord 
Wolseley,  who  is  said  to  be  our 
only  great  General,  advocating  conscrip- 
tion straight  ofif.  He  was  contradicted, 
I  know,  by  the  Commander-in  Chief  a 
few  days  afterwards,  but  Lord  Wolseley 
laid  down  the  necessity  and  advantage 
of  that  which  I  believe  is  utterly  dis- 
tasteful to  every  Englishman — enforced 
service  in  the  Army  and  Navy.  Many 
years  ago  a  wise  man  said  there  were 
three  daughters  of  the  horse  leech  ever 
crying  '^  Givo,  give,"  and  it  seems  to 
me  the  insatiable  spirit  has  passed  into 
these  Services.  We  are  told  the  great 
principle  on  which  we  should  proceed  is 
to  make  our  Navy  equal  to  the  Navies 
of  any  other  two  nations  ;.  but  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  the  First  Lord 
have  made  clear  statements  to  the 
country  to  show  that  we  already  have  a 
Navy  up  to  that  standard.  How  far 
are  we  to  run  this  principle  of  making 
our  Navy  equal  to  the  Navies  of  any 
other  two  Powers  ?  If  Francois  going 
to  spend  two  millions  on  her  Navy  and 
Russia  two  millions,  are  we  immediately 
to  spend  four  millions,  or,  if  they  spend 
four  millions  each,  is  our  expenditure  at 
once  to  rise  by  eight  millions  ?  Where 
is  this  mad  race  in  expenditure  to  cease  ? 
Is  there  to  be  no  limit  in  the  principle 
laid    down?      Show  me  your    foreign 

Solioy  that  makes  this  increased  expen- 
iture  on  our  armaments  necessary  ?    I 
believe  if  we  had  done  many  things  that 
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you  have  done  we   should  have  beea 
accused  of  trailing  the  flag  of  England  in 
the  dust,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  What, 
I  ask,  is  the  foreign  policy  that  requires, 
all  this  expenditure?    Is  it  France,  is 
it  Russia,  is  it  Germany,  that  ^ves  you 
all  this  anxiety  .'    It  cannot  be  America,, 
because  we  are  on  perfectly  good  terma 
with  the  Republic,  and  the  transactions 
in  relation  to  the  Alabama  arbitration  of 
recent  years  have  put  us  on  a  better  foot- 
ing with  them  than  ever  we  were  before. 
In  reference  to  the  principle  laid  down  for 
the  strength  of  our  Fleet,  I  may  ask, 
have  we  ever  engaged  in  a  Continental 
war  without  an  Ally  ?    Hardly,  I  think, 
and  certainly    not    of  late  years.     At 
Waterloo  the  Prussians  came  to  our 
assistance,  and  in  the  Crimean  War  we 
had,  in  addition  to  our  Turkish  Allies, 
France  and  Sardinia  by  our  side.     Are 
we    going    to    quarrel   with   Germany 
about  the   Samoan    Question?    I    am 
glad  to  see  from  the  evening   papers 
that  the  German  Emperor  is  coming  on 
a  visit  to   this  country ;    the  friendly 
relations    we    have    always    had   with 
Germany  ought  to  sedulously  be  main- 
tained.     I    further    learn    that    His 
Majesty  has  expressed  a  desire  while  in 
England  to  see  a  review  of  the  British 
Fleet  at  Spithead.     If  we  are  afraid  of 
the  intentions  of  Germany,  would  we 
submit    our    naval     strength     to     the 
German   Emperor's  inspection?     I   do 
not  entertain  for  a  moment  the  idea  of 
a    quarrel    with    Germany.      Do    you 
apprehend  danger  from  France  in  her 
present  unfortunate  position  ?    France 
has  a  Consolidated  Debt  of  970  millions 
and  a  Floating  Debt  of  728  millions. 
Can  any  real  danger  be  apprehended 
from  France,  with  her  Debt   of    1,600 
millions,  on  which  a  yearly  interest  of  54 
millions  is  paid,  and  with  her  24  changes 
of  Government  in  the  course  of  1 9  years  T 
How  long  could  France  afford  to  be  at 
war?  It  is  said  that  money  can  always  be 
raised  for  war.     We  raised  a  great  deal 
for  our  War  Debt  at  54  per  cent,  and 
much  has  been  done  by  the  admirable 
administration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  redeem  it ;    but  I  see  no 
apprehension  of  danger  from  France, 
^e  we  going  to  spend  money  to  meet 
imaginary   dangers,   while  every   £lO^ 
thus    taken    from  the  pockets  of  ths- 
taxpayers  are  £10  taken  from  the  trade* 
and    property    of    the    country,    and 
would  become  reproductive  ?    These  teik 
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millions  will  be  absolutely  wasted  so 
far  as  productive  industry  in  the  country 
is  concerned,  absolutely  wasted  in  the 
building  of  ships,  and  which  would 
otherwise  go  into  the  arts  and  industries 
of  peace,  increasing  the  happiness  and 
prosperity  of  the  country.  Tou  employ 
the  money  in  work  that  adds  nothing  to 
national  wealth  and  prosperity,  and 
such  money  is  wasted  unless  absolutely 
required  for  purposes  of  safety.  I 
believe  there  is  not  a  man  in  this 
House,  on  whichever  side  he  sits,  but 
long  since  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
good  deal  of  the  money  spent  upon 
the  Navy  has  been  absolutely  wasted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J. 
Heed)  says  the  17^  millions  of  money 
spent  on  the  Navy  since  1881  have  been 
wasted,  and  goes  on  to  say  that  no 
single  ship  can  be  trusted  to  perform  in 
war  the  services  for  which  this  money 
has  been  spent.  If  anyone  goes  down 
to  Chatham  he  will  see  ships  lying*there 
side  by  side,  and  rotting  day  by  day. 
P*  No!  "]  Well,  rusting  then.  [*•  No!"] 
Well,  I  have  seen  ships  lying  there  on 
which  heaps  of  money  have  been  spent, 
and  which  have  never  gone  to  sea. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  under  an  entire  mis- 
take. There  are  no  vessels  rusting  or 
rotting  at  Chatham  which  have  not  been 
to  sea. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Portsmouth,  then. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Or  Ports- 
mouth.  There  are  some  old  wooden 
vessels  which  never  went  to  sea  because 
steel  and  iron  superseded  them ;  but 
that  was  30  years  ago. 

*Sir  J.  PEASE :  I  am  speaking,  ! 
Sir,  of  what  I  have  seen  myself  but 
a  few  years  ago.  Well,  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  be  very  much  more 
confident  than  we  are  of  the  general 
strength  of  our  position.  We  have  a  i 
very  loyal  people ;  there  is  only  one  ' 
part  of  the  Empire  which  gives  us  con- 
cern, and  I  believe,  if  we  were  able  to 
govern  that  country  a  little  more  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  its  inhabi- 
tants, we  might  strengthen  our  forces 
by  withdrawing  from  it  all  the  soldiers 
and  policemen  who  are  there  in  time 
of  public  danger.  We  have  enor- 
mous power  in  our  Dockyards,  and 
an  enormous  Merchant  Fleet  which,  in 
time  of  war,  could  be  used  for  bring- 
ing in  provisions  or  for  any  other  pur- 


pose.    I  believe  there  is  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  a  great  and  firm  desire  to 
keep  the  peace  in  Europe.    No  doubt 
we  nave  had  several  of  our  newspapers 
raising  a  cry  of  alarm  recently  about 
our  want  of  strength,  but  those  things 
have  been  disposed  of  in  speeches  made 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
time  after  time.     I  want  to  know  from 
the    Under    Secretary    of    State    for 
Foreign    Affairs    (Sir    J.    Fergusson) 
what   has   been  done  in  the  Foreign 
OflBce?     Has    the    Foreign    Secretary 
asked  the  Governments  with  whom  we 
are  on  friendly  terms  to  agree  on  some 
plan  whereby  the  present  insane  rivalry 
may  be  averted  ?     Sir  Robert  Peel,  who 
was  a   man  whose  opinions  were  re- 
spected on  all  sides  of  the  House,  said 
a  great  many  years  ago  that  it  is  of  no 
advantage  for  one  Power  greatly  to  in- 
crease   its   Army   and   Navy,  as  other 
Powers  will  follow  the  example,  and  the 
consequence  must  be  that  no  increase  of 
relative  will  accrue  to  any  one  Power,  but 
there  must  be  universal  consumption  of 
the  resources  in  every  country  in  military 
preparations.     He  said  also  it  was  the 
true  interest  of  Europe  to  come  to  some 
accord,  so  as  to  enable  every  country  to 
reduce  its  military  armaments,    which 
belong  to  a  state  of  war  rather  than  to  a 
state  of  peace.     Now,  Sir,  I  ask,  has 
not  the  time  come  when  our  Foreign 
Office  may  take  this  question  and  bring 
it  before  the  Powers  of  Europe  ?     We 
have  all  of  us  seen,  in  private  life,  when 
neighbours    are    disputing   on   various 
matters,    and    when    both    seem  very 
anxious  to  go  to  law,  and  both  are  con- 
sulting their  solicitors  and  taking  coun- 
sePs  opinion,  if  some  neighbour  stepped 
in    and     suggested    a    better    way    of 
settling  their  difficulties  than  fighting 
them  out,  both  are  perfectly  willing  to 
avoid  that  which  they  saw  would  only 
cost  them  terrible  annoyance  and  ex- 
pense.     As  with  men,   so,   I  believe, 
with  nations.     If  we  attempted  such  a 
course  as  I  have  described,  we  should 
find  that  there  was  a  readiness  on  the 
part  of  the  European  Governments  and 
countries  who,  like  ourselves,  hesitate 
about   the  constant  expenditure    upon 
armaments  in  times  of  profound  peace, 
to  adopt  some  plan  whereby  the  expen- 
diture might   be   avoided.      The  hon. 
Member  for    the    Leigh    Division   of 
Lancashire  the  other  night  spoke  of  a 
clause  which  is  in  the  Treaty  of  Paris- 
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relative  to  arbitration.  Surely  that  clause 
has  already  been  in  use  amongst  the  na- 
tions of  Europe,  and  will  be  in  use  again 
in  case  of  any  emergency.  I  may  differ 
from  many  hon.  Members  in  the  light  in 
which  I  view  war,  but  I  feel  sure  that 
we  have  some  common  ground  on  which 
we  stand.  Everyone,  I  believe,  and  es- 
pecially those  who  have  seen  the  most  of 
war,  will  readily  admit  that  it  is  a 
gigantic  evil,  that  it  ought  to  be  avoided 
if  possible,  that  everything  that  war 
produces  is  opposed  to  every  lesson  of 
thepioral  law,  and  to  the  spirit  and  letter 
of  the  religion  we  profess.  This  being 
so,  surely  this  House  ought  to  hesitate 
in  an  expenditure,  the  tendency  of  which 
must  be  for  war,  and  which  might,  at 
least,  be  postponed  until  we  are  assured 
by  the  Government  that  every  means 
have  been  tried  of  bringing  about  a 
better  state  of  things.  I  ask  the  House 
to  hesitate.  Whilst  we  push  forward 
we  can  never  produce  the  result  which 
we  desire.  Precept  as  to  pulling  up  in 
this  mad  race  of  armaments  will  never 
bear  fruit  until  it  is  accompanied  by 
example.  I  am  sorry  ever  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division,  but 
I  feel  on  this  occasion  I  should  only  dis- 
charge my  duty  in  endeavouring  to 
negative  the  Motion. 
*Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.) :  I  am  in  favour  of  an  efficient 
and  sufficient  Navy.  The  reason  why  I 
oppose  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  simply  that  they  have  not  ad- 
vanced any  reasons  whatever  for  the 
expenditure  they  ask  us  to  embark  upon. 
I  am  the  more  confident  in  making  this 
statement  now,  because  only  an  hour 
ago  niy  Leader,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  said  precisely  the  same  thing 
in  different  words,  adding  that  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  had  not  expressed  a 
collective  opinion  upon  it.  I  confess 
I  heard  that  statement  with  some 
surprise  after  the  events  of  Monday 
night.  When,  as  Teller  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston  (Mr. 
Cremer),  I  saw  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man after  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
hun.  Gentleman  after  hon.  Gentleman 
who  occupy  seats  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  pass  me  on  their  way  out 
from  the  Government  Lobby,  I  confess  I 
drew  the  inference,  and  I  think  the 
country  drew  the  inference,  that  our 
Front  Opposition  Bench  had  formed  a 
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collective  opinion  on  this  question  of 
expenditure,  and  that  by  casting  their 
votes  for  the  Government  on  that  oooa- 
sion  they  had  in  the  most  effective  way 
expressed  that  opinion.  It  appears  now 
that  in  the  course  thej  took  on  Monday 
night  our  leaders  were  not  acting  in 
pursuance  of  a  common  plan  arranged 
by  those  who  ordinarily  act  together, 
but  were  merely  expressing  their  own 
personal  opinion,  and  I  am  sure  they 
will  be  indebted  to  us  for  the  opportu- 
nity we  shall  presently  afford  them 
of  reconsidering  their  position.  I 
revert  now  to  a  question  I  raised  on 
Monday  night,  but  which  owing  to  the 
rather  unfair  treatment  I  received  from 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
did  not  receive  the  attention  to  wnich  I 
think  it  was  entitled.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  strength  of  your  Navy  depends 
entirely  upon  the  duties  it  will  be  called 
upon-to  perform,  and  upon  the  conditions 
under  which  in  the  event  of  war  that 
war  will  be  carried  on.  On  Monday  I 
called  attention  to  a  paragraph  in  the 
report  of  the  AdmircJs  respecting  the 
Naval  Manceuvres,  a  paragraph  in  which 
they  distinctly  suggested  that  in  case  of 
a  maritime  war  we  should  repudiate  the 
Declaration  of  Paris.  I  regard  that  as 
a  discreditable  and  also  as  an  impolitic 
statement.  I  pass  by  for  the  moment 
the  great  breach  of  public  faith  which 
is  involved,  and  I  fasten  upon  the  im- 
policy of  that  proposal.  I  Delieve  the 
Declaration  of  Paris  to  be  founded,  not 
less  on  reason  and  humanity,  than  appn 
the  best  interests  of  this  country.  The 
House  is  no  doubt  aware  that  one  of  the 

freatest  nations  on  the  globe,  the  United 
tates  of  America,  declined  to  accede  to 
the  Declaration  of  Paris,  but  why,  be* 
cause  it  abolishes  the  right  of  privateer- 
ing,  and  it  is  obvious  that  to  a  conntiy 
which  has  not  a  large  established  Navy 
that  right  is  one  which  ought  not  to  be 
hastily  or  rashly  abandoned,  but  the 
United  States  has  said  over  and  over 
again  that  it  is  quite  willing  to  abandon 
that  right,  on  condition  that  private 
property  is  ex*empted  from  oaptnre 
m  war.  I  think  this  is  an  excellent 
occasion  to  impress  on  the  Gt)vemment 
the  great  duty  of  doing  what  they  coBy 
not  to  threaten  to  repudiate  the  DeoU' 
ration  of  Paris,  but  to  extend  its  opera- 
tions, and  I  ask  them  in  conclusion  to 
approach  other  powers  with  a  view  to 
the  revision  of  the  Declaration  of  PariSi 
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in  the  direction  of  exempting  private 
property_from  capture  by  belligerents. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  During  the  short  time  I  have 
had  experience  of  this  House  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
are  two  classes  of  men  whose  opi- 
nions in  matters  of  expenditure  we 
should  not  take  too  much  account 
of — namely,  those  who  occupy  official 
and  ex-official  positions,  and  the  ad- 
mirals and  colonels  who  have  a  very 
large  interest  in  the  plunder  derived 
from  the  expenditure.  Official  life 
eeems  to  change  the  best  of  men  ;  and, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  we  have  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  some  of  the  be^t 
men  in  the  country,  I  can  only  account 
for  their  deterioration  by  the  fact  of 
their  having  held  office.  I  not  only 
protest  against  this  expenditure  itself, 
but  I  protest  against  our  being  asked 
to  vote  it  without  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  justify  it. 
It  would  be  an  entire  abdication  of  our 
functions  as  Members  of  Parliament  if 
we  were  to  lavishly  vote  the  money  of 
the  people  blindly  and  without  any 
justification  being  shown  by  the  Go- 
vernment. It  used  to  be  the  proud 
boast  of  this  House  that  it  was  the  only 
assembly  in  the  country  that  had  con- 
trol of  the  public  purse ;  but  I  feel 
that  if  this  proposition  be  passed  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  is  proposed,  the  House 
will  have  abdicated  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent the  functions  on  which  it  has 
hitherto  insisted.  If  the  v</ords  which 
have  been  put  into  the  mouth  of  Her 
<iracious  Majesty  in  the  past  have  any 
meaning,  there  can  be  no  justification 
for  this  expenditure.  I  also  strongly 
object  to  this  proposal  because  I  have  no 
faith  in  the  men  who  are  t«i  spend  the 
money.  Every  investigation  we  have 
into  matters  relating  to  the  Admiralty 
seems  to  me  to  prove  that  those  who 
administer  the  Admiralty  are  the  most 
incompetent  and  the  most  wasteful  por- 
tion of  the  community.  My  constituents 
have  sent  me  here  to  protect  the 
national  purse,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
to  trust  a  body  of  this  character  with 
this  large  sum  would  be  against  every 
possible  fact  which  has  been  brought 
before  us.  I  do  nut  often  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  but 
1  do  agree  with  him  in  his  statement 
that  the  Admiralty  are  the  most  incom- 


petent and  extravagant  body  with 
which  the  country  has  had  to  deal.  My 
experience  of  the  past  is  that  the  more 
money  we  spend  the  more  we  have  to 
spend,  because  before  any  long  period 
has  elapsed  Ministers  come  down  to  the 
House,  tell  us  that  the  money  has  been 
spent  wrongly,  and  that  we  -must  pro- 
vide more.  I  venture  to  say  that  five 
years  after  this  money  has  been  granted 
we  shall  have  Gentlemen  getting  up  from 
both  Front  Benches  and  declaring  that 
the  money  has  been  absolutely  wasted, 
and  that  we  must  vote  £20,000,000 
more.  Then,  I  ask,  if  this  expenditure 
is  necessary  now,  why  was  it  not  neces- 
sary a  few  years  ago  ?  There  is  no 
change  in  the  circumstances,  so  far  as 
I  can  understand.  We  were  told  two 
years  ago  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  that  not  only  was  the  expense 
in  the  Navy  sufficient,  but  that  there 
would  be  a  reduction.  We  shall  no^v 
have  to  pay  at  least  25  per  cent  more 
for  this  money  then  if  we  had  obtained 
it  two  years  ago,  and  I  contend,  there- 
fore, that  the  Government  have  been 
very  lax  in  not  putting  the  proposition 
before  us  on  a  previous  occasion.  Again, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  fashion  of  ships 
is  always  changing,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  hesitate  before  spending 
£21,000,000  on  ships  which  many  of 
the  experts  declare  to  be  of  bad  design. 
The  fashions  of  ships  change  like  the 
fashions  of  clothes,  and  a  man  U  not 
more  justified  in  spending  a  lar^^e  sum 
in  ships  which  may  be  wanted  years 
hence  than  he  is  in  buying  a  large  stock 
of  clothes  which  will  not  be  wanted  until 
the  fashions  have  probably  changed. 
So  far  as  I  can  make  out,  the  proposal  is 
that  we  should  spend  about  £2,000,000 
a  year  more  on  the  Navy  than  we  have 
spent  in  the  past.  I  confess  I  can  see 
no  justification  for  such  an  extraordinary 
proposal.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  mys- 
tery about  the  whole  thing,  and  I  say, 
if  the  proposed  increase  in  our  Navy  is 
necessary,  let* us  pay  as  we  go.  The 
fact  is,  that  whenever  the  Tories  are  in 
office  it  means  more  expenditure  and 
more  taxation. 

An  hnn.  Member  :  Does  it  ? 

Ma.  H.  COSSHAM:  Yes,  it  does; 
and  the  whole  history  of  the  country 
shows  it.  the  general  result  being  that 
when  they  have  spent  the  money  they 
leave  it  as  a  legacy  for  posterity  to  pay. 
One  of  the  greatest  burdens  we  labour 
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under  to-day  was  put  upon  ub  by  a  past 
Tory  Government — ^"a  burden  almost 
sufficient  to  crush  the  life-blood  out  of 
the  people.  Depend  upon  it,  the  day 
is  coming  when  the  expenditure  of  this 
country  and  the  burdens  we  put  upon 
the  people  will  become  more  than  they 
will  submit  to.  That  expenditure  is 
growing  enormously,  and,  if  this  sort 
of  thing  continues,  the  question  must 
force  itself  to  the  front — **  Who  is  to  pay 
it?"  Will  not  the  enfranchised  de- 
mocracy demand  that  commerce  and 
industry  alone  shall  not  be  called  on  to 
pay  the  cost,  but  that  real  property  shall 
be  made  to  bear  a  much  larger  share  of 
the  country's  expenditure  than  it  has 
had  to  bear  in  the  past  ? 

An  hon.  Member:  Question,  question! 

Mr.  H.  COSSHAM:  That  is  the 
question.  I  say  the  question  will  be 
whether  this  increased  expenditure  will 
not  compel  real  property  to  bear  its  fair 
share  of  the  burden.  The  question 
before  us  at  this  moment  is  whether  we 
shall  spend  an  additional  twenty- one 
millions  on  our  Navy,  and  I  say  that 
this  will  force  to  the  front  the  question 
of  who  will  have  to  pay — who  shall  be 
called  on  to  bear  the  burden?  The 
country  will  not  consent  to  bear  it  as  it 
has  hitherto  done,  and  a  much  larger 
share  will,  as  I  have  said,  be  put  on  real 
property.  If,  instead  of  lending  itself  to 
the  principle  which  leads  to  the  creation 
of  the  most  ships  and  the  largest  army, 
the  country  will  only  adopt  the  principle 
of  trying  to  get  other  nations  to  settle 
their  differences  by  arbitration,  the 
glory  will  be  ours  and  the  greatest 
benefits  will  accrue  to  the  human  race. 
In  conclusion  1  have  only  to  say  that  I 
shall  vote  against  the  expenditure  now 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  think  they  would  have  been  well 
advised  if,  instead  of  asking  for  a  further 
extension  ofour  Navy,  they  had  endea- 
voured to  prune  down  our  Dockyard 
expenditure,  and  thus  to  save  from  the 
extravagant  outlay  on  that  Department 
the  money  that  may  be  required  for  any 
reasonable  addition  to  our  Fleet. 

Mr.  EVANS  (Southampton) :  I  desire 
to  put  before  the  House  a  question  which 
must  deeply  affect  the  expenditure  upon 
our  Navy,  and  which  has  not  yet  been 
alluded  to  by  those  who  have  taken  part 
in  the  debate.  In  doing  this  I  shall  have 
to  quote  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  on  prior  occasions  by  one  or  two 
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of  the  Members  of  this  House.  In  the 
Times  of  the  9th  of  March  there  is  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  (Lord  B.  Ohurchill)  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  said — 

<*  For  the  purposes  of  e£fectaally  strengthen- 
ing the  Navy  there  is  ag^ain  univenal  agreement 
as  to  the  absolute  necessity  for  precise  infor- 
mation as  to  the  duties  which  the  Navy  ought 
to  be  expected  to  perform  in  the  event  of  war 
with  one  or  other  of  the  European  Powers." 

That  is  as  to  the  duties  the  Navy  may 

be  expected  to  perform  in  time  of  war. 

Then,  again,  in  the  ISmee  of  the  same 

date,   there  is  a  letter  from  the  noble 

Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 

C.  Beresford),  who  says — 

**  I  then  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  74 
ships  I  asked  for  we're  necessary  for  defence  of 
our  commerce  and  to  insure  the  delivery  of 
our  food  supply  and  raw  material  in  case ,  of  a 
war  with  I^'ranco  alone,  if  we  are  to  adopt  the 
only  right  principle — viz.,  *  to  watch,  and,  if 
possible,  destroy  every  warship  of  an 
enemy.' " 

And,  beyond  this,  there  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  who  is  reported  in 
Hansard  as  having  said — 

*'  We  are  the  carriers  of  the  sea-borne  pro- 
ducts of  the  world,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible 
to  suppose  that  we  should  be  able  to  protect 
our  main  trade  routes." 

To  what  do  these  remaks  all  point, 
unless  it  is  that  the  Admiralty  are  not 
able  to  define  the  duties  the  Navy  will 
be  expected  to  perform,  but  that  they 
are  setting  aside  a  certain  amount  of 
naval  power  for  the  protection  of  the 
maritime  commerce  of  the  country.  I 
propose  to  show  that  all  the  expenditure 
which  is  made  in  that  direction  is  use- 
less, and  can  be  of  no  avail  in  any 
circumstances  whatever.  I  am  seoond 
to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  have  a 
thoroughly  effective  Navy,  but  I  cannot 
go  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  cited 
Cobden  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
peace  can  be  maintained  without  sach. 
aids ;  and,  as  he  has  called  in  Cobden 
as  a  witness,  I  will  call  him  in  too^ 
and  remind  the  House  that  he  once- 
said — *'If  you  want  to  have  peace  in 
England  you  must  have  the  supremacy 
of  the  sea. ' '  I  am  unfortunately  familiar 
with  the  terrible  devastations  of  war.  I 
know  what  war  means  and  what  it  would 
mean  to  this  country,  and  I  may  add 
that  the  county  I  live  in  would  be  one 
of  the  first  to  suffer  in  case  of  a  European 
conflagration.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
understood  that  if  I  say  anything  againrt 
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the  Vote,  I  am  quite  alive  to  the  great 
risk  incurred  if  any  mistake  is  made. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  has 
said  we  are  the  carriers  of  about  seven- 
elevenths  of  the  produce  of  the  world, 
and  the  First  Lord  is  about  right.  What 
would  be  the  efifect  of  war  upon  this 
maritime  commerce?  There  are  two 
occasions  which  may  be  taken  to  form 
our  judgment  on  this  point  —  the 
American  War,  and  the  scare  about 
Bussia  three  years  ago.  When  war  in- 
tervenes, it  does  so  by  creating  a  war 
premium,  which  has  to  be  paid  on  what 
IS  carried.  You  have  the  capital  invested 
in  the  ships  and  the  capital  invested  in 
the  cargo,  and  every  charge  that  has  to 
be  made  in  order  to  keep  a  ship  going 
must  be  sustained  by  the  cargo.  When, 
therefore,  war  takes  place,  the  cargoes 
have  to  pay  a  war  premium.  Well, 
what  does  that  premium  amount  to  ? 
Before  the  American  Civil  War  of  1 860 
the  Mersey  was  full  of  American 
clippers.  The  Americans  were  our  great 
competitors  in  the  North  Atlantic  carry- 
ing trade ;  in  fact,  they  had  rather  the 
better  of  it.     The  first  premium  that  was 

Eaid  as  a  war  premium  was  only  5s. ; 
ut  when  the  Alabama  and  Shenandoah 
came  out  the  premium  advanced  until  it 
reached  as  high  as  £40.  It  does  cot 
require  any  great  amount  of  intelligence 
to  know  that  such  a  premium  as  that 
absolutely  killed  the  Mercantile  Marine 
of  America.  Of  course  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  resuscitated  it; 
but  the  reason  why  it  was  not  was  this : 
the  enormous  cost  of  the  civil  war  made 
it  necessary  to  raise  an  enormous  amount 
of  taxation .  Th  e  Americans  taxed  every- 
thing, including  steam  engines  and  iron  ; 
and  the  result  was  that  as  we  were  at 
that  time  passing  very  rapidly  into  the 
steam  system  of  carrying,  no  American 
could  build  a  steamer  at  anything  like 
the  price  that  we  could,  so  that  it  be- 
came impossible  for  America  to  compete 
with  us  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
world.  Then  the  navigation  laws  of 
America  prevented  the  Americans  from 
buying  ships  in  foreign ,  countries  and 
sailing  them  under  the  American  flag, 
and  the  result  was  that  we  were  left  as 
carriers  of  the  main  commerce  of  the 
world.  Having  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  increased  premium  of  insurance,  I 
now  come  to  the  scare  as  to  a  war  with 
Kussia.      Although  that  was  only  the 


faintest  suspicion  of  a  scare,  it  resulted 
in  a  premium  of  158.  per  cent,  on  our 
main  trade  roi^tes.  Now  let  us  take  the 
case  of  a  great  war.  So  great  is  our 
superiority  in  regard  to  our  Mercantile 
Marine,  not  only  in  speed  and  efficiency, 
but  also  in  numbers,  that  I  should  think 
between  80  and  90  per  cent  of  the  fast 
steaming  vessels  of  the  world  belong  to 
this  country.  In  the  case  of  a  small 
war  the  Mercantile  Marine  of  England 
would  be  the  masters ;  but  the  effect  of 
a  great  war — and  it  is  in  contemplation  of 
the  possibility  of  a  great  war  that  this 
expenditure  is  to  be  incurred — would  be 
to  destroy  the  whole  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  of  this  country.  When  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  tells  me  it  is 
utterly  impossible  to  suppose  that  the 
whole  commerce  of  the  world  is  coming 
to  an  end  through  the  action  of  20  or  30 
cruisers,  I  will  tell  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  he  does  not  know  what  he  is 
speaking  about.  When  the  merchants 
of  England  find  it  impossible  to  bring 
their  goods  under  the  flag  of  England 
owing  to  the  extra  war  premiums,  the 
cruisers  the  Admiralty  are  going  to  build 
will  wander  along  the  main  trade  routes, 
the  sole  carriers  of  the  English  flag.  It 
is  said  the  British  people  possess  such 
pluck  they  will  face  that  state  of  things ; 
but  it  is  not  a  question  of  pluck  ;  it  is  a 
question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence. 
It  is  a  great  pity  that,  with  regard  to 
oar  one  line  of  defence  on  which  we 
ought  to  be  unanimous,  we  have  no  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. There  is  no  sacrifice  which 
any  man  who  has  once  seen  a  war  would 
not  make  to  stop  the  invader  from  put- 
ting his  foot  on  our  shores.  What  is 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  ?  They  are 
going  to  build  70  ships  all  at  once.  If 
a  manager  of  any  of  our  great  companies 
were  to  say,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  said,  he  proposes  to  lay 
down  at  once  a  fleet  of  70  vessels,  he 
would  not  long  remain  in  the  position 
of  manager.  The  policy  of  the  great 
companies  is  to  put  down  just  as  few 
vessels  as  is  necessary,  and  then  watch 
for  improvements.  No  more  suicidal 
policy  can  be  devised  than  to  lay  down 
70  vessels  on  a  fixed  plan,  which  the 
improvements  of  the  next  few  years 
might  render  obsolete.  I  am  sorry  I 
have  such  a  lack  of  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  the  Admiralty  that  I 
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feel  constrained  to  vote  against  the 
Kesolution. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  I  desire  to  thank 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken 
for  the  contribution  he  has  made  to  this 
debate,  and  I  may  add  that  a  great 
many  of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  were  glad  to  hear  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  say  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  large  sum  asked  for  by  the  G-overn^ 
ment  is  not  necessary.  This  is  encour- 
aging, and  we  are  further  encouraged 
by  the  Division  we  have  taken  on  the 
constitutional  question.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
.  present  themselves  in  two  different 
aspects  on  this  question.  They  are  like 
the  Attorney  Q-eneral,  who  appears  in 
two  characters.  They  say  one  thing  in 
one  character  and  another  thing  in 
another.  When  they  are  addressing 
the  people  on  public  platforms  outside  this 
House  they  represent  one  state  of  things, 
and  when  they  come  here  they  represent 
another.  I  was  lately  looking  at  what 
was  once  written  by  the  great  statesman 
we  have  just  lost — Mr.  John  Bright. 
He  was  writing  about  the  Liberal 
Government  of  the  day,  and  he  said  — 

"  The  Government  has  fallen  prostrate  before 
men  whose  whole  idea  seems  to  be  to  add  inde- 
finitely to  Army  and  Navy  expenditure — every 
million  added  increases  the  power  to  demand 
more,  and  lessens  the  power  of  the  people  to 
resist.  I  fear  we  are,  as  indeed  all  Europe 
seems  to  be,  hastening  to  some  great  catas- 
trophe from  which,  in  our  blindness,  there  is  no 
escape ;  and  wo  are  helpless  to  resist  or  com- 
plain, because  the  Ministers  who  consent  to  the 
growing  madness  are  our  friends.  If  our  oppo- 
nents were  in  office,  the  Liberal  Party  would  be 
asked  to  avert  or  to  lessen  the  evil ;  as  it  is,  we 
are  blindly  led,  and  we  blindly  follow." 

Now,  our  opponents  are  in  office,  and  I 
hope — I  would  like  to  believe — that 
they  will  take  a  different  course  in 
future.  The  late  Prime  Minister  said 
to-night  that  this  expenditure  was  not 
called  for  ;  yet  I  see  these  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  been  voting  for  it.  I  think  it 
was  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  brought  in  his  scheme  said 
distinctly,  and  very  properly,  that  it  was 
introduced  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Government  alone. 
And  he  explained  their  policy — namely, 
an  expenditure  on  the  Navy  and  naval 
armaments  of  £21,500,000.  Now,  I 
object  altogether  to  that  policy.  If 
you  are  to  consider  what  forces  there 

3fr,  H,  Cossham 


are  in  the  world  available  to  attack 
you,  then  there  is  no  limit  to  the 
expenditure  which  yon  will  be  required 
to  incur  against  every  possible  contin- 
gency which  may  occur.  That  seems  to 
me  a  senseless  policy  —  it  takes  into 
consideration  nothing  of  the  circnm- 
stances  of  the  time.  It  makes  no 
estimate  of  possibilities ;  it  ignores  the 
negotiations  which  you  may  make  to 
avoid  quarrels ;  it  shows  you  have  no 
trust  whatever  in  those  Ambassadors* 
whom  you  maintain  at  very  great  ex- 
pense throughout  the  whole  world ;  it 
is  certainly  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence in  the  whole  diplomatic  body. 
I  said  I  would  not  keep  you  to-night 
long.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  said  the  other  night,  '*I 
have  heard  it  all  before,"  and  I  told 
him  that  he  would  hear  it  again,  and  he 
will  hear  it  again  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country,  until  either  he  or 
some  of  his  colleagues  give  us  some  sort 
of  reason  for  this  most  extraordinary 
proposition  now  before  the  country. 
Mr.  O'Connell  used  to  say  that  he  went 
on  repeating  the  same  sort  of  thing 
over  and  over  again  until  the  echo  of  his 
words  came  back  from  the  lips  of  hia  op- 
ponents. I  have  heard  a  g^at  many 
echoes  in  my  lifetime,  and  perbaps  I 
may  hear  one  from  the  noble  Lord  be- 
fore he  has  done.  .  I  ask  him  again,. 
because  he  has  given  no  sort  of 
answer,  against  whom  are  you  arm- 
ing? The  noble  Lord  sits  dumb, 
mute,  inglorious  upon  that  Bench. 
If  you  do  not  tell  the  country  against 
whom  you  are  making  these  prepara- 
tions, no  one  will  believe  you  when  yoa 
say  it  is  for  the  defence  of  the  countxy. 
They  will  believe  it  is  for  something 
else.  I  believe  you  have  got  the  idea 
into  your  heads  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  some  on  this  side,  that  it  is 
a  very  popular  thing  to  go  up  and 
down  the  countnr  crying,  **  We  are  all 
for  a  strong  Navy;"  but  I  say  you 
cannot  separate  the  Army  from  the 
Navy,  for  both  are  parts  of  the  prepara- 
tions for  war.  If  you  have  a  strong 
Navy,  you  release  your  soldiers  to  go 
about  committing  raids,  annexations, 
and  robberies  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.  I  consider  liiat  preparation 
is  the  first  step  to  war.  But  now  I  am 
very  glad  to  be  able  to  quote  what  war 
is.    I  read  in  an  article  written  by  the 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  Oharles  Beresford)  a 
few  words  of  Lord  Brongbam,  in 
wbicb  tbe  noble  Lord  said  be  entirely 
coincided — 

"I  do  abominate  war  as  un-Christian.  j 
believe  it  to  be  the  greatest  of  human  orimee* 
I  believe  it  to  include  all  'others— violence, 
blood,  rapine,  fraud.'* 

But  wbat  does  our  only  General,  Lord 
WoUeley,  say  in  bis  **  Soldier's  Pocket 
Book  "  ?— 

'*We  will  keep  hammering  away  at  the 
counsel  that  honesty  is  the  l^t  policy,  and 
that  truth  always  wins  in  the  long  run.  These 
pretty  little  sentences  do  well  for  the  child's 
copybook  ;  but  the  man  who  acts  upon  them  in 
war  had  better  sheathe  his  sword  for  ever." 

Do  you  think  tbat  you  need  prepare  for 
war  after  you  bave  beard  tbat  from 
your  only  General  ?  Wbo  bas  got  up 
this  scare  ?  Tbat  is  one  thing  wbicn 
puzzles  me  very  mucb ;  ever  since  tbis 
measure  was  introduced  I  bave  been 
puzzled  over  tbat.  I  bave  lived  tbrougb 
a  great  many  scares  tbat  bave  bad  some 
shade  of  foundation  or  otber  —  eitber 
Frencb  Generals  swaggering  across  tbe 
water,  or  Russians  taking  possession  of 
rocks  and  sand  somewbere,  and  wbicb 
nobody  wanted,  or  tbe  great  armies  of 
tbe  Continent  becoming  dangerous. 
Because  tbese  g^eat  armies  are  figbtiug 
one  anotber,  tben  tbat  is  tbe  very  time 
tbey  will  fall  upon  us.  A  more  extra- 
ordinary idea  I  never  beard  of.  I  bave 
come  to  tbe  conclusion  tbat  tbe  wbole 
tbing  bas  been  got  up  by  tbe  London 
newspapers.  Everybody  knows  tbat 
tbe  London  newspapers  are  always 
wrong.  I  remember  reading  tbe  inci- 
dent of  Diogenes  wbo,  wben  bis  town 
was  preparing  for  war,  rolled  bis  tub  up 
and  down  tbe  streets,  and,  wben  askea 
tbe  reason,  be  said,  **  Wby,  everybody 
is  busy;  I  ougbt  to  do  sometbing.*' 
Tbe  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
is  tbe  modem  Diogenes,  clamouring, 
sbrieking,  and  ballooing  up  and  down 
tbe  country,  making  a  great  stir,  and 
making  speecbes  **  full  of  sound  and 
fury,  signifying  notbing."  It  is  tbe 
greatest  puzzle  to  me  bow  tbis  case  bas 
been  got  up.  Perbaps  someone  on  tbe 
otber  side  will  enligbten  me.  At  any 
rate,  we  are  out- voted  to-nigbt.  I  bope, 
bowever,  tbe  front  Opposition  Bencb 
will  keep  in  tbe  good  way.  I  will  do 
my  best  to  keep  an  eye  upon  tbem,  for 
I  tbink  tbe  country  will  watcb  wbicb 


way  tbey  go  to-nigbt,  especially  after 
tbe  speecb  of  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lotbian.  But 
whatever  tbey  do  or  say,  I  am  bappy  to 
tbink  tbere  is  a  certain  number  of 
Radicals  left  in  tbis  House  wbo  on  every 
occasion,  by  tbeir  voice  and  their  vote, 
will  oppose  tbis  most  miscbievous 
scbeme,  one  of  tbe  most  odious  wbicb 
tbe  classes  bave  devised  for  tbe  robbery 
of  tbe  masses. 

MR.ILLINGWORTH(Bradford,W.): 
I  tbink  tbe  House  is  to  be  congratulated 
on  tbe  altered  tone  of  tbis  debate.  I  am 
sure  before  to-nigbt  tbe  dbaraoter  of  tbe 
discussion  was  one  altogetber  unwortby 
of  tbe  House  of  Oommons.  Tbe  ques- 
tion was  as  to  tbe  expediency  of  spending 
£21,500,000  in  a  lump  sum  for  tbe  ex- 
tension of  tbe  Navy,  and  tbe  debate  fell 
into  a  wrangle  between  experts  as  to 
bow  tbe  money  was  to  be  expended  if 

tbe  House  were  willing  to  grant  it.  It 
seemed  to  me  at  tbat  stage  tbat  tbe 

question  was  wbetber  tbe  money  sbould 
be  spent  at  all  or  not.  Now,  Sir,  it  ia 
a  very  singular  tbing,  so  far  as  I  know, 
tbat  not  one  Member  nortb  of  tbe  Trent, 
not  a  single  Member  from  tbe  districts 
of  Lancasbire  and  Yorksbire,  wbo  are 
very  largely  interested  in  tbe  foreign 
commerce  of  tbis  country,  and  in  keep- 
ing uninterrupted  tbe  routes  of  our 
trade,  bas  risen  in  bis  place  to  say  one 
word  in  favour  of  tbe  proposal  of  tbe 
Government  for  tbis  increased  expendi- 
ture. [An  bon.  Member:  Palmer.} 
Tbe  bon.  Member  (Sir.  0.  M.  Palmer) 
can  not  be  included  ;  bis  case  is 
isolated ;  be  is  a  builder  of  war-sbips 
bimself ;  and  as  soon  as  be  bas  con* 
eluded  bis  contract  for  Spain  be  will 
be  able  to  take  up  contracts  for  tbe 
First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty.  You  bave 
tbe  singular  pbenomenon  in  tbis  debate 
tbat  tbe  men  wbo  are  interested  in  our 
commerce,  wbicb  is  supposed  to  be  in 
danger,  bave  not  taken  part  in  it.  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  cannot  be  denied  tbat  tbis 
is  a  very  serious  proposal,  tbougb  it  is 
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true  that  the  figure  of  £21,000,000  has 
been  put  in  an  exaggerated  form.     I 
am  entitled  to  speak,  as  a  Member  who 
has  unfortunately  had  to  withstand  pre- 
Tious  scares  in  which  money  has  been 
spent  in  a  layish,  senseless  manner,  as 
we  are  about  to  do  in  the  present  case. 
Besides,  I  am  personally  interested  for 
the  supply   of  a  large  industry  with 
which   I  am  connected    in  the  safety 
of    our     Mercantile    Marine,    as    are 
other    representatiTes  of   various    dis- 
tricts in    the  North.     Therefore,   what 
is  advanced  by  those  connected   with 
the  North  of   England  may  be    con- 
sidered   as    worthy    of    some    atten- 
tion   by  Her    Majesty's    Government. 
There  are,  I  think,  three  grave  objec- 
tions to  this  proposal.     The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  when  these 
figures    were  announced,   said  he  be- 
lieved they  would  create  the  greatest 
possible  alarm  abroad.     To  let  it  go 
lorth  to  the  world  that  we  are  going 
to   spend    £21,000,000    is    a   piece  of 
bluster ;    what  could  be  more  childish 
than     to     present     such     a    view    of 
such     a      scheme     to     the     civilized 
world  ?     But  I  believe  the  time  is  most 
inopportune  for  such  a  declaration  on  our 
part.     There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  state  of  Europe  is  one  which  cannot 
fail  to  cause  anxiety  to  every  reflective 
mind.     I  believe,    with    our    departed 
Friend  Mr.  John  Bright,  that  a  catas- 
trophe is  before  us.     The  Minister  for 
War,   addressing  his  constituents   not 
long  ago,  said  there  was  a  war  cloud 
hanging  over  Europe,  and  that  it  might 
burst  at  any  moment.     I  think  there  is 
a    great    deal    to    be    said    for    that 
view   of    the    right    hon.    Gentleman, 
and   I   have    come    to    the  conclusion 
that    it    is  simply  impossible  for  the 
civilized    nations    of   Europe    to   keep 
up  their  expenditure  upon  armaments 
indefinitely.      The  time  must  be   fast 
approaching  when  it  will  be  found  that 
the  taxpayers  of  any  one  of  the  Conti- 
nental States  have  no  longer  patience  to 
bear  these  increasing   burdens.      The 
state  of  tension  is  such  that  the  slightest 
accident  may  cause  a  conflagration  all 
over  Europe.     Well,   Mr.   Speaker,  I 
suppose  that  is  the  very  reason  why  we 
are  proposing  to  increase  the  Navy.     I 
venture  to  differ  altogether  from  a  policy 
of  that  kind.     The  hon.   Member  for 
Oldham   the  other  night  asked    what 
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was  the  reason  for  this  increaae  of  the 
Navy.     I  say  it  is  a  reflection  upon  the 
House  of  Commons  that  any  <xOTem- 
ment  can  come  down  and  aisk  for  an 
endorsement  of  their  policy.  inTolvingy 
in  the  first  place,  an  enormous  increase 
of  expenditure,  and,  in  the  second  place, 
a    change    of   policy    towards   foreign 
nations.     If  the  money  is  to  be  pot  into 
ships  which  in  a  few  years  will  be  obso- 
lete and  worthless  and  not  battle- worth j, 
I  regard  that  as  the  greatest  possible 
cal  amity.  B ut  the  noble  and  gallant  Ijord 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)   advocated  a 
Navy  strong  enough  for  any  two  nations 
combined  in  Europe;    and  he  says  if 
they  intended  to  go  to  war,  they  would 
turn  to  see  what  England  intended  to 
do.     Now,  that  is  the  very  danger  we 
incur  by  this  increase  in  the  Navy  ;    we 
encourage  this  warlike  spirit.  The  noble 
Lord,  referring  to  some  words  in  the 
Speech  from  the   Throne,   said    there 
was    an   increasing    expenditure  upon 
armaments    in    Europe.      There     has 
been    an    expenditure    going    on     for 
many  years,  but  the  noble  Lord  stated 
that  it  could  not  be  said  that  there  had 
been  an  abnormal  increase  in  the  expen- 
diture of  Continental  States  upon  their 
Navies.      There    has  been  no  sudden 
outburst  of  expenditure  on  the  part  of 
Russia  or  France  which  would  involve 
to  this  country  any  danger.     Beferenoe 
has  been  made  to  the  speeches  of  my 
hon.  Friends  who  are  par  ezeelUn^e  the 
representatives  of  the  working  classes  in 
this  House.    These  eight  or  ten  gentle- 
men, who  can  answer  n)r  the  sentiments 
of  working  men  in  this  House,  are  ap- 
parently not  disposed  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  expenditure.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  observed  that 
the    representatives    of   working    men 
should,  at  all  events,  be  anxious  to  pro- 
tect the  freedom  of  our  imports  and  ex- 
ports.    I  quite  agree  with  that ;  at  the 
same  time  we  are  not  convinced  that 
there    is    any  new    or    serious  dang^ 
menacing  us,  and  which  should  lead  ns 
into  increase    of    expenditure.      That 
really  is  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment upon  which  this  proposal  is 
based.    I  complain  that  on  questions  of 
this  kind  the  House  of  Commons  is  not 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Ooveni- 
ment.    We  are  entitled  to  criticize  their 
policy,  as  representatives  of  the  people ; 
we  are  not  hving  under  a  despotism ;  we 
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are  not  called  upon  to  accept  blindfold 
any  policy  from  any  Cabinet  Minister, 
whether  of  a  Liberal  or  OonaervatiYe 
G-ovemment,  or,  like  the  present  GoTem- 
ment,   of  a  composite  character.    The 
noble  Lord  has  told  us  that  it  will  take  3 
or4  years,  possibly  5,  before  the  ships  can 
really  be  ready  for  sea,  with  their  armour. 
Does  anybody  believe  that  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Europe  will  continue 
five  years  without  some  modification  ?   I 
belieye  that  the  change  cannot  be  post- 
poned two  years.  There  have  been  extra- 
ordinary eflPorts  made  in  France  to  have 
a  peaceable  year  in  1 889,  so  that  the 
great  Paris  Exhibition  might   not  be 
spoiled ;  but  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
Her    Majesty's    Oovemment    and    the 
House  of  Commons  may  safely  conclude 
that  the  struggle  cannot  be  postponed 
for  four  or  five  years,  unless  there  be 
a  change  of  policy  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe.     I  think  we  have  a  right  to  ask 
what  our  Foreign  Office  has  been  doing 
for  years.     What  is  the  use  of    this 
secret  diplomacy  of  ours  which  we  main- 
tain at  such  enormous  annual  expense  ? 
I  know  Her  Majesty's  Government  may 
reply  that  ' '  we  are  comparatively  power- 
less "  to  bring  about  the  conditions  of 
anything  approaching  peace.   We  do  not 
expect  that.     It  was  no  reflection  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  war 
broke  out  in  1870  between  France  and 
Germany,  that  we  were  unable  to  bring 
about  an   undertanding  between  those 
two  countries;  and  it  may  be  that  we 
are  now  unable  to  ward  off  the  approach- 
ing catastrophe.      But  that    does  not 
lessen  our  responsibility  to  do  all  that 
lies  in  our  power  to  make  an  attempt  in 
that  direction.     If  our  Foreign  Office  is 
worth  anything,  it  ought  to  show  that 
an    attempt    has    been    made  in  this 
direction.     Beference   has    been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Dur- 
ham to  Sir  Robert  Peel's  opinion  that 
an    appeal    should    be    made    to    the 
Continent  of  Europe.     It  would  be  one 
of  the   noblest  taisks  the  Government 
could  undertake  to  try  to  assuage  this 
war  feeling  in  Europe  and  bring"  about 
a  better  state  of  things.     But  if  we 
compromise  ourselves  by  increasing  our 
Navy  and  our  Army,  we  simply  allow 
ourselves  to  be  drawn  into  the  stream  of 
extravagance  and  folly  which  we   are 
condemning   in    all    other    States    of 
Europe.    My  own  opinion  is  that  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  wotdd  have  acted 
wisely  and  truly  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  if  they  had  not  attempted  any 
expenditure,  but  had  made  the  g^vest 
declaration  in  the  face  of  Europe  and  the 
civilized  world  that    in    any    coming 
struggle  we  should    observe    absolute 
neutrality.     We    should    declare    that 
there  is  no  justification  for  an  appeal  to 
arms,  and  that  we  would  take  no  part 
in  the  fray.    I   have  no  doubt  many 
hon.  Members  regard  the  suggestion  I 
am    making  as  cowardly.    Now,   Mr. 
Speaker,  whv  should  we  pride  ourselves 
on  our  insular  position  unless  we  are 
prepared  to  declare  that  our  relations 
are  not  those  of  the  Continental  States? 
Our  interests  lie  largely  outside  Europe. 
Of  course  we  have  interests  in  Europe. 
But  on  humanitarian  grounds  we  wish 
to  see  good  fellowship  prevailing  be- 
tween Continental  States,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  everything  they  can  to  remove  any 
difficultiesthatprevail.  Have  the  Govern- 
ment ever    asxed  themselves,  in  case 
there  came  a  war  on  the  Continent,  is 
Great  Britain  going  to  be  one  of  the 
principals  in  the  war  ?    Now,  I  submit 
that  it  is  impossible  we  can  take  up  such  a 
position,   as  our  responsibilities  ought 
to  be  limited  to  our  powers.    And  I  say 
we  have  no  power  to  cope  with  Conti- 
nental countries  in  their  huge  arma- 
ments, neither  can   we  throw   on  the 
Continent  without  an  immense  effort  a 
single  Army  Corps,  much  less  two  or 
three.    But,  if  we  cannot  interfere  as 
principals  in  the  struggle,  are  we  pre- 
pared to  take  a  subordinate  position  and 
to  have  our  policy  dictated  by  Continental 
States?     I  do  not    believe    that  the 
people  of  this  country  would  listen  to 
any  such  suggestion  for  one  moment,  and 
therefore,  if  we  cannot  be  principals  in 
the  struggle,  and  if  it  be  too  humiliating 
to  us  to  be  subordinates,  there  is  only  one 
course  open  to  us,  and  that  is  to  keep 
ourselves  entirely  aloof  from  the  fray. 
In  doing  that,  I  think  we  have  a  duty 
to  perform  towards  Europe,  and  that  is 
to  declare  that  we  have  no  intention  to 
interfere    by    force    of    arms  in    any 
struggle  that  may  take  place  on  the 
Continent.    And,  if  that  is  so,  my  belief 
is  that  there  is  no  serious  danger  to  this 
country  whatever.    Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  I  may  be  allowed  a  moment  or  two 
longer,  I   would  aA  where  does  the 
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danger  lie  ?  France  is  generally  pointed 
to,  because  it  has  a  large  Navy,  as  being 
a  source  of  danger  to  this  country. 
Unfortunately,  Mr.  Speaker,  France  has 
her  hands  full ;  she  is  burdened,  as  we 
have  already  heard,  with  a  prodigious 
National  Debt,  and  also  with  an  extra- 
ordinary expenditure  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  her  armaments;  while  the 
relationships  between  France,  G-ermany, 
and  Italy,  are  such  that,  if  France  is 
contemplating  a  struggle  of  any  kind, 
it  is  not  against  this  country,  but  the 
object  of  her  struggle  wiU  be  the 
recovery  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine.  If 
there  is  no  real  danger  from  France, 
where,  then,  does  the  danger  come 
from?  If  the  Oovemment  are  not 
candid  enough  to  tell  the  House  against 
whom  they  are  arming  and  against 
whom  their  policy  is  directed,  we  must 
try  to  find  out  for  ourselves.  Sir,  I  do 
not  desire  that  a  single  word  shall  fall 
from  me  which  will  nave  the  slightest 
tendency  to  increase  and  embitter  the 
feelings  which  prevail  on  the  Continent ; 
and  if  I  refer  to  the  state  of  the  Con- 
tinent, it  is  only  to  express  an  opinion 
— which  no  doubt  the  people  of  this 
country  feel — an  opinion  of  regret  that 
there  is  such  a  feeling  of  alienation  and 
estrangement  spreading  itself  through- 
out Europe.  There  is  another  source 
of  danger,  no  doubt,  in  the  action  of 
Bussia.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  old  enough  to 
remember  not  only  the  outbreak  of  the 
Crimean  War,  but  also  the  discussions 
which  preceded  that  outbreak.  This 
country  was  so  foolish  at  that  time  as 
to  make  itself  a  principal  in  the  struggle 
with  Eussia.  We  saved  Austria,  Ger- 
many, and  Italy  from  their  share  of 
the  responsibility  in  keeping  back 
Bussia  in  what  was  supposed  to  be  an 
aggressive  policy.  But  I  believe  that  I 
am  speaking  the  mind  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  when  I  say  that,  if 
there  should  be  further  aggression  on 
the  part  of  Bussia,  it  must,  in  the  first 

?lace,  rest  with  Germany,  Austria,  and 
taly  to  withstand  that  aggression, 
although  this  country  may  have  some- 
thing to  say,  in  the  long  run,  upon  the 
matter.  We  hope  that  the  bulwark 
against  Bussian  aggression  will  prove 
to  be  the  growing  forces  of  the  Balkan 
States.  In  conclusion,  I  can  only  say,  if 
diplomatists  find  themselves  impotent, 
if    Her    Majesty's    Government    finds 

Mr,  lUinf  worth 


itself  unable  to  do  anything  in  the 
present  emergency  to  turn  the  tide  of 
this  war  feeling,  let  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  British  House  of  Parlia- 
ment speak  to  the  peoples  on  the  Con- 
tinent, Parliament  to  Parliament  and 
people  to  people.  I  have  only  one  ob- 
ject in  view,  and  that  is  to  save  my 
country  from  the  folly  and  mistake 
which,  as  I  believe,  the  country  may  be 
led  into  by  the  increase  of  the  Navy, 
and  by  the  policy  which  may  eome  out 
of  it.  And  I  desire,  further,  to  induce, 
if  possible,  by  all  the  means  in  my 
power,  the  Government  to  make  pro- 
posals which  may  lead  Continental 
States  from  this  ever-increasing  expen- 
diture ;  and  if  we  fail  in  this  attempt, 
at  any  rate  we  shall  have  done  that 
which  will  redound  to  the  honour  of 
Her  M^esty's  Ministers  and  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons. 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  I  have  listened 

for  two  hours  to   speeches,  which  are 

only  reiterations  of  protests    previously 

made,  and  against  which  the  House,  has 

already  decided  by  a    large    majority. 

There  never  was  a  (Government  that  was 

more  anxious  than  this  (Government  to 

do  what  it  can  to  preserve  the  peaoe  of 
Europe,  and  that  was  less  disposed  to 
embark  upon  any  policy  of  aggression. 
As  this  is  the  fourth  night  upon  which 
there  has  been  debate  upon  this  pre- 
liminaryBesolution — although  the  nights 
have  not  been  wholly  given  up  to  de- 
bate— I  think  the  time  has  arrived  when 
a  decision  should  be  taken,  and  I  there- 
fore move  that  the  question  be  now 
put. 

Question  put,  *' That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  200 ;  Noes 
136.— (Div.  List,  No.  64.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''  That  this 
Houro  doth  agree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Besolution." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  215  \  Noes 
128,— (Div.  List,  No.  65.) 

NAVAL  DEFBNOBS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

'Etesolyed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthoriEe 
(b)  the  creation  of  a  Naval  Defence  Aooount, 
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to  which  moneTS  iMaed  for  the  aforeMid  por- 
poaea  n»y  be  OMried,  and  the  admnoo.  ont  of 
the  Oouolidated  Fund,  and  the  tompotmry 
bonoiriiig,  on  the  sacurity  of  the  ConKiHd«ted 
Fnnd,  of  any  aami  which  may  b«  required  to 
meet  ezooH    of  expenditure   in   any  Ooancial 

Rewired,  That  it  ii  expedient  to  authorue  (o) 
the  adoption  of  pioTirioni  to  carry  the  above 
objects  uto  effect. 

Ueaolntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  aEDEMPTION  BILL. 
[bill  170.]     OOloaTTKE. 
Bill  considered  in  Ooumittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
CUuse  6. 
•Me.  BAKTLEY  (lalmgton,  N.):  I 
should  like  to  aak  the  Ohaocellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  it  is  quite  olear  from 
this  clause  that  there  ia  no  posaibility  of 
inoreasiDg  the  nominal  value  of  the 
Debt?  The  previouB  clause  sajs  the 
Debt  is  not  to  be  increased.  It  it  is 
impossible  to  raise  the  amount  necessair 
at  par,  there  may  be  s  temporary 
increase,  and  I  should  like  to  understand 
whether,  under  no  cintumstauoes,  will 
that  be  the  oaae  ? 

*Thk  OHANOELLOR  of  thkEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.   Qosokki,    St.    George's, 
HanoTer  Square) :  No,  Sir ;   the  Debt 
will  not  be  nominally  increased  under 
any  oiTCumstanoee. 
Glaose  added  to  Bill. 
Clause  10. 
*Mb.   BABTLEY:    I  should  like  to 
ask,  supposing  the  consent  of  the  person 
is  not  given,  what  will  be  the  result  of 
this  clause  7 

*Mb.  OOSCHEN:   In  that  cose  the 
amount  will  be  paid  oB. 
Clause  added  to  Bill. 
Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Read  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY— REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
Besolutiona  [2Btb  March]  reported. 
{I.}  "That  a  sum,  not  eieeeding  £1,7M,S16, 

(including  an  additional  lum  of  £40,»OO],  be 
granted  to  Her  H^jeaty,  to  complste  the  lum 
neceaaary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  coutM  of  payment  during   the  year  ending 
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OIVIL  SZBVIGES. 

Class  I. 

(£.)  "That  a  sum,  not  exoeodinB;  i7B,395,  be 

granted  to  Her  Uajeety,  to  complete  the  sum 

oeoeaauy  to  defray  the  Charge  whioh  will  or    ~ 


Besolutiona  agreed  to. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPrNO   (TONNAaB) 
BILL.— [BoL  1S2.] 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (S*r  Jf.  Sieh  Staeh.) 

Mb.  OONTBEABB  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne): I  think  the  House  ought  to 
know  something  about  this  Bill  before 
it  is  read  a  seoond  time.  We  hare  not 
had  a  single  word  from  any  responsible 

KrBon  to  explain  its  prorisions,  and  un- 
L8  we  hare  some  explanation  I  think 
we  should  be  entitled  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  I  have  no 
deaire  to  proceed  to  extreme  meaauree, 
but  I  have  a  strong  objection  to  the  ex- 
ceedingly Tidoufl  practice  of  rushing 
Bills  through  the  House  without  ex- 
planation. 

♦THaPBESIDENToFTHB  BOAED  or 
TBADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Buoh,  Bristol, 
W.) :  If  I  did  not  explain  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill,  it  was  beoanBO,  the  matter 
being  of  a  technical  nature,  I  have 
circulated  a  memorandum  with  the  Bill 
fully  explaining  its  provisioiu.  I  will, 
however,  shortly  infbrm  the  Houee 
what  the  proposals  of  the  measure  are. 
Under  the  Merobant  Shipping  Act, 
vessels  are  charged  for  dock,  light,  and 
harbour  duea  upon  their  net  tonnage. 
In  calculating  the  net  tonnage  from  the 
grou  tonnage,  certain  deductions  are 
made  for  light  and  ur  spaces  and 
crew  space.  The  law,  under  what  ia 
known  as  the  Jtmbilia  deduon,  ia  in  a 
state  that  Farliaaient  never  intended  it 
to  be  in ;  and  the  result  is  that,  in 
calculating  the  net  tonnage,  deductioos 
are  made  fbr  apaoes  which  have  never 
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been  included  in  the  meaBuremeiit  of 
the  g;rosa  tounage.  I  think  it  ie  obvious 
that  the  law  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
continue  in  such  a  state,  for  it  is  not 
only  unfair  to  the  light  dues  and  to  the 
do<^  oompanies,  but  aleo  obriousl; 
imfuT  aa  between  ships  of  one  cIam  and 
another.  The  Bill  before  the  HousI, 
therefore,  proposes  to  restore  the  law  to 
the  oondition  which  it  was  the  intention 
of  Parliament  to  create  by  taking  the 
measure  of  the  gross  tonnage  inclaBive 
of  everything,  and  caloulating  the  net 
tonnage  from  that. 

Sra  J.  GOBBT  (Armagh,  Hid) :  Asl 
was  one  of  a  large  deputation  to  the 
Prendent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  this 
matter,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  in  Oommittee  I 
shall  move  an  Amendment  for  the 
omission  of  the  clause  which  provides 
that  the  measure  shall  be  retrospective . 

Mb.  J.  0:  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields) :  I  heartily  hope  that  the 
Gbrernment  will  stand  bj  this  Bill, 
which  will  be  of  advantage  to  harbour 
authorities  all  over  the  country.  In 
some  oases  the  deductions  that  are  made 
ace  of  a  very  serious  character,  and 
enable  vessels  to  enjoy  all  the  advan- 
tages of  harbour  aooommodation  at  a 
much  less  rate  than  io  former  years. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  testify  that  two  ports  in  Ireland  in 
which  I  feel  a  particular  interest — 
namely,  Dublin  and  Belfast— have 
suffered  a  great  and  growing  injury  to 
their  incomes  by  reason  of  the  condition 
of  the  law  which  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  amend.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach)  has  accurately 
stated  that  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  not 
to  create  a  novelty  in  legislatioD,  but 
to  give  effect  to  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment in  former  times.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  tor  Armagh  (Sir 
J.  Corry)  has  stated  that  In  Committee 
he  will  move  an  Amendment  to  prevent 
the  Bill  having  retrospective  action.  If 
the  measure  is  to  be  made  effectual,  it 
must  have  retrospective  action ;  it  would 
be  vorthleas  witnout  it.  The  effect  of 
carrying  such  an  Amendment  would  be 
Sir  U.  Miekt  Btach 
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to  introduce  a  double  law,  and  one  set 
of  ships  would  be  measured  under  a 
different  law  to  another.  That  would  be 
an  indefensible  anomaly,  and  would 
occasioa  great  damage  to  the  various 
parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

8m  H.  DAVET  (Stockton) :  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
M.  Hioks  Beach)  on  having  brought  in 
this  Bill,  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
very  gross  injustice  which 
the  harbour  authorities  are  at  present 
labouring  under.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  jtut 
spoken  that  if  the  measure  is  to  have  its 
full  effect  it  ought  to  be  retroapeetive, 
because,  undoubtedly,  great  anomalies 
will  be  introduced  if  there  are  to  be  two 
classes  of  measurement — one  for  ships 
measured  before  the  Bill  comes  into 
effect,  and  one  for  those  measured  after- 
wards. The  object  of  the  measure  is 
one  which  will,  I  think,  commend  itself 
to  the  sense  of  the  House.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  decision  in  the  IiabtU* 
case  has  not  commended  itself  to  the 
minds  of  commercial  men  or  of  lawyers, 
and  I  think  the  Government  is  to  be 
congratulated  upon  having  brought  in  a 
measure  of  such  a  beneficial  character. 
I  hope  they  will  not  allow  its  benefite  to 
be  lessened  by  aooepting  an  Amend- 
ment which  will  have  the  effect  of 
making  it  merely  prospective. 

Mr.  WHITLET  (Liverpool,  Everton) : 
I  think  it  is  right  I  ahonld  say  that  the 
population  of  Liverpool,  who  are  lately 
interested  in  the  Bill,  geaerally  ap^nove 
of  it.  At  the  same  time,  there  is  very 
great  force  in  what  was  obserred  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh.  There  i>  no 
doubt  that  it  the  Bill  is  made  retro- 
spective  it  will  have  a  very  serious  effect 
upon  vessels  which  have  been  built 
under  the  oldr^^W.'  Owners  of  vesuls 
who  built  their  vessels  under  the  tAA 
regulations  will  suffer  great  loss  if  they 
are  made  amenable  to  legislation  of  a 
retrospective  character.  I  am  sure  I 
represent  the  views  of  shipowners  when 
I  say  they  approve  of  the  pcovinona  of 
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the  Bill,  bat  t&«7  do  think  it  would  be 
very  unfair  if  the  proTisions  were   mp' 

Stied  to  old  TesaelB.  I  hope  the  Presi- 
ent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  recoo- 
sider  the  question  before  the  Bill  pro- 
ceedB  upon  the  present  stage. 

Ur.  SUTHERLAND  (Greeaock):  I 
cordiaUj  endorse  the  obserrations  made 
by  the  hon.  Oentleman  (Ur.  Whitlffj). 
Qreat  injustice  will  be  done  to  a  large 
number  of  shipowners  whose  ressela 
hare  been  built  and  worked  in  oon- 
formity  with  the  existing  law,  if  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  is  made  retro- 
Bpeotive.  There  is  another  point  worthy 
of  consideration.  The  House  must  be 
aware  that  there  is  a  very  large  and 
increasing  competition  between  English 
Yossels  and  foreign  ressels,  or  vessels 
sailing  under  foreign  flags.  To  these 
Teasels  you  cannot  apply  the  proposed 
law,  and  therefore,  if  the  Bill  is  made 
retrospeotive  in  its  operation,  the  condi- 
tions under  which  foreign  vessels  sail  in 
competition  with  us  will  be  more  advan- 
tageous than  those  under  which  our 
vessels  trade. 

•Sia  J.  PBA.9E  (Durham,  Barnard 
Oastle)  :  Let  me  respectfully  suggest  to 
my  hon.  Friends  that  the  question  of 
the  retrospective  action  of  the  measure 
will  be  best  dealt  with  in  Committee. 
What  we  desire  now  is  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  in  order  that  it  may 
go  to  Oommittee,  and  then  be  dealt  with 
on  its  merits.  But  one  single  fact,  per* 
haps,  may  be  worth  a  bushel  of  argu- 
ments. I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Return  of 
several  ships  which  have  come  into  the 
Biver  Tees.  One  of  these  vessels,  a 
steamer,  carried  to  sea  600  tons  of  pig 
iron.  The  vessel's  grosa  registered 
tonnage  was  S87  tons.  Under  the  old 
measurement  she  was  S2S  tons,  under 
new  measure  252  tons,  and,  therefore, 
she  had  600  tons  of  pig  iron  on  board, 
and  yet  she  only  paid  port  dues  on  252. 
If  this  Bill  is  not  passed  it  is  perfect 
beggary  to  some  of  onr  harbours.  I 
hope,  therefore,  the  House  will,  without 
hesitation,  agree  to  the  8ec(md  Bowling. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  oom* 
nutted  for  Uonday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (I8TT) 
AMBKDMEKT  (LB^EHOLDEEtS)  (No.  2) 
BILL.-C61U.  33.] 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

HORSEFLESH  (SALE  FOR  POOD)  BILL.— 
[BitL  M.] 
ooxurrru. 

Considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clauses  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Ur.  PICKEBSaiLL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
S.W.):  The  taking  this  Bill  to-night  is 
altogether  unexpected.  We  are  now  ap> 
proachiug  the  most  serious  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  really  think  some  time  should 
be  given  for  consideration.  With  that 
view  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Ohairman 
do  Beport  progress. 

Hotion  made,  "Thatthe  Chairman  do 
report  Progress." — (tfr.  Piek^rigiU.) 
•Ur.  KNOWLES:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  it  necessary  to 
press  that  Motion.  The  BiU  is  a  very 
simple  one  and  excites  a  good  deal  of 
favourable  tntereet,  as  was  evidenced  last 
Wednesday,  when  I  presented  a  Petition 
in  its  favour  signed  by  80,000  persons.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Uember  will  allow  us  to 
proceed. 

Ur.  PICEERSOILL:  I  make  the 
Motion  out  of  no  hostility  to  the  Bill, 
but  umply  because  I,  in  common,  I  am 
sure,  with  many  other  Members,  have 
no  knowledge  of  it. 

Ub.  OONTBBABE  (OomwaU,  Cam- 
borne): I  quite  sympathize  with  the 
hon.  Uember's  motive  in  making  the 
Motion.  I  have  myself  often  made  pro- 
tests i^wnst  rosbiDg  legislation  in  this 
manner,  though  I  am  bound  to  say  the 
reMon  does  not  Ue  in  the  Mune  degree 
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against  this  Bill.  I  would  rather  add  my 
appeal  to  that  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  that  the  Bill  may  be 
allowed  to  proceed.  The  hour  is  not 
late,  and  we  might  go  on  a  little  further. 
I  have  myself  some  question  to  raise  in 
relation  to  Clause  7.  I  am  certainly  not 
anxious  to  have  such  heavy  penalties 
imposed  without  due  consideration^  and 
shall  be  inclined  to  propose  the  sttbstitu- 
tionof  £10for£20. 


for  Fod)  Bitt.  leH 

to  specify  that  the  penalty  shall  not  b  ® 
less  than  a  certain  amount  ? 


Thb  chairman  :  The  question  has 
been  put  that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 
♦Ma.  KNOWLES :  In  this  respect  the 
Bill  is  based  on  the  provisions  of  the 
**  Public  Health  Act,  1875"  and  the 
Margarine  Act.  I  did  not  think  this 
Bill  should  be  more  or  less  stringent  than 
those  Acts,  and  therefore  I  inserted  the 
£20  penalty.  I  hope  that  that  wiU 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
withdraw  his  Motion  and  allow  this  most 
useful  and  necessary  Bill  to  go  for- 
ward. 

Mr.  PICKEESGILL  :  If  there  is  a 
general  desire  to  proceed  I  will  not 
stand  in  the  way. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Are  not  the  penalties  in  the  Bill  illusory 
after  all?  Have  not  the  magistrates 
under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  the 
right,  which  they  usually  exercise,  to 
reduce  penalties  to  a  nominal  amount 
for  a  first  offence  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  (SirR. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  The  hon. 
Member  is  quite  right,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  advisable  to  leave  no  discre- 
tion and  say  the  penalty  shall  be  £10  or 
£80.  We  give  a  maximum,  but  in 
ordinary  circumstances  the  magistrate 
would  enforce  a  penalty  under  that. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  not  well 

Mr,  Conybeare 


Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich):  Will  the  Attorney  General  say 
if  in  such  cases  there  is  an  alternative 
of  so  many  days'  imprisonment  in  default 
of  fine?  Perhaps  I  ought  to  know 
without  asking  the  question  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  am  afraid  I 
ought  to  know,  but  my  recollection  of 
fhe  clauses  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act  is  not  sufficient  to  enable  me  to 
answer. 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  7. 

Motion  made  that  this  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  On  this  I  would 
like  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  there  are  other 
kinds  of  flesh  of  inferior  quality,  suoh 
as  that  of  dogs  and  cats,  the  sale  of 
which,  under  the  guise  of  wholesome 
meat,  it  is  desirable  to  prohibit.  I  do 
not  suggest  that  part  of  a  dog  or  oat 
could  not  be  mistaken  for  a  joint  of 
beef  or  mutton,  but  there  is  this  diffi- 
culty, that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are 
directed  against  the  sale  of  horseflesh , 
in  a  form  which  I  might  call  in  puru 
naturdlihiM — in  its  simple  and  raw  state 
as  killed.  But  there  is  no  provision  for 
preventing  a  butcher  or  other  person 
from  selling  horseflesh  made  up  in  a 
different  form  that  would  conceal  its 
real  character.  Has  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  considered  if  his  Bill  meets  suoh 
a  case? 

♦Mr.  KNOWLES  :  The  object  of  the 
Bill  is  principally  to  protect  poor  people 
who  go  to  low  butchers'  shops  and  ask 
for  pounds  of  meat.  They  are  served 
with  pounds  of  horsefleshi  with  pieoee 
of  mutton  or  beef  fat  skewered  on  to 
disguise  it.  The  fat  of  horsefleah 
is  easily  distinguishable  from  that 
of   beef   or   mutton;    it  is   the   lean 
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of  honefloBh  that  ia  palmed  off  upon 
these  poor  people.  Of  ooarae^  the 
hoa.  Uember  allodes  to  honefleah  made 
up  into  sausages.  I  have  gone  into 
the  question,  and  1  may  sa;  that  I 
intend  saasagea  to  come  within  the  scope 
of  the  BiU.  It  may  interest  the  hon. 
M  ember  to  know  that  there  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  detecting  horseflesh  in  sausages 
and  polonies.  In  order  not  to  waste 
time  now,  I  will  only  refer  the  faon. 
Member  to  an  article  by  Dr.  Bell,  of 
the  Inland  Berenue  Department,  in  the 
CAtmieel  Ifewi  of  January  14,  1887,  in 
w  hich  he  will  find  out  how  horseflesh 
may  be  distinguished,  and  I  will  tell 
him  that  not  only  the  flesh  of  hcnves, 
but  also  the  flesh  of  mules  and  of  asses, 
which  is  included  in  the  Bill,  may  be 
reoogniied  anatomatioally,  physically, 
and  chemically, 
aauae  added  to  Bill. 


Clause  8. 

Question  proposed  that  the  Olauaa 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 
*Mb.  LAW80N  (8t.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
observe  that  the  local  authorities  here 
appointed  are  the  Commissioners  of 
Sewers,  the  Vestries,  and  the  District 
Boards,  and  to  them  the  medical 
officers  are  to  report.  Now  the 
County  Council  is  about  to  appoint 
a  Medical  Officer  of  Health  for 
the  whole  of  London,  may  I  sng^geet 
that  he  may  have  ooncurrent  power 
with  these  other  local  officers,  and  that 
they  should  perform  this  function  under 
the  inpervision  of  the  Connty  Oouncil  f  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  object  to 
words  being  inserted  to  that  effect,  such 
words  as  "under  the  supervision  of 
the  County  Gonnoil." 

*The  president  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Eitchib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oeoi^e's) :  No  one 
could  assent  to  that.  Concurrent 
authority    should  always  be   awarded 
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where  it  is  possible.  Concunren 
authority  haa  the  efTeot  of  taking  away 
authority  from  both  parties.  Unques- 
tionably, in  a  la^e  town  like  London 
authority  should  be  exercised  by 
authorities  within  a  limited  area. 
*Mr.  LAW80N:  But  the  officers 
mi  ght  act  under  County  Council  super- 
vision. 
»Mk.  RITCHIE:  No.  I  think,  surely, 
the  Local  Authorities  may  be  trusted, 
and  can  act  better  individually  within 
their  own  area. 

Clause  added  to  Bill. 

Clause  9. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Ma.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
the  Committee  would  be  glad  to  bear 
from  the  hon.  Member  who,  I  must  ad- 
mit, is  exceedingly  learned  on  the  sab- 
ject  with  which  his  Bill  deals,  and 
possibly  has  a  reason  for  an  unusual 
course.  He  has  said  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  protect  poor  people  from 
being  imposed  upon  by  being  sold  horse 
flesh  instead  of  other  food.  If  horse 
flesh  is,  when  kept,  not  so  labelled  it  is 
to  be  liable  to  be  seised.  But  why,  by 
this  Clause  9  isthe  Bill  not  to  eb  extended 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland  ?  Are  not  our 
poor  people  equally  exposed  to  this  im- 
position, or  are  we  to  accept  thedootrine 
of  Dr.  Barr  as  the  Chief  Secretary  does, 
that  it  is  not  quality,  but  quantity  of 
food  that  is  there  regarded  ? 
•Mb.  KNOWLES:  I  mayteU  the  hon. 
Member  that  I  have  taken  great  pains 
to  acquire  information  in  r^ard  to  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland;  and,  so 
far  as  that  information  enables  me  to 
judge,  there  is  at  present  no  sale  of  horse- 
flesh in  Scotland  or  Ireland.  I  gathered 
my  information  from  inquiries  made  at 
Dublin,  Cork,  Belfast,  Limerick,  and 
Waterford ;  but,  of  course,  if  the  hon. 
Member  cut  show  me  theaUghteat  ntmna 
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for  eztendiDg  the  Bill  to  Ireland,  I  have 
no  objection  to  its  extension. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  had  better  follow  the  precedent 
of  the  Coercion  Act,  which  is  intended 
to  be  permanent,  whether  there  is  crime 
or  not.  This  Bill  is  intended  to  be  per- 
manent, and  though  no  horseflesh  is 
sold  now,  the  time  may  come  when  it 
may  be. 

*Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  agree  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton),  made,  I 
suppose,  with  a  view  to  horseflesh 
finding  its  way  into  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Banquet  at  Dublin. 

SibR.  WEBSTER :  Without  agreeing 
with  the  correctness  of  the  analogy, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  certainly 
shown  good  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
extend  to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  Though 
horseflesh  is  not  sold  now,  it  may  be 
hereafter.  I  hope,  therefore,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  object  to  the  clause 
being  struck  out.  It  will  also  be 
desirable,  I  think,  on  Report  to  insert 
a  clause  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Bill 
applies  to  horseflesh  when  mixed  with 
other  matter  or  alone.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  the  contention  might  be 
raised  that  the  Bill  only  applies  to 
horseflesh  when  sold  alone. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  If  the  Bill  is  made 
applicable  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  the 
clause  will  have  to  be  amended  that 
deals  with  the  exercise  of  power  by  the 
local  authorities.  As  it  now  stands  it 
has  reference  to  England  only. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  Report  the  neces- 
sary alteration  may  be  made. 

MR.ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.):  I 
quite  agree  that  the  Bill  should  apply  to 
Scotland. 

Question  put.  Clause  omitted.  Clause 
10  added  to  Bill.' 
New  Clause. 

Mr.  Knawlea 


This  Act  shall  come  into  operation  on 
the  first  day  of  January  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety.  —  (^r. 
Knowles.) 

Clause  read  a  second  time  and  added 
to  Bill. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 


SMALL  DEBTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

LBiLL  163.] 

8B00ND  BEADnra. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

♦Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eolloz) :  This  Bill  passed  the  Second 
Eeading  last  Session,  but  at  so  late  a 
period  that  it  was  found  impracticable 
to  get  it  passed  through  Committee. 
Its  object  is  to  extend  the  summary 
procedure  in  Scotland  for  the  recoTory 
of  small  debts  from  £12  to  £25.  The 
Bill  had  the  approval  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  and  his  predecessor,  and  I  now 
beg  to  move  the  Second  Eeading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  OoUege) : 
The  main  object  of  the  Bill  I  thoroughly 
approve,  but  there  are  certain  dauaes, 
however,  that  are  considered  as 
rather  dangerously  stringent.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  put  off  Committee 
to  a  tolerably  distant  date,  so  that  theee 
clauses  may  be  considered,  I  oflbr  no 
objection  to  the  Second  Eeading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday,  25th  April. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  163.] 

SBOOND  BBADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.) :  This 
Bill  was  discussed  last  year  and  received 
a  large  measure  of  support.    Its  object 


1677        I'ublie  Houses  (ffoura       (Apbil 

is  simply  to  enable  to  sell  a  tenant  a  few 
acres  in  addition  to  the  holding  itself 
when  that  is  desired.  This  a  landlord 
now  cannot  do,  but  this  Bill  will  enable 
him  to  do  it.  Amon^  tenants  there  is 
anxiety  to  have  the  Bill  passed;  at  least 
I  know  that  is  so  in  G-alway,  and  land- 
lords make  no  objection  to  it. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  object  of  the  Bill  is, 
briefly  speaking,  that  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  stated.  It 
may  be  necessary  to  consider  some 
details  in  Committee,  but,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  I  ofl'er  uo  opposition  to 
the  Second  Reading.  Of  course,  I  must 
be  understood  as  not  pledging  the 
Government  to  details,  but  safeguarded 
it  may  prove  a  useful  measure. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1887) 
AMENDMENT    (LEASEHOLDERS)    BILL. 

[bill   31.]      SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) : 
This  Bill  was  discussed  at  some  length 
the  other  night  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  It  was  resisted  then 
mainly  on  the  ground  of  the  absence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  May  I  now 
ask,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading, 
if  the  Government  support  the  Bill  or 
otherwise  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  It  is  the  fact  that  when 
the  Bill  came  on  unexpectedly  on  a 
former  occasion  I  waa  absent.  But 
though  I  am  now  in  my  place,  I  am 
afraid  this  is  not  the  time  to  admit  of 
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discussion,  and  certainly  we  cannot  ac- 
cept the  Bill  without  discussion.  I  fully 
recognize  the  cruel  position  in  which 
many  of  the  clients  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  placed,  but  I  also  recognize 
the  almost  insuperable  difficulty  of 
finding  a  solution  for  the  difficulties  of 
the  case.  It  may  be  there  is  relief  to  be 
found  by  enabling  leaseholders  to  pur- 
chase their  holdings  through  the  assist. 
ance  of  State  loans,  paying  thus  much 
less  in  the  form  of  an  annuity  than  they 
pay  in  rent,  but  when  I  am  asked  to  go 
beyond  that,  and  modify  what  are 
not  rents  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  word,  but  permanent  leases 
analagous  to  feus  in  Scotland  and  per- 
manent leases  in  England,  we  are  intro- 
duced to  a  whole  set  of  new  problems  in 
regard  to  which  I  find  myself  unable 
now  to  offer  a  satisfactory  solution. 
Under  the  circumstances,  and  not  de- 
siring to  vote  against  the  Bill  without 
discussion,  I  now  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HOUSES,  HOURS   OF  CLOSING 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[bill    148.]       SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) : 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  restore  the 
Act,  passed  a  couple  of  years  ago,  to 
the  same  state  in  which  it  was  when,  as 
a  Bill,  it  left  this  House.  The 
object  is  well  known  to  Scotch 
Members.  A  larg^  majority  voted  with 
us  on  the  previous  oocasion,  and  Isball 
best  serve  the  interest  of  the  Bill  by 
saying  no  more,  but  moving  the  Second 
Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T0MLIN30N  (Preaton):  The 
Bill  only  refers  to  Scotland;  bat  it  is 
important  aa  being  part  of  the  wliol« 

8  P 
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Sunday  Closing  Question.  The  Members 
for  Scotland  no  doubt  have  excellent 
memories,  and  may  be  perfectly  aware 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  For  my- 
self, I  do  not  recollect  them,  and  lam  sure 
many  others  are  in  the  same  position. 
It  is  not  time  now  to  enter  upon  the  dis- 
cussion, and  I,  therefore,  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'* — {Mr. 
7bm/in«ofi,)--put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time ; "  and,  objection  being  taken  to 
Further  Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 

BILL. 

[bill   8 7. "I      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  am  glad  to 
know  that  for  the  Motion  I  shall  have 
the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. I  am  moving  in  this  matter  on 
behalf  of  a  Society  started  some  three 
or  four  years  ago  to  prevent  cruelty  to 
children  in  the  direction  set  forth  in 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Mundella.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  In  as- 
senting to  the  Second  Reading  I  would 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Committee  stage  should  be 
postponed  for  about  a  fortnight,  on  the 
ground  that  in  some  respects  the  mea- 
sure goes  too  far,  and  its  provisions  will 
have  to  be  carefully  considered.  We 
desire  to  see  an  Act  passed  which  will 
deal  with  existing  evils,  and  I  dare  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Member  post- 
pones the  Committee  stage  for    some 

Mr,  Tomlinson 
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time  we  shall  be  able  to  meet  him  on 
some  of  the  points  of  difficulty  in  the 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  25th  April. 

POOR  IN  LARGE  TOWNS. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  to 
Question. —  [2nd  April.] 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  Cannot  some  ar- 
rangement be  made  for  taking  this  ad- 
journed debate  ?  It  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance,  a  great  number  of 
Members  being  interested  in  it.  As 
yet  only  four  or  five  private  Members 
have  had  a  chance  of  speaking  on  it. 
It  is  quite  as  important  a  matter  as 
some  of  those  for  which  days  have 
been  fixed. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thurs- 
day next. 

MOTION. 


EMIGRATION. 

*Mb.  RITCHIE  rose  to  move— 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  various  Schemes  which  have  beea 
proposed  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
facilitate  Emigration  from  the  congested 
districts  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  British 
Colonies  or  elsewhere ;  to  examine  into  the  re- 
sults of  any  Schemes  which  have  received 
practical  trial  in  recent  years,  and  to  report 
generally  whether  in  their  opinion  it  is  de- 
sirable that  further  facilities  should  be  g^vea 
to  promote  Emig^tion  ;  and,  if  so,  upon  the 
means  b^  and  the  conditions  under  which  saoh 
Emigration  can  best  be  carried  out,  and  the 
quarters  to  which  it  can  most  advantageoaaly 
be  directed." 

Db.  tanner  (Oork  County,  Mid)  : 
I  object. 

Thk  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GosoHBN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  rose  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his 
objection. 

Da.  TANNER  :  I  object. 

The  Motion,  therefore,  was  not  put. 

"House  adjourned  at  ten  minotea 
after  Twelre  o'dlook. 
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REPRESENTATIVE     PEER    FOR 
IRELAND. 

Earl  of  Portarlington's  Claim  to  vote 
for  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland — 
Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certificate 
be  sent  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland, 
stating  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the 
United  Kingdom  has  reported  to  the 
House  of  Lords  that  the  right  of  the 
Earl  of  Portarlington  to  vote  at  the 
elections  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland  has  heen  established  to  the  satis- 
faction of  him,  the  said  Lord  Chan> 
cellor ;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords  has 
ordered  such  Report  to  be  sent  to  the 
said  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland ;  and 
it  is  hereby  also  Ordered,  ''That  the 
said  Report  of  the  said  Lord  Chancellor 
be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland." 

ELEMENTARY      EDUCATION      PROVI- 
SIONAL    ORDER     CONFIRMATION 
(ACTON,    &c.)    BILL.- (No.  19.) 
Read  2*  (according  to  order). 

DRAINAGE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    OF 

LANDS    (IRELAND)    PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

Read  2*   (according  to  order),    and 

ordered  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee 

of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

EDUCATION  CODE. 

♦Lord  NORTON,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Education  Code  just 
issued,  and  to  move  a  Resolutiony  said : 

VOL.  CCOXXXIV.    [thibd  sERnw.] 


My  Lords,  the  Education  Code  which 
has  just  been  issued  is  a  sample  of 
the  danger  of  departmental  by-legis- 
lation. A  subject  once  handed  over 
to  departmental  legislation  ceases  to 
have  much  attention  or  serious  con- 
sideration from  Parliament  ever  after. 
If  that  Code  lies  unchallenged  a  few 
weeks  longer  on  the  Table  it  will  become 
law.  There  is  additional  danger  in 
the  annual  revisions  of  the  Education 
Code,  which  lead  successive  Ministers 
to  signalize  their  tenure  of  office  by 
constant  changes.  I  myself  first 
codified  the  Minutes  of  Council  40 
years  ago,  since  which  there  have  been 
the  Revised  Code,  the  Sandon  Code, 
the  Mundella  Code,  and  now  this  Code, 
which  is  more  important,  as  it  is  based 
upon,  and  pretends  to  adopt,  the  con- 
clusions from  three  years'  inquiry  by  a 
Royal  Commission.  Such  a  revision 
might  promise  some  permanency,  but 
for  the  now  developing  local  Govern- 
ment, which  portends  a  further  and 
more  radical  reform.  I  do  not  propose 
discussing  the  whole  Code,  but  a  prin- 
ciple which  pervades  if,  of  acknowledged 
nuschief,  whichit  only  proposes  par- 
tially to  correct.  That  principle  is  a 
variable  State  aid  of  education  instead 
of  a  secure  provision  of  its  requisite 
means.  The  system  of  precarious  support 
is  thus  described  by  one  of  the  highest 
authorities — 


*'  A  difltribation  of  grants  to  each  school  oo 
elaborate  and  minute  conditions  contained  in 
ever-changing  Minutes  of  the  Department,  the 
fulfilment  of  which  is  rerified  by  an  annual  in- 
spection, on  the  report  of  which  the  amount  of 
support  to  be  given  for  the  past  year  is 
announced  to  the  mana^^ers,  summed  up  in 
items,  and  assessed  on  individual  passes  in  the 
examination.  On  this  system  the  managers 
of  our  national  sdiools  became  contractors 
with  Qovemment  ior  certain  soholastio  results, 
and  on  their  delivery  of  so  many  passes  on.a 
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priced  catalogae  of  subjecto,  the  Treaaury  has 
nothing  to  do  but  to  add  up  the  bill  and  gire  a 
cheque  for  the  amount." 

JSxptnde  quot  lihroi  has  become  the  teat 
of  the  worth  of  any  Education  Code, 
even  among  leading  men.  The  Com- 
missioners summarize  on  this  point  the 
evidence  of  the  teachers,  the  eyidence 
of  the  managers,  and  the  evidence  of 
the  Inspectors.  The  summary  of  the 
teachers'  evidence  ii 


"That  this  mode  of  payment  for  education 
limits  education  to  a  hard  and  fast  line  of 
instruction  has  caused  neglect  of  important 
subjects  not  comprised  in  the  catalogue  of 
subjects  paid  for ;  throws  aside  dull  children 
of  no  profit  in  the  account ;  has  substituted  an 
evanescent  cram  of  memory  for  the  permanent 
development  of  intelligence;  and  has  led  to 
mechanical  methods  of  teaching  calculated 
merely  to  win  the  grants." 

The   managers'   opinion    on   the   sub- 
ject, although  in  favour  of  individual 
examinations   to  guide  the   judgment 
of  the  Inspector  in  his  Report,  is  unani- 
mous against  assessing  g^nts  upon  the 
detailed  results  of  those  examinations, 
and  they  use  the  expression  that  it  has 
*' killed  intelligence"  in  our  system  of 
education.     As  to  the  Inspectors,  they 
agree  that  the  system  leads  all  concerned 
to  trim  their  sails  to  meet  the  examina- 
tion, rather  than  to  develop  education, 
and  that  knowledge  so  imparted  was  soon 
lost.     Mr.  Matthew  Arnold,  one  of  the 
highest  of  our  Inspectors,  attributes  the 
comparatively  more  intelligent  teaching 
in  other  countries  to  the  absence  of  any 
anch  system ;  and  he  goes  so  far  as  to 
flay  that  the  evil  is  so  rooted  that  there 
is  no  escape  but  by  entire  change.    The 
Oommissioners  themselves  conms  their 
disappointment  from  the  evidence  that 
thou^  under  the  present  system,  the 
results   of  examination   might  appear 
satisfactory,  the  children  lost  with  ex- 
traordinary rapidity  after  leaving  school 
the    knowledge    which    had    been    so 
laboriously  and  expensively  imparted. 
From  all  these  premisses,  my  Lords,  I 
do  think  that  it  is  an  extraordinary  oon- 
elosion    that  the  Parliamentary  ^^rant 
flhould  not  be  wholly,  but  only  partially, 
freed  from  such  a  system  of  distribu- 
tion.     Two   reasons    are    assigned — 
one,    that    its    abolition    would    incur 
ffraver  evils,  which  the  Oommissioners 
do  not  describe,  and,  to  me,  are  ineon- 
oeivable;    the  other,  that   Parliament 
would  not  continue  so  large  a  grant 
without  flatiflfying  itielt  that  the  quality 
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of  the  education  given  justified  the  ex* 
penditure.    It  wan  the  original  idea  of 
this  payment  on  results  to  tempt  Parlia- 
ment to  vote  money  by  an  apparent  quii 
pro  quo.     Now  Parliament  requires  no 
tempting,  but  has  become  profuse  in 
this  expenditure ;    and,  as  the  results 
obtainea  by  this  mode  of  payment  are 
proved  to  be  greatly  damaged  by  it, 
there    is    no    reason    for    withholding 
from  Parliament  the  better  results  and 
higher  quality  of  education   which   it 
might  have   for  its  expenditure.     For 
these  two  worthless  reasons  the  new 
edition  of  the  Code  proposes  only  to  in- 
crease the  fixed  part  of  the  grant  from 
48.  6d.  to  128.,  leaving  the  rest  to  be 
won  by  hazards  as  heretofore — a  shilling 
for  this  and  sixpence  for  that.     The 
most  attractive  part  of  our  national  edu- 
cation will  still  be  a  speculation  in  this 
lottery.    The  chief  attention,  even   of 
managers,  will  still  be  devoted  to  earn- 
ing the  variable  income  to  cover  their 
already  incurred  expenses.  The  subjeots 
not  paid  for — religious  instruction,  for 
instance — will  still  be  neglected,  dull 
children  will  continue  valueless,  and  all 
the  acknowledged  evils  of  the  system 
will  infect  the  whole   for  the  useleaa 
retention  of  a  part  of  it.     If  asked  what 
is  to  be  done,  the  answer  of  the  whole 
world  comes  to  that  challenge.    We  are 
the  only  nation  which  pays  for  national 
education  in  such  a  way.     There  is  no 
other  nation,  there  is  no  Colony  of  this 
country  which  attempts  to  maintain  a 
system  of  national  education  by  a  pre- 
carious offer  to  managers  to  win  prizes. 
In    the    United    States    the    plan    is, 
out  of  a  Common  School  Fundy  to  make 
distribution  to  the  various  school  dis- 
tricts in  the  country  according  to  the 
population  and  the  rateable  value  of  the 
district.    The  Report  makes  a  calcula- 
tion that  the  present  average  amount  of 
the  prizes  won  is  about  £1  per  head. 
Why  not  take  that  figure,  and  make  it 
a  normal  capitation   grant,   somewhat 
more  or  less  according  to  population 
and  character  of  locality,  so  tiiat  the 
managers  may  know  what  means  they 
have  to  put  to  the  best  purpose  ?    Of 
course,  that  must  be  done  here,  as  in 
other  countries,  on  the  condition  that 
continued  recognition  of  the  school  by 
the  Qovemment  depends  on  any  defect 
reported  by  tiie  Inspectorsjbeing  as  floon 
as  possible  corrected.    I  know  there  is 
af  ear  in  some  minds  that  the  Inspectors 
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would  hardly  dare  to  make  strict  and 
true  Keports  in  oases  which  might  in- 
volve the  dismissal  and  min  of  teachers ; 
but  that  fear  is  proved  to  be  foundation- 
less  by  experience  in  our  own  country. 
In  London  and  in  other  of  our  laree 
towns  the  School  Boards  have  already 
found  from  the    evils    of  the  present 
fiystem  that  it  was  better  to  throw  upon 
the  rates  the  fluctuations  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary grant,  and  to  assume  for  them- 
selves a  fixed  system  for  the  support  of 
their  schools,  though  it  obliges  them  to 
have  another  set  of  Inspectors  by  the 
side  of  the  Government  Inspectors.  From 
the  Eeport  of  their  own  Inspector  upon 
the  general  conduct  of  the  school  they 
see  to  any  defects  being  remedied,  even 
if  that  has  involved  the  dismissal  or 
the  degradation  of  a  teacher.    No  diffi- 
culty whatever  is  experienced.     These 
Boards  will  not  sacrifice  the  interests  of 
the  school  for  the  sake  of  incompetent 
teachers.     I  want  to  point  out,  in  the 
next  place,  that  even  the  increased  fixed 
grant,   which  I  consider  a  very  great 
improvement,  is  spoilt  in  this  Code,  by 
making  it  on  a  triple  scale  of  graduation, 
according  to  the  Inspector's  discrimi- 
nation of  the  merit  of  each  school.    We 
have  not  here  to  form  an  opinion ;   we 
have  proof  that  such  graduation  of  merit 
is  wrong.     It  has  been  tried  and  failed. 
The  plan  of  attempting  to  mitigate  the 
•vil  of  payment  by  results  by  a  merit 
grant  has  already  failed.    The  Inspeo- 
&rs,  by  bad  habit,  assessed  it  like  the 
rest    on    particular  results  instead    of 
on  general  conduct,  and  all  confessed 
that  it  was  impossible  to  draw  the  line 
between     the    comparative    grades    of 
merit  fairly  and  satisfactorily.   National 
School  education  cannot  be  a  competitive 
flystem.    If  it  were,  the  race  would  be 
unfair  between  a  village  school  in  Wilt- 
shire and  a  town  school  in  Manchester, 
and  the  one  of  hardest  work  and  most 
needing  aid  would  get  the  least.     This 
<x>nsideration  shows  the  third  and  last 
blot  I  wish  to  point  out  in  the  Oode. 
While  it  offers  a  small  bonus  to  ill-de- 
fined poor  schools,  which  by-the-bye,  it 
neutralizes  by  requiring    a  larger  staff, 
the  same  curriculum  is  held  out  for  a 
rural    and   a   town    school;    and    the 
assessment  of  prizes  attaches  the  highest 
rewards    to  what   is   unattainable  by 
the   poorer    sohoola.     It  would   be  a 
better  plan  to  invert  the  scale  of  prizes, 
if  we  are  to  have  prizes  at  all,  and  to 


give  the  higher  prizes  to  the  lower  sub- 
jects.    It  would  be  better  if  there  were 
higher  fees  for  specific  subjects,  which 
are  chiefly  taught  to  richer  children,  and 
at  the  same  time  free  exhibitions  for  poor 
children  able  to  go  to  the  higher  sub- 
jects.   It  is  absurd  to  offer  all  an  equally 
free  education.    Free  education  means 
that    everybody    should    pay    equally, 
whether  they  make  use  of  the  schools 
for  their  children  or  not.     There  should 
be  some  proportion  between  the  advan- 
tage derived  from  the  schools  and  the 
money  which  is  paid  for  them ;  and,  as 
the  richer  children  who  go  in  for  higher 
subjects  have  richer  employments  before 
them,  there  can  be  no  injustice  in  their 
being  required  to  pay  more  towards  the 
public  aid  which  they  receive,   giving 
poorer  children  the  advantage  of  exhi- 
bitions, and  the  poorest  only  exemption 
from  fees.     There  are  msmy  other  points 
in  the  Code  to  which  attention  might  be 
drawn,  but  I  do  not   wish   to  trespass 
further  now  on  your  Lordships'  time. 
This   Code    has  been  laid  some  time 
upon  the  Table,  and  in  a  few  weeks 
will  become  law.     I  have  only  raised 
one  point,  but  it  is    a   vital    one  —  a 
point  of  principle,  a  point  which  affects 
the  whole  system,  and  I  maintain  that 
unless   the  system  is  entirely  chang^ 
the  best  use  of  our  enormous  expendi- 
ture on  education  cannot  be  obtained. 

Moved  to  resolve, "  That  the  new  Education 
Code  is  defective  in  retaining  any  variahle 
grants  to  schools,  meeting  any  re^rt  of 
inefficiency  hj  witiidrawing  or  reducing  the 
means  of  efficiency,  instead  of  securing  adequate 
means  of  efficiency  and  making  the  correction 
of  any  inefficiency  a  condition  of  continued 
recognition  ;  also,  in  graduating  the  increased 
fixed  grants  on  a  s<^e  of  acUudged  merit, 
similar  to  that  which  has  just  be  proved  im- 
practicahle ;  also,  in  continuing  to  xnake  grants 
on  the  same  terms  and  standards  to  schools  of 
dissimilar  circumstances."-*  (7%«Xor<{  Norton,) 

♦Viscount  ORANBROOK  :  My  noble 
Friend  is  always  strong  in  the  opinions 
which  he  entertains,  and  having  pro- 
tested alone  in  the  Boyal  Commission,  he 
now  repeats  his  protest.  He  is,  in  fact, 
an  Athanasiui  contra  mundum  in  support 
of  his  views.  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
necessary  to  discuss  the  question  raised 
by  my  noble  Friend  of  payment  by 
results.  I  am  not  called  upon  to  defend 
that  system,  audi  am  not,  like  my  noble 
Friend,  going  to  condemn  it,  but  I  feel 
sure  that  an  attempt  to  hdodj^v^^^sK:- 
l\axn»iLt  vqSl  ^<^   wwatej  ^^>^  t^ss^^s^ 
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thought  of  by  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Sbrrbrooke,  who  was  the  author  of  that 
system.  My  noble  Friend  was  not 
likely  to  do  anything  underhand  or  mis- 
leading in  any  way.  I  am  quite  sure 
my  noble  Friend  was  anxious  to  make 
education  as  good  as  possible  in  the 
country,  and  he  tried  a  great  experi- 
ment which  has  not  failed  to  confer 
great  benefits  on  the  country.  A  system 
has  grown  up  under  which  we  ascertain 
fairly  well  what  every  child  in  the 
schools  has  learned.  If  a  new  system 
is  introduced  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
Inspectors  would  be  influenced  by  the 
one  which  preceded  it.  It  might  be  said 
with  truth  of  the  Commission  itself,  and 
the  evidence  upon  which  they  founded 
their  Keport,  that  the  bias  was  strongly 
against  trusting  altogether  to  individual 
examination.  They  were  aoxious  that 
a  much  wider  view  should  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  schools  of  the  country, 
and  that  the  Inspectors  should  be  at 
liberty,  while  they  did  not  neglect  the 
child,  to  look  at  the  condition  of  the 
school  itself  and  all  the  circumstances 
which  surrounded  it ;  that  they  should 
test  it  as  far  as  could  be  tested,  as  it 
used  to  be  to  some  extent  before  1862  ; 
and  that  they  should  take  upon  them- 
selves to  examine  the  whole  system  of 
a  school,  and,  as  far  as  might  be,  its 
moral  tone  and  all  conditions  con- 
nected with  it,  and  upon  that  base  their 
Beport  to  the  Department,  which  should 
decide,  not  merely  upon  the  opinion  of 
the  Inspector,  but  upon  the  facts  he  re- 
ported. The  Commission  recommended 
that  the  sum  of  10s.  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  4s.  6d.  granted  under 
the  present  system,  and  that  was  to  be 
in  their  view  a  fixed  grant.  But  when 
the  Department  came  to  consider  that 
question,  we  saw  that  10s.  would  not 
exactly  meet  the  requirements,  because 
it  would  not  leave  a  sufficient  balance 
for  the  results  of  individual  examination, 
and  because  we  felt  also  that  there  need 
be  no  examinations  in  Standards  I.  and 
II.  already  given  up  in  Scotland. 
Now,  my  noble  Friend  says   that    the 

Principle  of  the  Code  is  competition, 
ut  that  is  not  so,  inasmuch  as,  imder 
competition,  one  person  gains  a  prize  of 
which  another  is  deprived.  All  schools 
will  obtain  the  grant  who  fulfil  the  condi- 
tions, and  attain  the  required  standard. 
The  principle,  no  doubt,  will  be  laid 
down  by  the  Department  of  estimating 

VUoount  Cranbrook 


the  condition  of  the  yarioua  sohoolfl,  and 
seeing  which  of  these  several  grants 
should  be  made.  Let  me  refer  for  a 
moment  to  one  of  the  chief  ones,  the 
15s.  6d.  grant.  There  has  been  a  great 
desire  that  if  drawing  should  not  be 
made  compulsory,  every  effort,  at  least, 
should  be  made  to  spread  it  throughout 
the  country.  Therefore,  in  the  larger 
schools  we  have  made  it  a  condition  that 
to  obtain  the  15s.  6d.  g^ant  drawing 
should  be  effectively  taught.  In  other 
schools,  where  the  numbers  are  not 
sufficiently  great  to  afford  an  efficient 
staff,  though  we  have  not  made  it  a 
condition,  still  we  desire  that  drawing 
should  be  encouraged  in  every  way; 
and  being  under  fiie  Science  and  Art 
Department,  what  will  be  g^ven  will  be 
something  beyond  the  17s.  6d.  to  which 
the  Government  are  confined  by  the 
Education  Act  of  1876.  My  noble 
Friend  says  that  this  Departmental  legis- 
lation is  much  to  be  deprecated.  I  am 
not  responsible  for  that  mode  of  dealing 
with  educational  law.  If,  year  after 
year,  an  Act  of  Parliament  had  to  be 
obtained  for  altering  the  Code,  anyone 
may  imagine  what  enormous  diffiicoltieft 
would  have  to  be  encountered.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Code,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  shown,  can  be  assailed  upon 
any  point  which  anyone  chose  to  take 
up.  There  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  diffi- 
culty in  doing  this  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  in  your  Lordships'  House 
there  is  none,  because  we  have  abundance 
of  time,  and  whenever  my  noble  Friend 
wishes  to  attack  the  Code  he  can  certainly 
do  so.  My  noble  Friend  says  that  £1 
ought  to  be  given  for  every  child  in 
every  school  of  the  country.  The  limit 
which  can  be  s;iven  is  17s.  6d.  No  doubt 
I7s.  6d.  is  only  a  limit  where  it  is  not 
met  by  other  resources  of  the  school ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  practically 
the  limit  for  many  schools.  That  being 
so,  we  cannot,  of  course,  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  way  my  noble  Eriend 
desires.  And  now  a  few  words  as  to 
what  is  a  variable  and  invariable  grant. 
I  do  not  know  whether  your  Lorqshipa 
have  read  my  noble  Friend's  Besolution. 
It  is  not  in  my  opinion  easy  to  construe* 
What  I  understand  my  noble  Friend  to 
want  is  that  there  should  be  a  uniform 
grant,  a  fixed  amount,  whether  the 
school  is  bad  or  good ;  but  that  if  a 
school  is  backward  and  does  not  make 
up  the  deficiencies  pointed  out  by  the 
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Inspector  it  should  cease  to  be  recog- 
nized. Therefore  upon  the  cessation  of 
recognition  the  Government  grant  would 
be  withdrawn 

♦Lord  NORTON :  Not  immediately. 

♦Viscount  CRANBROOK:  The  grant 
would  not  cease  immediately,  but  the 
school  would  cease  to  be  recognized. 
Now  the  present  proposal  is  that  there 
should  be  a  minimum  g^ant  of  12s.y 
which  could  not  be  withdrawn  without 
12  months'  notice.  Therefore  the  school 
would  have  more  than  12  months  to  put 
itself  in  a  position  to  retain  the  12s. 
My  noble  fViend  must  see  that  that  is 
a  considerable  advantage,  and  in  con- 
formity with  his  own  desire  so  far  as 
it  goes.  The  Inspectors,  no  doubt, 
will,  as  hitherto,  give  fair  considera- 
tion to  the  circumstances  of  the 
echool  and  the  class  of  children 
coming  to  it.  I  cannot  see  a  g^eat 
•difference  between  the  present  system 
and  a  system  giving  what  my  noble 
Friend  calls  a  fixed  and  invariable 
amount,  if  that  amount  is  to  depend  on 
the  decision  of  the  inspector  just  as  it 
would  in  the  case  of  the  smaller  sum. 
It  ceases  to  be  a  fixed  g^ant  just  as  the 
other  ceases  if  the  conditions  are  not 
fulfilled.  I  do  not  say  that  I  look  for- 
ward with  certainty  to  the  success  of 
this  Code,  but  I  do  look  forward  to  it 
with  expectation  and  satisfaction,  because 
it  meets  the  wishes  of  many  most  deeply 
interested  in  the  question.  The  Royal 
Commission  was  composed  of  two  parties, 
and  there  were  two  Reports,  but  upon 
the  points  which   the  Department  has 

taken  up  the  Commission  was  prac- 
tically unanimous.  And  here  I  wish 
to  pay  my  acknowledgments  to  the 
"Commission  for  the  enormous  labour 
and  diligence  that  it  applied  to  its  task, 
and  especially  to  my  noble  Friend  who 

was  good  enough  to  take  the  Chair  (Lord 
dross),  and  give  himself  to  the  work 
with  an  industry  and  intelligence  which 
•cannot  be  over-estimated.  But  that 
being  so,  I  think  I  may  put  it  to 
your  Lordships  with  some  confidence 
that,  as  our  legislation  is  founded  upon 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee, 

it  may  fairly  be  accepted  prtm 4  facie^ 

unless  there  is  something  very  objec- 
tionable in  it.  The  only  point  before  the 
IBouse  at  this  time  is  whether  or  not 
jour  Lordships  wish  that  one  invariable 
aum  should  be  giv<Mi  to  every  school  in 
the  country,  whatevar  its  condition  and 


efficiency  at  the  time,  or  that  there 
should  be  the  conditions  which  the 
Department  propose,  and  that  the  grant 
should  not  depend,  as  before,  solely 
on  the  proficiency  on  examination  of 
particular  children.  The  Inspectors' 
duty  will  be  quite  a  different  one 
from  that  of  examining  the  children. 
He  will  have  to  satisfy  himself  as  to 
the  general  condition  of  the  school,  of 
the  class,  and  of  the  child ;  and  that 
the  children  are  brought  up  in  g^od 
manners  and  habits  of  obedience.  It 
is  the  character  of  the  school  as  well 
as  the  mere  learning  that  is  to  be  taken 
into  account.  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy 
time  by  reading,  but  in  the  instructions 
to  the  Inspectors,  g^ven  in  the  Code 
itself,  it  is  provided  that — 

'*  The  Inspector  will  bear  in  mind,  in  recom- 
mending a  general  grant,  the  results  of  any 
visits  without  notice  made  in  the  course  of  the 
school  year,  and  will  not  interfere  with  any 
method  of  organization  adopted  in  a  training 
college  under  inspection  if  it  is  satisfactorily 
carried  out  in  the  sdiool.  To  meet  the  require- 
ments respecting  discipline,  the  managers  and 
teachers  will  be  expected  to  satisfy  the  Inspector 
that  all  reasonable  care  is  taken  in  the  ordinary 
management  of  the  school,  to  bring  up  the 
children  in  habits  of  punctuality,  of  good 
manners  and  lan^age,  oi  cleanliness  and  neat- 
ness, and  also  to  impress  upon  the  children  th« 
cheerful  obedience  to  duty,  of  consideration  and 
respect  for  others,  and  of  honour  and  truthful- 
ness in  word  and  act.  The  Inspector  will  also 
satisfy  himself  that  the  teacher  has  not  unduly 
pressed  those  who  are  dull  and  delicate  in 
preparation  for  examination  at  any  time  of  the 
year ;  and  that  in  dassif ving  them  for  instruc- 
tion regard  has  been  paid  to  their  health,  their 
age,  and  their  mental  capacity,  as  well  as  to 
their  due  progress  in  learning." 

I  would  point  out  to  your  Lordships  that 
there  might  be  many  cases  in  which  a 
good  school  might  not  pass  the  number 
of  children  required,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  hardship  that  a  school  which  was 
really  better  in  its  general  character 
should  be  in  a  worse  position  than 
another  which  was  really  in  an 
inferior  condition  of  general  efficiency. 
My  Lords,  I  think  I  have  dwelt  on  all 
the  points  to  which  my  noble  Friend  re- 
ferred, and  I  have  no  desire  to  extend  the 
discussion  into  the  Code  itself.  If  my 
noble  Friend  wishes  at  any  time  to  bring 
forward  the  larger  question  of  the  whole 
Code,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  meet 
him ;  but  in  regard  to  the  present  point, 
which  is  a  very  narrow  one,  we  believe 
that  the  Commission  were  right  in 
thinking  that  there  should  be  a  gradu- 


1691 


Army 


{LORDS! 


{Ann^  BiU. 


leM 


ated  8oale  of  efficiency,  and  that  a  ffood 
Tillage  school  and  a  g^od  town  school 
should  each  have  a  good  grant. 

Earl  BEACJCHAMP:  The  nohle 
Viscount  has  referred  to  the  Inspectors. 
May  I  ask  my  nohle  Friend  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Tahle  a  copy  of 
the  Instructions  to  the  Inspectors,  be- 
cause I  think  unless  that  is  done  we 
are  yery  imperfectly  informed  as  to  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Code. 
♦Viscount  CR  ANBROOK  :  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  a  little  mistaken.  I  re- 
ferred to  the  instructions  to  the  In- 
spectors in  the  Code  itnelf .  With  regard 
to  the  instructions  which  may  he  given 
hereafter  to  the  Inspectors,  it  is  not 
usual  to  give  those  instructions  until  the 
Code  is  established,  because  they  may 
become  absolutely  useless  if  the  Code 
takes  a  different  form. 

Earl  BEAUCH  AMP :  My  suggestion 
applied  not  to  the  instructions  which  my 
noble  Friend  read  from  the  Code,  but 
those  to  which  he  referred  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  as  being 
necessary  to  the  proper  understanding 
of  the  Code. 

♦Earl  FORTESCUE:  I  think  this 
Oode  is  a  great  improvement  on 
its  predecessors  in  various  respects. 
I  think  the  very  humane  provi- 
sion that  no  deduction  below  128. 
should  take  place  for  a  year  is  a  very 
great  improvement.  I  doubt  whether 
sufficient  allowance  is  always  made  for 
the  very  great  disadvantage  in  which 
schools  in  sparsely-inhabited  districts  are 
placed  as  regards  attendance  in  bad 
whether.  I  know  of  one  case  in  which 
two  children  returning  from  school 
across  a  bleak  and  exposed  tract  were 
out  off  from  their  home  by  a  snow-drift, 
and  it  was  only  by  Heaven's  mercy  that 
they  were  discovered  before  being  frozen 
to  death.  That  is  only  an  illustration  of 
the  difficulties  of  insisting  upon  regular 
attendance  in  schools  so  situate.  It  is 
essential  that  very  great  allowance 
should  be  made  in  the  case  of  children 
who  have  to  go  long  distances  across 
bleak  tracts  to  school.  There  is  nothing 
more  irrational  than  the  system  which 
formerly  existed  of  requiring  a  child  to 
be  presented  in  higher  standard  at 
the  end  of  the  year  in  the  same  subjects 
as  that  in  which  it  had  been  presented, 
not  passed,  before,  and  I  am  gratified 
that  a  little  common  sense  has  been 
applied  to  that  rule,  which  has  been  a 

Vticount  Oranhrook 


fertile  source  of  over-pressnre.  I  agnt 
with  the  noble  Viscount  as  to  the  gnat 
advantage  of  drawing,  and  it  does  not 
seem  to  meet  the  requirement  thmt  ill 
large  schools  the  boys  should  be  ade- 
quately instructed  in  drawing  is  at 
all  an  unreasonable  one.  Beaidsiy 
drawing  has  the  further  adTsnta^  of 
developing  intelligence  while  affording 
rest  to  the  brain  from  the  iojurioas  strain 
upon  it,  too  often  caused  by  the  general 
undue  number  of  hours  dsTOted  te 
mental  study.  I  still  would  wish, 
without  going  the  whole  way  wiili 
my  noble  Friend,  that  there  were  leas 
of  fluctuations  in  the  amount  awarded 
in  particular  years  in  order  to  diminish 
the  amount  of  annual  anxiety  ta 
managers  and  teachers,  which  will  be 
still  left  under  the  present  Code— anxietj 
which,  in  the  case  of  female  teachers 
especially,  is  often  found  not  only  ta 
affect  their  health,  but  also  in  some 
degree  their  efficiency  in  teaching. 
But,  on  the  whole,  I  feel  g^tef ul  to  the 
noble  Viscount  who  presides  over  the 
Education  Department  for  having  so  far 
followed  the  recommendation  of  the  yery 
able  and  indefatigable   Commissioners- 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order) :  Amend* 
ments  made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No  36.) 

House  in  Committee  (accordiog  to 
order). 

Clause  4. 

♦Lord  THKING  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  the  omission  of  this 
clause  I  need  give  but  a  very  short 
explanation.  Under  the  Army  Act, 
1881,  a  particular  distinction  is  drawn 
between  breaches  of  discipline  and 
crimes,  as  I  will  call  them — namely,, 
offences  which  the  Act  designates  as  of 
an  immoral,  dishonest,  and  flagrant 
character,  and  it  provides  for  distinction 
to  be  made  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
classes  of  offences.  Accordingly,  the 
prisoner  committed  for  a  purely  mili- 
tary offence  goes  to  a  military  prison^ 
and  the  prisoner  convicted  of  crime  g^ea 
to  a  civil  priscMk.  The  effect  is  tre-^ 
mendously  different.  The  one  man 
coming  out    is  untainted  by  what 
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ordinarily  called  crime,  and  can  go 
to  some  respectable  sort  of  labour; 
the  other  associates  with  burglars 
aud  men  of  worse  description,  and  is 
tainted  with  the  character  of  a  gaol- 
bird, and  his  future  career  utterly 
ruined.  The  effect  of  this  clause  is  to 
entirely  reverse  the  humane  provision  I 
have  referred  to,  and  to  convert  what  is 
apurely  military  offence  into  a  crime. 
When  I  referred  to  this  matter  on  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Bill,  I  failed  to 
extract  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Harris)  any  reason  for  the  alteration. 
He  told  me  that  the  submission  of  sen- 
tences to  the  Judge  Advocate  would  pre- 
vent any  injustice  being  done.  No  one 
is  readier  than  I  am  to  admit  the  great 
ability  of  the  Judge  Advocate,  but  I 
may  remind  my  noble  Friend  that  the 
office  of  Judge  Advocate  is  to  judge 
of  the  legality  of  the  crime  ;  he  has  no 
power  whatever  to  give  any  authoritative 
opinion  upon  the  severity  or  otherwise 
of  a  sentence.  I  will  read  what  was  said 
by  Lord  Randolph  Churchill's  Com- 
mittee  on  this  subject — 

*'  Your  Committee  entertain  a  strong  opinion 
that  some  high  legal  authority  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  the  military  authorities  should  be 
appointed  to  secure  the  due  administration  of 
imlitary  justice  and  the  proper  protection  of 
the  private  soldier,  in  whose  interests  the  office 
of  Judge  Advocate  was  created  by  Parliament.' » 

I  trust  your  Lordships  will  not  pass  this 
clause,  which  would  allow  a  man  to  be 
branded  with  disgrace  for  the  very 
offence  which  the  Act  declares  is  not  of 
''an  immoral,  dishonest,  shameful,  or 
criminal  character,"  and  I  hope  that,  at 
any  rate  before  such  a  law  comes  into 
operation,  the  Government  will  appoint 
that  **  high  legal  authority,"  whose 
duty  it  will  be,  independently  of  the 
military  authorities,  to  protect  the  pri- 
vate soldier. 

Moved,  as  an  Amendment,  *'That 
Clause  4  be  omitted." — {7*h€  Lord 
THiing.) 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (Lord  Harbis)  :  I 
trust  your  Lordships  will  approve  of  the 
inclusion  of  this  clause  in  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act,  and  I  think  when  I  show 
your  Lordships  what  are  the  crimes  for 
which  it  is  proposed  that  a  man  shall  be 
sent  to  a  civil  prison  instead  of  to  a 
military  prison  you  will  agree  with  the 
military  authorities  that  it  is  advisable 


that  a  man  of  the  character  in  question 
should  be  for  as  short  a  time  as  possible 
in  the  comradeship  of  soldiers.  These 
are  the  words  of  the  General  Order  of 
1887,  paragraph  99 — 

"  A  sentence  that  amonntsto,  or  exceeds,  one 
year's  imprisonment  should  he  imposed  only  in 
cases  of  disgraceful  conduct  of  an  unnatural 
kind,  gross  violence  to  superiors,  repeated  de- 
sertion or  fraudulent  enlistment,  or  in  cases  of 
persistent  offex^ders  whom  ordinary  punishment 
has  not  had  the  effect  of  restraining  from 
serious  crime.  In  this  latter  class  of  cases  the 
additional  sentence  of  discharge  with  ignominy 
is  as  a  rule  advisable.** 

Those  are  the  persons  who  will  be 
affected  by  Clause  4  of  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act  of  this  year ;  and  I  do 
trust  that  your  Lordships  will  take  the 
view  which  the  military  authorities  take, 
that  the  sooner  a  person  who  has  been 
dismissed  the  Army  with  ignominy  is 
out  of  all  contact  with  his  honest  and 
honourable  comrades  the  better  for  the 
Army. 

*LoHD  THRING :  The  noble  Lord 
must  be  aware  that  if  the  offences  com- 
mitted 9ixe  of  an  immoral,  dishonest, 
and  shameful  character,  then  the  Act  ap- 
plies at  present.  The  military  offences 
m  respect  of  which  this  clause  subjects 
the  offender  to  go  to  a  civil  prison  are 
military  offences  which  are  not  of  an 
immoral,  dishonest,  or  shameful  cha- 
racter. 

VisoouNT  BURY:  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to  imply 
that  courts  martial  are  likely  to  make 
a  constructive  crime  out  of  a  purely 
military  offence,  to  discharge  the  man 
with  ignominy,  and  thus  to  send  him 
into  the  company  of  felons.  Now,  I 
think  we  may  fairly  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  can  point  to  any  in- 
stance in  which  a  court  martial  has 
ever  done  such  a  thing.  I  challenge 
the  noble  Lord,  with  all  his  great  expe- 
rience in  military  legal  matters,  to  say 
whether  he  has  known  a  case  in  which 
such  a  miscarriage  of  justice  has  oc- 
curred. I  believe  that  anybody  who 
has  had  experience  of  courts  martial 
will  agree  that  if  he  had  to  be  tried 
either  for  his  life  or  his  honour  he 
would  just  as  soon  submit  to  the  deci- 
sion of  a  court  martial  as  to  that  of  a 
civil  tribunal. 
♦Lord  THRING:  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  this  clause  would  be  per- 
fectly useless  in  the  cases  to  which  the 
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noble  Lord  refers.  The  clause  only 
applies — I  cannot  repeat  this  too  often 
— to  oases  in  which  a  court  martial 
dismisses  a  man  with  ignominy  for  a 
purely  military  offence  which  is  not  of 
an  immoral,  dishonest,  and  shameful 
character.  At  the  present  moment  if 
the  offence  is  of  this  character  the 
offender  does  go  to  a  civil  prison,  and 
the  whole  object  of  this  clause — it  has 
no  other  meaning  whatever — is  to  sub- 
ject a  man  to  go  to  a  civil  prison  for  an 
offence  which  is  not  of  that  character. 
I  challenge  the  noble  Lord  to  dispute 
the  statement. 

♦Lord  HARRIS  :  I  do  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  quite  puts  the 
matter  fairly.  He  avoids  entirely  the 
point  of  the  contention,  which  is  that 
these  are  men  who  have  been  dismissed 
with  ignominy— I  admit  for  military 
offences,  but  from  the  words  I  read  to  the 
House  your  Lordships  will  see  that  it  is 
only  enforced  after  repeated  offences.  The 
noble  Lord's  desire  is  to  retain  what  has 
only  been  the  custom  for  the  last  eight 
years  because  this  was  the  previous 
practice  for  forty  years.  The  old  prac- 
tice was  altered  by  a  Bill  which,  I 
believe,  the  noble  Lord  himself  drafted 
in  1879.  It  is  now  sought  to  revert  to 
the  old  practice,  and  the  military  autho- 
rities are,  in  my  opinion,  well  justified 
in  desiring  to  get  out  of  the  association 
altogether  of  honourable  soldiers  these 
men  who  have  been  tried  and  convicted 
of  repeated  offences,  and  eventually  dis- 
missed from  the  Army  with  ignominy. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I 
quite  understand  that  military  offences 
may  be  of  such  a  serious  nature,  that 
their  repetition  may  well  justify  a  man's 
dismissal  from  the  Army  with  igno 
miny;  but  what  I  cannot  understand 
from  the  noble  Lord's  explanation  is, 
why  in  the  case  of  any  military  offence 
whatever,  being  a  purely  military 
offence,  it  is  right  that  he  should  be 
sent  to  a  civil  prison.  My  noble  Friend 
merely  begs  the  question  when  he  says 
that  these  men  have  been  dismissed 
with  ignominy,  and  do  not  any  longer 
belong  to  the  Army ;  that  is  merely  re- 
peating the  clause  itself.  The  question 
is,  ought  those  who  have  been  dismissed 
with  ignominy  for  military  offences  to 
be  sent  to  a  civil  prison ;  what  are  the 
classes  of  cases  for  which  a  man  under 
this  clause  could  be  dismissed  with 
ignominy  ? 

Lord  Thting 


*LoBD  HARRIS:  There  is,  for  in- 
stance, the  striking  of  a  snperior  officer; 
that  is  one  of  the  offences  for  which  a 
man  can  already  be  dismissed  with 
ignominy,  and  it  is  a  purely  militaiy 
offence.  

The  Earl  of  KIlfBERLET:  Then 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  case  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  proved.  This  militaiy 
offence  of  striking  an  officer  is  not,  in 
itself,  a  shameful  offence.  In  civil 
matters  it  would  probably  be  an  ordinary 
case  of  common  assault.  Of  course,  it 
may  be  a  most  serious  military  offence, 
and  it  may  be  ri&^ht  that  the  soldier 
should  be  dismissed  with  ignominy ;  but 
my  noble  Friend's  argument  is  perfectly 
clear  that  the  punishment  for  a  military 
offence  of  that  nature  ought  not  to 
involve  the  man  in  the  degradation 
which  attaches  to  a  man  who  has  been 
sent  to  consort  with  felons  in  a  civil 
prison. 

♦Lord  THRING  :  With  regard  to  one 
portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  argument,  I 
would  ask,can  a  man  be  guilty  of  an  offence 
which  disqualifies  him  from  associatioii 
with  his  fellow  soldiers,  though  the 
offence  is  not  dishonest,  immoral,  or 
shameful  ? 

♦Lord  NAPIER  OF  MAGDALA :  Thie 
question  may  be  easily  explained.  A 
soldier  may  commit  a  g^ave  military 
offence,  combined  with  offences  of  a 
dishonest  or  immoral  nature.  The 
soldier  receives  a  certeun  pay  to  per- 
form a  certain  duty.  There  are  some 
men — very  few,  I  am  happy  to  aayi 
but  there  are  some — who  take  the 
pay  and  will  not  do  the  duty  ;  men  who 
malinger,  who  pretend  to  be  sick,  who 
commit  small  offences  to  get  short  im* 
prisonments;  who,  in  fact,  resort  to 
every  trick  which  will  enable  them  to 
cheat  the  Government  and  to  avoid  per- 
forming tbeir  share  of  the  work.  There 
is  no  use  iu  keeping  such  men  in  the 
Army.  You  cannot  reform  them — ^you 
cannot  punish  them.  The  only  thing 
you  can  do  is  to  dismiss  them  with  igno- 
miny; and  these  men  would  have  a 
fatal  influence  if  allowed  to  consort  with 
honourable  soldiers  after  conviction.  My 
Lords,  I  support  the  retention  of  thu 
clause. 

Amendment  negatived. 

BiU    reported  without  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 
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LOCAL  TAXATION— LICENCES. 

ThbEaelofMILLTOWN,  in  rieing 
to    ask     Her     Majesty's    Government 
whether  it  is  proposed,  before  handing 
over  the  proceeds  of  the  licences  to  the 
Oounty  Councils,  to  deduct  the  expense  of 
collecting    the  same,  or    whether  that 
expense  is  to  fall  on  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, said :  My  Lords,  the  question 
which  stands  in  my  name  involves  a  point 
of  very  considerable  interest  to  the  tax- 
payers   of  the    United   Kingdom,  and 
especially    to     the    income    taxpayers. 
Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  'by  the 
30th  clause  of  the    Local  Government 
Bill,  the  proceeds  of  what  are  called  the 
Local  Taxation  Licences  are  directed  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  County  Councils, 
but  the  clause  is  silent  as  to  who    is  to 
pay  the  expense  of  collecting  this  money, 
and  it  appears  probable    that    it    will 
be  handed  over  without  any  deduction 
whatever.     That  would,  I  submit,  be  a 
Tory    great    injustice    to     the    income 
taxpayers  of  the  country.     The  question 
is  not  a  small  one  ;  the  amount  involved 
is  very  considerable.  In  round  numbers, 
the  total  amount  to  be  collected  will  be 
about  three  millions  of  money,  and  it  is 
estimated  by  those  acquainted  with  the 
matter  that  the  cost  of  collection  will 
amount  to  something  like  10  per  cent. 
♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY:  I 
hope  that  Her  Majesty's   Government 
will  never  relinquish    the  collection  of 
assessed  taxes  and  licences,  or  the  last 
state  of  the   taxpayer  would  be  worse 
than   the    first.      If   a  deduction  were 
made  local  bodies  might  wish  to  collect, 
but  they  would  not  be  able  to  do  it  so 
easily  and  cheaply  as  the  experienced 
officials    who    now    collect.     It    would 
be   almost  impossible   for  the  Govern- 
ment to  enter  into  minute  accounts  with 
the  County  Councils,  since  some  of  the 
licences,  such  as  those  for  armorial  bear- 
ings and  shooting,  were  general  to  the 
whole  country,  and  not  limited  to  any 
one  county.     It  was  said  the   evening 
before  that  the  criticisms  had  been  hard 
upon  the  Inland  Be  venue ;  those  made  by 
me  were  only  upon  the  arguments  put  for- 
ward on  the  part  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
in  the  Return  then  before  the  House.  I 
have  always  found  the  Inland  Revenue 
officials    ready  to  hear    reason,  and  a 
satittfactory  Department  for  correspond- 
ence ;  that  would  not  be  the  case  with 
Local  Authorities. 


VisoouNT  TORRINGTON  :  It  is  not 
proposed  to  take  into  account  the  charge 
for  collection.  The  money  will  be 
handed  over  to  the  County  Councils,  in 
accordance  with  the  20th  section  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  without  deduc- 
tion. 

COMMITTSB  OF  SSLBCTION  FOB  STANDING 

0OMMITTEE8. 

Appointed : — ^The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chautnan  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : — 

L.  Balfour 
L.  Foxford 

(E.  Limerick) 
L.  ColviUe  of  Culross 
L.  Kensington 


L.  Privy  Seal 

(E.  Cadogan) 
E.  Cowper 
E.  Stanhope 
V.  Oxenbndi^e 


NATIONAL    DEBT     REDEMPTION 
BILL- (No.    39.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read 
1*;  to  he  printed;  and  to  he  read 
2*  on  Monday  next. — i^The  JUarquesi  of 
Saliiburjf,) 

fiouse  adi  earned  at  Six  o^olock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
IViday,  5th  Apnl,  1889. 


NEW  WRIT. 

Viscount  WOLMER  (Hampshire, 
Petersfield) :  I  beg  leave  to  move  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrant  for  a 
New  Writ  for  the  City  of  Birmingham, 
Central  Division,  in  the  room  of  the 
Right  Hon.  John  Bright,  deceased. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.):  Before 
the  Writ  is  moved,  I  should  like  to  ask 
a  question  of  the  noble  Lord — namely, 
whether  before  moving  the  Writ  he  had 
communicated  with  the  Whips  in  the 
usual  manner,  because  the  customary 
course  is  to  o^ove  for  new  Writs  at  the 
time  of  public  business  ?  I  do  not  see 
any  of  the  hon.  Members  present  who 
usually  interest  themselves  in  these 
matters. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  first  of  all  ascer- 
tained from  the  nobiO  Lord  that  he  had 
communicated  with  the  Whips  and  with 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr,  Dillwyn),  who 
gave  notice  yesterday  of  his  intention 
to  move   the  Writ.    The  noble  Lcxid 
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stated  t^at  he  had  done  so,  and  I  then 
gave  permission  for  the  Writ  to  be 
moved. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  I  communi- 
cated with  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  A.  Morlej). 

Motion  agreed  to. 


MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER    (SCOTLAND)     BILL -CORREC- 
TION OF  ERROR  IN  THE  JOURNALS. 

'  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot  and  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart,  the  Tellers  for  the  Ayes  in  the 
Division  of  Wednesday  last  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Scotland) 
Bill,  on  the  Question  ''That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put  *  That  the  word  **  now  " 
stand  part  of  the  Question,' "  came  to 
the  Table  and  acquainted  the  House 
that  they  had  erroneously  reported  to 
the  House  the  number  of  the  Ayes  as 
203,  instead  of  193,  which  was  the 
proper  number  corresponding  with  the 
Division  List. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  do  correct 
the  said  Error  in  the  Journal  of  this 
House  by  stating  the  number  of  the 
Ayes  as  193,  instead  of  203. 

QUESTIONS. 


OFFICIAL  POSTCARDS. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Ohaocellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  any  intention  of  reducing  the  price 
of  the  official  postcard  to  the  same  level 
as  that  at  which  practically  the  same 
card,  duly  stamped  at  Somerset  House, 
can  now  be  purchased  from  any  ordinary 
stationer ;  whether  two  Departments  of 
the  State,  the  Inland  Kevenue  and  the 
Post  Office,  in  effect  compete  one  with 
the  other  in  the  production  of  an  article 
which  has  always  been  understood  to  be 
the  monopoly  of  the  latter;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  as  yet 
arrived  at  any  decision  upon  the  offer 
contained  in  the  letters  from  Messrs. 
De  la  Eue,  dated  the  9th  and  2 let 
November,  which  were  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  towards  the  close  of 
last  Session ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  what  annual  saving,  or  other 
financial  outcome,  as  compared  with  the 
year  1887-8,  will  result  to  the  British 
and    Indian   Governments    respectively 

Mr.  Speaker 


under  the  contract  made  last  year  and 
under  any  arrangement  that  now  maj 
be  about  to  be  entered  into  with  Messrs* 
De  la  Hue  for  the  supply  of  British  and 
Indian  adhesive  stamps,  postcards, 
wrappers,  envelopes,  and  Indian  stamped 
papers;  and,  whether  there  is  still  an 
objection  upon  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  lay  upon  the  Table  at 
the  House  any  Reports  in  connection. 
with  this  subject  tiiat  may  have  been 
made  by  the  different  Departments  eon- 
cemed  since  the  date  of  Messrs.  De  la 
Hue's  letter? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oanter- 
bury)  also  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  was  aware  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  price  of  postcards 
charged  by  the  Post  Office,  as  compared 
with  the  price  at  which  they  may  be 
purchased  at  stationers'  shops,  the 
number  of  postcards  printed  and  sold 
by  private  persons  had  during  the  last 
three  years  increased  from  5,000,000  te 
50,000',000,  and  that  one  firm  alone 
makes  a  profit  of  £300  a  year  by  the 
sale  of  privately  printed  postcards  ? 

Ma.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  Is  it  the 
fact  that  this  offer  has  already  been  ^yb 
months  before  the  Treasury,  and  that 
until  it  is  confirmed  Messrs.  De  la  Hoe 
will  be  receiving  £500  a  month  more 
than  they  are  ready  to  accept  by  the 
contract. 

♦The  chancellor  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's^ 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Gentlemaa 
behind  me  asks  whether  Messrs.  De  la. 
Rue's  offer  has  not  been  five  months- 
before  the  Treasury,  and  whether  duringp 
that  time  a  loss  has  not  been  incurred. 
A  loss  may  have  been  incurred,  bat  we 
have  been  simply  paying  what  we  are 
bound  to  pay  under  the  existing  con** 
tract,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  lose 
has  been  going  on  for  so  long  a. 
period  as  five  months.  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  advantage  will  have  been 
reaped  from  the  delay,  inasmuch  aa 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue  have  now  proposed 
to  shorten  the  period  of  the  contract 
from  10  to  seven  years,  or  rather  to  take 
the  contract  for  1 0  years  under  the  con- 
dition that  it  may  be  shortened  by  either 
of  the  contracting  parties  to  seven  years^ 
If  the  offer  of  Messrs.  De  La  Rue  ie 
accepted,  it  is  the  distinct  intention  oi 
the  Government  to  reduce  the  price  of 
the  official  postcard.    I  am  not  prepared 
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to  say  whether  it  will  be  reduced  to  the 
aame  level  as  that  at  which  the  same 
card  can  be  purchased  from  the  ordi- 
nary stationer.     It  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  Inland  Eevenue  and  the  Post  Office 
compete  with  one  another  in  the  pro- 
duction of  an  article  which  has  always 
been  understood  to  be  the  monopoly  of 
the  latter.    The  annual  saving  as  com- 
pared with  the  year  1887*8,  which  would 
result  to  the  British  and  Indian  Qovem- 
ments  respectively  under  the  arrange- 
ment which  can  now  be  entered  into  on 
the  basis  of  Messrs.  De  La  Bue's  offer, 
would  be  to  the  English  Government  in 
one  year  £26,478  ds.  8d.,  and  to  the 
Indian  Government  £14,041    15s.  8d., 
making  altogether  £40,519.     The  total 
saving  would  be  in  two  years  to  the 
English   Government  £52,956  78.   4d., 
and  to  the  Indian  Government  in  two- 
and-a-half  years  £35,104  9s.  2d.,  mak- 
ing a  total  saving  of  £88,060  IBs.  6d. 
As  to  the  acceptance  of  these  proposals, 
the  Government,  I  freely  admit,  have 
found  themselves  in  the  greatest  possible 
embarrassment  with  regard  to  it.     They 
are  convinced  that  it  would  involve  a 
great  saving  to  the  country  to  accept  the 
terms  offered.     But  they  have  before 
them  the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee, 
stating  that  there  ought  to  be  competi- 
tion in  contracts  of  this  kind,  though 
that  Eeport  is  hedged  round  by  a  phrase 
saying,  "  Where  it  is  possible  to  do  so 
for  such  short  periods  as  the  interests  of 
the  public  mi^ht  demand."  We  are  firmly 
convinced — the  Postmaster  General,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  myself-^ 
that  we  should  do   better  to  take  this 
saving  of  £88,000  that  is  offered  than 
to  risk  it  by  an  appeal  to  competition 
under  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
case.     The  circumstances  are  most  pe- 
culiar.    The  Inland  Eevenue,  and  espe- 
cially the  Controller  of  Stamps,  have 
examined  the  terms  most  carefully,  and 
have  compared  them  with  the  price  of 
paper  and  stamps  in  foreign  countries ; 
ana  the  competition  which  was  entered 
into  in  the  Indian  contract  has  shown 
that  the  calculation  of  the  Controller  of 
Stamps  was  perfectly  correct,  and  that 
if  we  proceeded  on  that  basis  we  should 
get  as  good  terms  as  could  possibly  be 
obtained.     But  for  the  Eeport  of  the 
Select  Committee  we  should  unanimously 
have  no    hesitation   in    accepting    the 
contract ;  and  I  am  bound  to  state  that 
it  is    our    wish   and   almost  our  deci- 


sion to  accept  that  contract,  so  as  to 
be  able  to  realize  the  saving,  and  reduce 
the  price  of  these  postcards  at  once. 
If  strong  remonstrances  are  made  by 
Members  of  the  Committee,  or  by  any 
large  portion  of  this  House,  they  will 
deserve  the  most  respectful  considera- 
tion. But  in  the  absence  of  such  re- 
monstrances Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  think  it  their  duty  to  accept  the 
contract 

MrJ  GEAHAM  (Lanark,  N.W.): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  undertake,  before 
he  accepts  the  contract,  that  no  firm 
shall  have  it  which  does  not  pay  trade 
union  prices  ?  I  press  for  an  answer. 
*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  1  confess  that  the 
question  is  a  difficult  one,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  the  view  of  the 
House  that  in  all  Government  contracts, 
not  the  market  price,  but  trade  union 
prices  should  be  demanded  for  the  em- 
ployes, I  think  it  would  lead  to  con- 
troversy, and  open  up  a  subject  of 
extreme  complication;  and  though  the 
Government  are  most  anxious  that  those 
employed  under  Government  contracts 
shall  be  properly  paid,  I  am  afraid  that 
such  interference  would  cause  consider- 
able difficulty. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  : 
Would  this  contract  absolutely  shut  the 
door  to  a  proposal  to  enable  persons  to 
prepare  their  own  postcards  and  to  put 
stamps  on  them  ? 

*  Mb.  GOSCHEN :  There  will  be  no- 
thing  in  the  contract  to  prevent  this. 
It  would  be  a  separate  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Postmaster 
General. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Heaton, 
*Mr.  GOSCHEN  said  the  new  contract 
will  be  for  ten  years  from  now — that  is, 
eight  years  beyond  the  contract  now 
running.  But  the  total  addition  will  be 
only  five  years  instead  of  eight  years,  if 
the  Government  should  have  reason  to 
think  that  they  can  make  better  terma 
at  the  conclusion  of  five  years. 

THE  EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 

ACT. 

Mr.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  when 
Schemes  of  the  Educational  Endow- 
ments (Scotland)  Commissioners  are,  in 
compliance  with  the  Educational  En- 
dowments (Scotland)  Act  (1882),  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  and  ordered 
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-to  be  printed,  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment will  be  prepared  to  print  and 
circulate  among  Members,  before  such 
Schemes  come  up  for  consideration  in 
the  House,  copies  either  of  the  original 
'deeds  upon  which  these  charities  are 
founded,  or  of  such  portions  of  them  as 
have  reference  to  the  governing  body  or 
the  purposes  to  which  the  founder  in- 
tended the  income  of  his  endowment 
•ohould  be  applied? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
£.  EoBEHTSON,  Buteshire) :  This  is  not 
authorized  by  the  Educational  Endow- 
ments Act.  The  evidence  heard  by  the 
"Oommissioners  is  printed  with  their 
Heport;  but  the  documents  submitted 
in  connection  with  the  Schemes  are 
•often  numerous  and  voluminous,  and  to 
make  a  selection  might  g^ve  rise  to  mis- 
understanding. In  almost  every  case 
the  operative  words  of  the  Trust  Deed 
are  given  in  the  printed  evidence. 

THE    CRIMES    ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
shire, Eushdiffe)  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  what  was  the 
number  of  persons  proceeded  against 
under  **  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," 
between  30th  November,  1888,  and 
3l8t  March,  1889;  how  many  of 
these  were  convicted ;  how  many  of  these 
sentences  were  appealed  against  success- 
fully; how  many  unsuccessfully;  and 
what  was  the  total  number  of  persons  in 
prison  on  dlst  March,  1889,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Act  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University 
of  Dublin) :  I  am  informed  that  between 
November  30,  1888,  and  March  31, 
1S89,  the  number  of  persons  proceeded 
against  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  was  304. 
Of  these  there  were  convicted  208  ; 
appeals  were  lodged  in  76  instances ; 
eight  sentences  were  confirmed,  six  re- 
duced, and  the  remaining  62  appeals  are 
still  pending.  The  number  of  persons 
iu  prison  on  March  31  under  this  Statute 
appears  to  have  been  70.  This  was  the 
number  on  the  following  day,  the  ist  of 
April,  the  date  at  which  the  Return  be- 
fore me  was  made  up. 

SEVERE    SENTENCE. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
asked   the   Secretary   of  State   fur  the 

Mr,  Hugh  EUiot 


Home  Department  if  his  attenticm  lias 
been  directed  to  the  sentence  of  38  dajs 
with  hard  labour  inflicted  on  Elisa  OcmSi 
of  Cradley  Heath,  at  the  Old  Hill  Pettf 
Sessions,  for  stealing  some  coal  the 
property  of  the  Earl  of  Dudley,  and,  it 
he  can  see  his  way,  considering  the  giri's 
youth,  to  remit  some  of  the  penal^  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.): 
Yes,  Sir.  I  have  reoeiyed  a  Bepcoi 
from  the  Justices  on  this  case.  There 
had  been  three  previous  charges  against 
the  girl,  who  is  18  years  old,  for  a 
similar  offence. .  She  had  been  onoe 
cautioned  and  twice  convicted,  and  was 
sent  on  her  second  conviction  to  a  re* 
formatory  for  three  years.  She  had 
since  her  release  from  the  retonnatory 
on  more  than  one  occasion  been  detected 
stealing  coal  and  warned  by  the  watoh- 
men  at  the  same  colliery.  Under  fhe 
circumstances  I  see  no  reason  for  inter- 
ference. 

IKELAND-EVIOnONS    ON   THE 
OLPHERT  ESTATE. 

Mb.  CLANCY  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  following 
paragraph  which  appeared  in  the  Dublin 
Daily  ExprtsB  of  March  28th: — 

*<  Letterkenny,  Wednesday. — In  view  of  the 
Olphert  estate  evictiooB,  there  reached  here  to* 
day  an  iron-hooped,  spiked  battering  ranit 
fifteen  feet  long,  on  a  f oar- wheeled  ram-oarriags. 
The  ram,  suspended  by  chains  from  four  iroD 
uprights,  will  ram  horiiontally,  while  tba 
rammers  are  protected  by  a  wall  of  sheet  uoil 
The  accompanying  appliances  consist  oF  boat 
hooks,  chains,  ropes,  shod  poles,  crowbarSi 
picks,  sledges,  scaling  ladders,  admitting  fdur 
abreast,  making  three  cartloads.  They  were 
all  addressed  to  County  Inspector  Lennon,  and 
are  stored  in  the  police  barracks  here." 

And  whether  it  is  true,  as  alleged,  that 
the  battering  ram  and  the  other  appli* 
ances  mentioned  were  addressed  to 
County  Inspector  Lennon,  and  ordered 
by  him ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  authoritj 
the  police  are  entitled  to  provide  for 
landlords  in  Ireland  appliances  for 
breaking  into  and  battering  down  their 
tenants'  houses,  and  out  of  what  fond 
will  come  the  cost  of  such  articles  ? 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.B., 
Holmfirth)  also  asked  the  Chief  Seore* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  battering 
ram,  two  ladders,  seven    step-ladden^ 
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two  boathookB,  four  pickaxes,  three 
sledge  hammers,  six  shields,  and  other 
eviction  apparatus,  were  recently  ordered 
in  the  city  of  Derry  by  District  Inspector 
Law ;  that  they  were  sent  to  evictions 
in  the  southern  part  of  the  county 
of  Donegal,  sent  back  to  Derry, 
transferred  from  the  Northern  Railway 
Station  to  the  Lough  S  willy  Bail  way 
Station  under  the  superintendence  and 
charge  of  the  police,  and  forwarded  to 
Letterkenny,  consigned  to  District  In- 
spector Law  and  other  police  officers; 
by  whose  instructions  and  at  whose 
expense  District  Inspector  Law  has  acted 
in  this  matter;  and  whether  it  is  in- 
tended that  in  future  the  police,  instead 
of  the  Sheriff,  shall  provide  the  batter- 
ing rams  and  other  apparatus  for 
evictions  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  Constabulary 
authorities  report  that  it  is  the  case 
that  a  battering  ram  and  other  appliances 
were  addressed  to  County  Inspector 
Lennon,  and  placed  in  the  county  store 
at  Letterkenny.  The  fund  from  which 
the  cost  will  come  has  not  yet  been 
decided.  These  appliances  have  n6t 
been  provided  for  landlords,  but  for  the 
protection  of  the  Constabulary  forces 
when  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty.  It  was  found  that  the  lives  of 
the  officers  and  men  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  had  been  seriously  en- 
dangered in  endeavouring  to  force  an 
entrance  into  barricaded  houses,  in  order 
to  arrest  rioters  who  were  engaged  in 
open  and  violent  resistance  to  the  law. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Fltww  (Cork,  N.), 

*Mr.  madden  said :  These  appliances 
are  for  the  protection  of  the  Constabulary, 
and  to  enable  them  to  discharge  their 
duty  effectively. 

Ma.  WILSON :  By  whom  have  they 
been  ordered  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN :  By  the  Constabulary 
authorities. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  : 
Am  I  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  is  not  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  but 
the  Constabulary,  who  are  to  carry  out 
evictions  ? 

«Mr.  madden  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  understand  nothing  of  the  kind, 
but  it  must  be  understood  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  authorities  to  protect  the 
Constabulary  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties. 


Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Out  of 
what  fund  will  the  cost  of  this  battering^ 
ram  be  defrayed,  and  will  it  be  taken* 
to  all  evictions  as  a  matter  of  course,  or 
only  sent  for  in  cases  of  necessity,  when 
the  police  find  a  place  barricaded  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  I  cannot  now  say^ 
exactly  the  fund  out  of  which  the  cost- 
will  be  defrayed.  The  Constabulary 
authorities  will  exercise  their  discretion 
as  to  its  use. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) :  By  whose  authority  has  this- 
battering  ram  been  procured  ?  Have  the 
Inspector  General  and  the  authorities  at 
the  Castle  been  consulted? 

«Mr.  madden  :  In  the  answer  I 
gave  I  referred  to  the  local  Constabulary^ 
authorities,  but  I  have  no  reason  to- 
suppose  that  the  action  of  the  local 
authorities  has  not  the  sanction  of  the 
Inspector  General.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, however,  had  better  put  the 
question  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
By  whose  authority,  and  when,  have 
battering  rams  been  constructed  on  the^ 
model  of  the  ISth  century? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.): 
How  has  it  occurred  that  battering  rams 
have  to  be  used,  when  only  the  other  day 
the  Chief  Secretary  told  me  that  the 
police  and  military  were  only  present 
for  the  protection  of  the  emergency  men 
and  not  to  act  as  emergency  men  them- 
selves ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
must  g^ve  notice  of  that  question. 

MILITIA    ORGAN  IZATION    AND 
ADMINISTRATION. 

Viscount  WOLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  ia 
prepared  to  grant  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  organization  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Militia  ? 
♦The  secretary  op  STATE  pob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  I  have  watched  with 
great  care  the  various  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  and  others  for  improving  the 
efficiency  of  the  Militia,  and  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  time  has  come  for  con- 
sidering them  in  detail  with  the  view 
of  taking  action  in  the  matter.  With> 
this  object  I  have  convened  a  conference 
of  all  the  oonunanding  officers  of  Mi- 
litia shortly  after  EasteTi  and  the  for- 
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ther  aotioa  which  it  may  be  necessary  to 
take  must  largely  depend  upon  the  result 
of  that  conference.  I  am  confident  of 
receiving  the  cordial  co-operation  of  all 
interested  in  the  efficiency  of  the  Militia. 

EGYPTIAN  PREFERENCE  SHARES. 

Sib  ROBEET  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
rumours  which  have  been  for  some  time 
in  circulation  on  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
posed conversion  of  the  Egyptian  Pre- 
ference Loan,  and  the  reduction  of 
interest  from  5  per  cent  to  4  per  cent, 
and  to  the  official  telegrams  from  Cairo 
recently  published,  such  conversion  has 
been  submitted  for  approval  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  as  one  of  the 
Great  Powers  whose  consent  is  neces- 
sary ;  and  whether  in  view  of  the  opinions 
g^ven  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney, that  such  conversion  can  only  be 
effected  with  the  consent  of  the  bond- 
holders. Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
afford  the  bondholders  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  views  before  giving  such 
consent  ? 
*Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Ferqusson,  Manchester, 
N.E. :  No  formal  proposal  has  been 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  until  they  are  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
conversion,  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
express  any  opinion,  or  to  pledge  them- 
selves as  to  tne  course  which  they  will 
adopt. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA    AND    IRISH 

CATTLE. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  Chamberlain  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  1 1  Irish  bullocks,  among 
which  pleuro-pneumonia  was  alleged  to 
have  originated  at  Carlisle,  were  in  con- 
tact from  2nd  February  till  26th  Feb- 
ruary with  a  cow  from  Westmoreland, 
purchased  for  £3  lOs.  Od.,  which,  if 
sound,  was  worth  £11  at  an  auction  in 
Carlisle,  which  on  the  later  date  was  de- 
clared by  the  veterinary  inspector  to  be 
suffering  under  that  disease;  and, 
whether,  undev  these  circumstances, 
even  if  one  of  the  bullocks  slaughtered 
was  found  affected,  there  is  any  jostifi- 
oation  in  the  assertion  that  tiie  diaeABe 
was  of  Irish  origin  ? 

Jir.E. 


The  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vh- 
count  Lewisham,  Lewisham) :  The  infor- 
mation in  the  possession  of  the  Agricnl- 
tural  Department  on  the  subject  is  to  the 
following  effect: — A  farmer  near  Oar- 
lisle  purchased  on  Carlisle  Sands  on 
February  2nd,  12  cattle  from  an  Irish 
dealer.  Eleven  of  these,  which  wars 
recognized  by  the  dealer's  trade  mark, 
were  brought  by  him  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  on  the  previous  day,  February 
1st.  The  other  animal  was  purchased 
by  the  dealer  in  Carlisle,  but  whether 
this  animal  came  originally  from  the 
county  of  Westmoreland  or  not  is  not 
stated.  The -12  cattle  were  taken  home 
to  the  farm,  and  on  February  26th  the 
veterinary  inspeotor  reported  two  af- 
fected with  pleuro-pneumonia.  One  was 
a  case  of  long  standing,  and  was  recog- 
nized by  the  mark  as  one  of  the  cattle 
brought  from  the  North  of  Ireland  on 
February  1st.  The  other,  which  was 
said  to  be  only  slightly  affected,  was  the 
animal  purchased  by  the  dealer  in  Car- 
lisle. When  the  ten  other  cattle  brought 
from  Ireland  on  February  let  were 
slaughtered,  three  were  found  a£Eeoied 
with  pleuro-pneumonia.  Four  out  of 
the  11  cattle  brought  from  Ireland  on 
February  1st,  being  found  to  be  affected 
with  pleuro-pneumonia  on  Febzuaiy 
26th,  the  inspector  of  the  local  authoritj 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  disease 
had  been  imported  from  Ireland. 

Colonel  WARING :  Will  the  noUe 
Lord  make  further  inquiries,  as  the  in- 
formation I  have  received  is  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  now  stated  to  the 
House. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM:  I  think  the 
information  in  the  hands  of  the  "Pmj 
Council  on  the  subject  is  very  fdlL 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Will  the  noble  Lord  say  in  what  parii 
of  Ireland  pleuro-pneumonia  is  pi^ 
valent  ?  

Viscount  LEWISHAM :  I  most  ask 
hon.  Member  to  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

GROWN  COUNSBL. 
Mb.  FICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Onen, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  can  state  the  special  ciroiim- 
stances  of  the  case  which  made  it 
necessary  to  retain  the  Attomer  Gton«nL 
the  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Dioey,  and 
Mr.  B.  S.  Wright  on  behalf  of  the 
Grown   in  the  case   of   the  OrDwn  f^ 
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StevenBon,  which  was  an  iDformation  by 
the  Attorney  General  to  recover  penal- 
ties for  keeping  an  illicit  still ;  and  what 
was  the  total  amount  of  fees  paid  to 
these  counsel  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  According  to  the  ar- 
rangement made  in  pursuance  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  on  the 
leg^  business  of  the  Government,  the 
responsibility  as  to  the  number  of 
counsel  to  be  instructed  rests  with  the 
Attorney  General.  The  case  in  connec- 
tion with  the  illicit  distillery,  which  has 
just  been  concluded,  was  one  of  the 
most  important  that  has  been  tried  for 
many  years.  There  were  five  cases 
against  seven  different  people,  and 
between  50  and  60  witnesses,  and  the 
case  was  one  requiring  the  closest  at- 
tention. The  Attorney  General  origin- 
ally directed  that  one  Law  Officer  only 
should  be  instructed,  but  having 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  case, 
the  necessity  of  constant  supervi- 
sion, and  the  fact  that  the  Customs  had 
another  case  on  in  the  House  of 
Lords  at  the  same  time,  it  was  deemed 
to  be  absolutely  necessary  to  instruct 
both  Law  Officers.  The  instruction  to 
the  juniors  was  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  in  cases  of  such  a  nature.  The 
Attorney  General  personally  investi- 
gated the  case  before  giving  directions 
as  to  counsel.  As  regards  the  amount 
of  fees,  it  is  wholly  unusual  to  make 
any  such  statement,  and  it  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  detrimental  to  the  public 
service  that  any  such  statement  should 
be  made. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  gave  notice  that 
in  Committee  of  Supply  he  should  call 
attention  to  this  matter. 

THE  MIDDLESEX  MAGISTRATES. 

Ma.  PICKEBSGILL  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  the  Middlesex  Magistrates, 
at  their  final  meeting  on  Thurraay  last, 
passed  a  Resolution  to  make  a  present 
of  £200  to  their  clerk;  under  what 
authority  was  this  done;  and  does 
he  propose  to  interfere  in  the  matter  ? 

Ma.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.): 
Will  not  this  £200  under  the  Local 
Government  Act  become  a  liability  of 
the  London  County  Council  f  What 
iurther  claim  will  the  Clerk  of  the 
Middlesex  Magistrates  haye  upon  the 
dounoilF 


♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNBiENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Magistrates,  1  believe,  dealt  with  their 
accounts  before  handing  them  over. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  South  West  Division 
of  Bethnal  Ghreen,  I  have  made  in- 
quiry on  the  subject  from  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace,  and  I  am  informed 
that  at  the  meeting  referred  to  a  sum 
of  £200  was  voted  to  Mr.  Beal,  the  act- 
ing Clerk  to  the  Committee  for  Accounts 
and  General  Purposes,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  his  salary  was  considered  to 
have  afforded  him  inadequate  remunera- 
tion, owing  to  the  amount  of  work  which 
had  devolved  upon  him.  It  was  stated 
at  the  meeting  that  the  clerical  assist- 
ance obtained  by  Mr.  Beal  had  cost  him 
the  greater  part  of  his  salary.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  control 
with  respect  to  any  remuneration  which 
Quarter  Sessions  may  have  thought  fit  to 
award  to  an  officer,  and  they  could  not 
interfere  in  the  matter. 

TELEGRAPH    CLERKS. 

Baron  db  ROTHSCHILD  (Bucks, 
Aylesbury) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  in  1881 
the  clerks  of  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office  with  18  years'  service  and  re- 
ceiving £160  per  annum  (the  then 
maximum  of  the  senior  class)  were 
considered  by  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  to 
be  suffering  a  grievance,  and  were  con- 
sequently placed  upon  a  newly  made 
class  rising  to  £1 90  per  annum ;  whether 
clerks  at  present  with  18  years'  service 
are  now,  and  have  been  for  the  past  two 
years,  receiving  only  £140  per  annum, 
and  with  apparently  no  prospect  of  fur- 
ther promotion ;  and  what  is  the  cause 
of  this  difference  of  treatment  of  two 
bodies  of  officers  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  H.  C.  Raikbs,  Cambridge  XTni- 
versity):  The  raising  of  the  scale  of 
pay  of  the  senior  telegraphists  of 
the  Central  Telegraph  Office  in  1881 
was  part  of  a  ^neral  scheme  for  im- 
proving the  position  of  telegraphists  all 
over  the  country.  The  question  was  not 
affected  by  the  number  of  years  any 
particular  officers  had  served,  but  had 
reference  to  the  character  of  the  duties 
performed  by  the  members  of  the  varions 
elsssss.  There  are  telegraphists  of  the 
first  elasB   in   the   Oentnu  Telegraph 
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Office  with  18  years'  servioe  who  are 
now  and  have  been  for  the  past  two 
years  receiving  £140  per  annum,  the 
maximum  pay  of  the  class.  There  are 
no  vacancies  in  the  class  above — i.e.,  the 
class  of  senior  telegraphists,  and  these 
officers  cannot,  therefore,  at  present  be 
promoted.  Both  bodies  of  officers  bene- 
fited in  point  of  pay  by  the  general 
scheme  of  1881,  and  they  are  in  no 
dififerent  position  as  regards  promotion, 
as  they  have  both  to  wait  for  vacancies 
in  the  class  above  them. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  it  is  the  case  that,  in 
the  settlement  made  in  1881  of  the  scales 
of  pay  of  officials  in  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice, the  maximum  pay  of  assistant 
superintendents  in  London  was  £270, 
whilst  the  maximum  pay  of  the 
corresponding  class  in  Glasgow,  Liver- 
pool, and  Manchester,  known  as 
<' clerks,"  was  £190,  a  difference 
between  London  and  the  Provinces  of 
£80  per  annum;  whether,  since  1881, 
the  maximum  pay  of  assistant  superin- 
tendents in  London  has  been  raised  from 
£270  to  £300,  whilst  no  corresponding 
rise  has  been  granted  to  the  '*  clerks  " 
in  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  and  Manchester ; 
and,  whether  he  will  favourably  consider 
the  claims  of  the  "clerks  "  in  Glasgow, 
Liverpool,  and  Manchester,  to  a  rise  in 
their  pay  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  figures  given  by 
the  hoD.  Member  are  stated  in  the 
Estimates  and  are  correct  so  far  as  they 
go,  but  I  cannot  admit  the  accuracy  of 
the  comparison  which  he  makes,  as  I 
explained  to  the  House  a  few  days  ago. 
Mr.  CALDWELL :  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  settlement  of  1881  has  been  in 
many  important  particulars  disturbed  ? 

*Mr.  EAIKES:  The  settlement  of 
1881  was  not  one  of  the  laws  of  the 
Medes  and  Persians  :  it  is  subject  to  re- 
vision irom  time  to  time,  but  good  cause 
must  be  shown  for  the  alteration. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that 
advertisements  are  being  issued  by 
P.  Yau  der  Linden,  on  behalf  of  the 
Argentine  Eepublic,  offering  conditional 
free  passages  to  South  America  on  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  28.  6d.,  and  a  deferred 
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sum  of  larger  amount,  and  that,  the  fee 
having  been  paid,  nothing  further  it 
heard  on  the  subject  by  the  applicant ; 
and  whether  it  is  possible  to  put  a  stop 
to  this  system  by  communicatioii  with 
the  Argentine  Govemment,  or  other- 
wise  r 
«SiR  J.  FEEGUSSON :  I  have  heard 
to-day  that  such  advertisements  have 
been  issued,  and  I  understand  that  the 
person  named  is  in  no  way  an  autho- 
rized agent  of  the  Argentine  Gh>vemment, 
who  have  only  one  official  emigpration 
agency  in  England — namely,  at  22,  Great 
George  Street,  Westminster,  and  that 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  affording  In- 
formation to  intending  emigrants* 
Such  information  is  g^ven  without  fee. 
If,  therefore,  the  facts  are  as  stated  in 
the  question,  the  agg^eved  peraona 
would  presumably  have  a  legal  remedy. 

Mb.  BKADLAUGH:  May  I  ask 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that,  though 
the  Argentine  Republic  may  not  have 
an  authorized  agent,  there  have  been 
numbers  of  persons  representing  them- 
selves as  agents,  and  who  have  received 
sums  varying  from  15s.  to  £1  per  head, 
on  the  emigrants  sent  out  under  their 
auspices;  and  whether,  therefore,  the 
public  may  not  have  been  well  induced 
to  believe  that  these  persons  were 
acting  with  authority  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FEEGUSSON :  It  is  not  known 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  such 
sums  have  been  received  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  states ;  but  I  told  the  House 
the  other  night  that  such  things  had 
been  done  in  certain  foreign  countries. 
It  is  not,  however,  for  me  to  say  what 
the  Argentine  Government  should  do  in 
view  of  persons  makioff  unauthorized 
representations  on  their  behalf. 

WEIGHING     EXEMPTIONS    AT    GOAL 

MINES. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
EushcHffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seoretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  it  is  now  held  by  his  Depart- 
ment that  exemptions  of  certain  coal 
mines  from  the  obligation  to  provide 
weighing  machines,  granted  to  them 
under  me  provisions  of  "The  Goal 
Mines  Eegulation  Act,  1872,  are  still  in 
force,  although  that  Act  was  speoifioally 
repealed  by  "  The  Goal  Mines  Begula- 
tion  Act,  1887  ; "  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
total  number  of  coal  mines  so  exempted. 


1713 


Ir»Umd~Th*  JAfRiL 


and  the  total  tonna^  of  ooftl  drawn 
thereat  in  1888  F 

Hr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  High  Oourt 
of  Justice  hasbeld  that  weighing  exemp- 
tione  under  the  Goal  Ifines  Act,  1S72, 
are  still  in  force,  notwithstanding  the 
repeal  of  that  Statute.  The  Secretaiy  of 
State  ha«,  however,  the  power  of  revok- 
ing such  exemptions  ;  and  I  have  more 
than  once  stated  that  whenever  applica- 
tion is  made  to  me  by  persona  interOBted 
I  am  prepared  to  consider  the  case  of 
each  colliery  so  exempted  with  a  view 
to  arriving  at  a  decision  whether  the 
exemption  should  be  revoked.  I  oan 
supply  the  hon.  Uember  with  the  total 
anmber  of  mines  exempted,  but  it  will 
take  some  little  time  to  ascertain 
accurately.  The  tonnage  drawn  at  par- 
ticular collieries  is  a  matter  which  ought 
not  to  be  disclosed  uuder  the  Act  of  I8B7, 

Mb,  JOHN  ELLIS  :  I  did  not  ask  for 
the  particulars  of  any  colliery,  but  what 
is  the  total  tonnage. 

GARRISON  ARTILLERY. 
Me.  HANBUBY-TKACY  (Mont- 
gomery, Sc.)  :  IbegtoasktheSeoretary 
of  Slate  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
•m  batteries  of  Garrison  Artillery  are 
without  majors,  and  are  commanded  by 
captains,  thereby  unduly  retarding  the 
prpmotiun  of  offioere  of  the  latter  rank  j 
if  it  is  proposed  to  establish  any  limit  to 
the  number  of  batteries  without  majors  ; 
aud,  whether  any  arrangement  has  been 
made  with  a  view  of  massing  the  depots 
of  Garrison  Artillery,  as  recommended 
by  the  late  Boyal  Commission  ? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE;  Yes,  Sir;  it  is 
true  that  there  are  at  present  20 
batteries  of  Artillery  without  majors  and 
commanded  by  captains.  There  is  a 
fixed  establishment  of  375  majors  for  the 
Boyal  Artillery,  48  of  whom  are  for  em- 
ploymenton  the  Staff;  if  any  beyond  this 
number  are  so  employed  a  lieutenant  is 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  captain  to  fill 
the  vacancy,  and  consequently  there 
must  be  a  certain  number  of  batteries 
without  majors.  Details  for  the  redis- 
tribution and  concentration  of  the  Garri- 
son Artilleiy  are  now  being  worked  out. 

IRELAND-THE  MASSEREENE  ESTATE. 
Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  a  National  Leagne 
Oonvention  was  held  tX  Drogheda  on 
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Thursday,  the  'Jlst  March,  at  which  the 
Mayor  presided,  and  the  letting  of 
evicted  farms  on  the  Massereene  estate 
waa  denounced  ;  whether,  immediately 
following  the  holding  of  this  meeting,  a 
valuable  com  mill  on  the  property  of 
Ure.  M'Oivaey  was  burned  to  the 
ground;  whether  Mrs.  M'Givney  is  a 
Soman  Oatholio  tenant  on  the  Masse- 
reene estate  who  refused  to  join  the  Flan 
of  Campaign ;  and  whether  the  police 
have  any  information  to  show  the  fire  to 
have  been  malicious  ? 

Mb,  GILL:  Before  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  answers  the  ques- 
tion, I  have  to  aek  him  whether  there  is 
any  connection  between  the  burning  and 
the  organixation  of  the  tenants ; 
whether,  when  the  suggestion  was  first 
mnde,  it  was  not  indignantly  oontra- 
dii^ted  by  the  Conservative  organ  in 
Drogheda  as  a  miserable  slander  upon 
tlieee  tenants;  and  whether  Mrs. 
M'Givney  herself  has  not  repudiated  the 
suggestioD  that  her  neighbours,  with 
whom  she  has  lived  on  the  best  of  terms, 
have  had  anything  to  do  with  this  burn- 
ing, which  she  believes  to  have  been 
eiUier  accidental  or  the  work  of  some 
passing  tramp  ? 

Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  answer  the  question  on 
the  paper  at  all,  seeing  that  the  answer 
might  prejudice  the  claim  for  damages 
at  the  Presentment  Sessions  ? 
*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  do  not  think 
the  answer  will  affect  any  claim.  The 
constabulary  authorities  report  that 
it  is  the  case  that  a  National 
League  Convention  was  held  at  Dro- 
gheda  at  which  the  Mayor  attended, 
at  which  it  is  stated  he  presided, 
and  at  which  a  resolution  was  pro- 
posed denouncing  in  the  strongest  terms 
the  action  which  had  taken  place  in 
relation  to  the  taking  of  the  evicted 
farms  on  the  Massereene  estate.  About 
five  houn  afterwards  the  com  mill  re- 
ferred to  was  destroyed  by  fire,  together 
with  the  machinei?,  and  the  walls, 
although  standing,  have  been  rendered 
useless.  Mrs.  M>Oivney  and  son  are 
both  Boman  Catholic  tenants  on  the 
estate,  and  refused  to  join  the  Flan -of 
Campaign  when  adopted  there.  The 
police  believe  the  fire  to  have  been 
malicious,  bat  so  ixt,  no  person  has 
been  made  amenable.  I  am  not  aware 
there  ii  any  inionnatios  oonnecting  the 
8  B 
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occurrence  with  any  person  in  particu- 
lar. If  the  hon.  Memher  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Gill)  will  put  his  question  on  the 
paper  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  consider  that  his  statement 
that  the  police  believe  the  injury  to  be 
malicious,  will  be  prejudicial  to  the  ques- 
tion of  claim  ?  And  may  I  ask  him  to 
endeavour  to  undo  the  harm  he  has  done 
by  stating  whether  this  is  merely  the 
belief  of  the  police,  or  whether  the  state- 
ment rests  on  evidence  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  Having  received  in- 
formation from  the  Constabulary  authori- 
ties on  the  subject,  I  am  bound  to  give 
an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who  puts 
that  question  ;  and  I  presume  that  when 
they  state  that  they  believe  the  burn- 
ing to  have  been  malicious,  of  course 
they  acted  on  some  information  which 
was  before  them. 

Mr.  gill  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
tenant  referred  to  here  is  not  a  tenant 
who  has  taken  land  from  which  another 
tenant  has  been  evicted,  and  conse- 
quently is  not  of  the  class  which  is 
supposed  to  have  been  denounced  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  question  without  notice. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1889. 

Mr.  OLDEOYD  (Dewsbury) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  at  what 
date,  subject  to  the  promised  discussion 
in  Parliament,  the  new  Code  of  Regu- 
lations (1889)  will  come  into  force  ? 

Sir  W.  HART  DYKE :  It  isnot  in  con- 
templation  to  bring  any  of  the  provisions 
of  the  new  Code  into  operation  before 
the  close  of  the  present  statistical  year 
on  the  3 1st  of  next  August. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  Will 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  give  us 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  very  impor- 
tant matter  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  hope  the 
House  will  have  ample  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question. 

THE  SOUTH  AFRICAN  GOLD  FIELDS- 
TELE  RUDD  CONCESSION. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tiie 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
Company  has  been  formed^  oidled  the 
Gold  Fields  of  South  Africa  Company, 
under  the  Limited  Liability  Laws  of 
this  country,  with  a  view    to     obtain 
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capital  to  work  a  portion  of  the  coneee- 
sion  granted  by  LoBengula  to  Mr.  Badd, 
with  considerable  monetarv  advantages 
to  that  gentleman  and  to  those  who  are 
his  partners  in  the  coneeasion ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  explicitly  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ia  not  prepared 
to  interfere  in  any  way  in  order  to  main- 
tain any  rights  which  may  have  been 
granted  under  this  coneeasion  to  British 
subi  ects  ? 

The  under  SEORETAET  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
I  have  not  such  information  as 
would  enable  me  to  answer  the  first 
question  put  by  the  hon.  Member, 
because,  as  I  have  frequently  ex- 
plained in  the  House,  these  oonoee- 
sions  are  altogether  beyond  the  cog- 
nizance and  jurisdiction  of  Her  Majestjrs 
Government,  which  cannot,  ana  does 
not  attempt  to,  control  them.  It  is 
understood,  however,  that  the  gold 
fields  of  the  South  Africa  Company  was 
formed  long  before  the  concession  was 
granted  to  Mr.  Eudd  and  his  assooiateSi 
who  acted  independently  of  that  Com- 
pany. In  answer  to  the  second  questioni 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared, under  existing  circumstances,  to 
interfere  in  any  way.  They  could  not 
advise  Lo  Bengula  to  break  any  conces- 
sion already  granted,  though  they  might 
advise  him  to  modify  it.  As  stated  in 
my  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
St.  Austell  Division  on  March  15tih, 
Lo  Bengula  has  been  recommended  not 
to  grant  concessions  without  oarefol 
consideration  and  advice,  and  not  to 
grant  monopolies  to  individuals. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  what  is  the 
difference  between  breaking  a  oonoes- 
sion  and  modifying  a  concession  f 
«Baron  H.  ds  WOBMS  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  quite  well  what 
is  the  difference. 

Mr.  BEADLAXTGH  :  May  I  asik  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Government  have  changed  their  polioy 
since  May  last,  and  whewer  the  recom- 
mendations to  Lo  Bengula  were  made  in 
accordance  with  the  policy  declared  in 
writing  by  Lord  Knutsford  f 
«Baron  H.  ds  worms  :  The  Govern- 
ment have  not  in  any  way  changed  their 
policy. 

Mr.  BEADLAXTGH:  Did  not  Lord 
Knutsford  dedare  in  writing  that  no 
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concession  would  be  approved  which  *Sib  J.  GOHST :  Nothing  is  further 
had  not  been  made  known  to  the  High  from  my  intention  than  to  be  disrespect- 
Court?  ful  to  either  the  House  or  the  non. 
^Babon  H.  de  WOEMS  :  If  the  hon.  Member.  This  matter  is  before  the 
Gentleman  will  put  a  question  on  the  Secretar^of  State  in  a  judicial  capacity; 
Paper  I  shall  be  glad  to  g^ve  him  an  he  has  it  under  consideration  with  tne 
answer.  aid  of  his  Council ;  and  he  has  instructed 

me  to  say  that  any  official  statement 

MAGISTERIAL  APPOINTMENTS  IN  would  be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 

INDIA.  justice.    I  appeal  to  the  House  whether 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,   OoUege  they  will  not  sanction  mv  presemng  for 

T\-    s     T  iT     i        C  *i.   tt  J-   o     *  some  short  time  the  silence  which  the 

DiT.) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre-  H^^i.._„  „*  fl«„*„   k»o  ;.««».«j   .,».>» 

taiy  of  State  for  India  whether  it  is  true  S^retary  of  State  has  imposed  upon 

that  in  the  course  of  the  evidence  re- 
cently given  before  the  Chrawford  Oom-  IRELAND— PRISON  TREATMENT  OF 
mission  certain  native  magistrates,  under  ^|r  £<  HARRINGTON 
promise  of  indemnity  from  the  Govern-  ^^  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
ment  of  Bombay,  gave  evidence  that  ^^^^  Secretary  to  the  Lofd  Lieutenant 
they  had  corruptly  purchased  their  of  Ireland  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
ju^ciid  appointments  and  promofaon ;  having,  without  any  application  ft<m 
and  whrther  It  IS  teue  that  flie  Judges  ^^^^„  ''remitted"  tK  hard  labour 
of  the  Bombay  High  Court  speciaUy  ^^  ^^^  Mr.  Edward  Harrington, 
responsible  for  the  representations  of  ^5.,  the  so-called  remission.  whUst 
minor  courts  and  officers  sent  the  Bom-  „,^i„  ^^  ^y^  j^  ^is  employment, 
bay  Government  a  protest  pointing  out  h„  ^  ^he  eflfect  of  aggravating  his 
the  illegality  of  maintainuig  on  the  punishment,  by  depriving  him  of  four 
Bench  magistrates  who  had  corruptly  l^^^^  ^j  meat  and  half  t  pint  of  milk 
purchased  appointments  and  promotion ;  ,i  ^^^  whether,  as  Mr.  Harring- 
and,  if  so,  w&at  steps  have  been  taken  J^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^j^^j  entitled  to  receive 

\K\!^T^^^  ^*}u   V^u   "^'"l*  ^«t*  and  as  his  wife,  who  resides  at 

whidi  the  Judges  of  the  Bombay  High  Traloe,  has  to  travel  629  miles  to  and 

•?^^"i^FB     ST?mi!^ATlV    n,  ^™  Tullamore  in  order  to  pay  him  a 

o  Ja^x.  ^^    ™t^t?^     t    Z.   °'  ▼"«*.  bo  wiU  be  sent  back  to  Tralee 

^^P  x^' J^^   l®f  i'  ^?°'^'  Priwn  for  the  residue  of  his  term  of  six 

Chatham):    ThM  u  substantiaUy  t^e  months,  no  cause  having  been  stated  for 

Mme  question  as  that  put  to  me  by  his  removal  from  Tralee ;  and  perhaps  I 

the  hon.  Member  on  the  19th  March.    1  i^„  that  the  object  of  the  qSes- 

have  nothmg  to  add  to  the  answers  ^^^^  i/  ^   ^^^  that   the   supposed 

already  «ven,  except  that  the  Seoreteiy  j^^j          ^f  the    Lord   Lieuteniiit   in 

of  State  lias  been  informed  that  furth«  ^eUeving  Mr.  Harrington  of  hard  labour 

papers  m  reference  to  the  incriminated  has  the  eflbct  at  the  same  time  of  de- 

magisteates  are  on  their  way  to  this  ^ving    him    of  four  ounces  of  meat 

country.  daav? 

Db.  CAMERON :  But  aU  I  was  told  *j^  MADDEN :   The  Prisons  Board 

previously  was thatpapers  were  on  their  ^      ^  that  the  difference  between  the 

way  to  this  country.      The  reaUy  im-  eiiployment    of    prisoners    sentenced 

portant  question  IS  whether  thewmi^s-  to  "^hird    labour   and    those    not   so 

*'v*!t"!u'**\°~T®^°°*''°?Ti'*"  sentenced  is  not  always  in  the  nature 

■whether  they  have T>een  suspended?  „f    the    Ubour,    but  in  the  quantity 

♦Sm  J.  Q0E8T  :  I  said  on  the  former  exacted  from  the  prisoner.  The  state- 
occasion  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Secre-  ment  in  the  question  as  to  the 
tary  of  State  that  no  public  statement  reduction  of  food  in  Mr.  Harrington's 
could  be  made  without  detriment  to  the  case  by  reason  of  the  remission  of 
public  service.  hard  labour  is  incorrect  Prisoners  are 
Db.  CAMEBON  :  I  do  not  ask  for  not  allowed  meat  daily,  and  there  is  no 
any  statement ;  all  I  wish  to  know  is  difference  whatever  in  the  quantity  of 
whether  these  corrupt  magistratea  are  meat  per  week  allowed  to  a  priaonw 
«till  on  the  Bench?  [CHm  p/  "An-  whether  sentenced  to  hard  labour  or  not 
swet ! "]  in  that  class  in  which  Mr.  Harrington 
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to  its  pages  an  article  by  a  well- 
known  medical  writer,  which  goes 
very  far  indeed  to  shake  public  con- 
fidence in  the  preventive  furnished 
by  vaccination.  Such,  Sir,  is  the 
case  I  desire  to  lay  before  the  House. 
The  recommendation  that  the  law  should 
be  satisfied  with  the  imposition  of  one 
full  penalty  and  costs  on  parents  in 
regard  to  each  child  that  they  refused  to 
vaccinate  was  unanimously  adopted  by 
the  Committee,  and  it  was  embodied  in 
the  Bill  which  was  afterwards  brought 
forward  and  carried  through  this  House. 
But,  Sir,  the  Bill  had  to  go  to  another 
place,  and  in  that  place  the  clause  im- 
posing only  one  penalty  on  parents  for 
each  child  was  struck  out.  I  may  here 
refer  to  the  words  uttered  by  the  late 
Mr.  "W.  E.  Forster,  when  the  Bill  came 
back  to  this  House  in  a  mutilated 
form.  It  was,  I  think,  on  the  19th 
August,  1871,  when  all  the  Members 
were  anxious  to  get  away  from  their 
legislative  labours  to  much  needed 
recreation.  According  to  Hansard,  Mr. 
Forster,  in  complaining  that  the  other 
House  had  struck  out  Clause  10 — an 
important  clause,  that  mitigated  the 
penalties — used  these  words : — 

''  That  clause  was  passed  in  that  House  by  a 
majority  of  67  to  12,  and  expunged  in  the  other 
House  by  a  majority  of  8  to  7,  the  total  number 
of  Peers  voting  being  just  about  equal  to  the 
number  of  Members  on  the  Select  Committee, 
which,  after  a  long  and  careful  consideration, 
came  to  a  unanimous  conclusion  in  favour  of 
the  clause.  He  should  have  had  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  asking  the  House  to  disagree  with 
the  Amendment  if  the  period  of  the  Session 
would  allow  of  such  disagreement  without  the 
loss  of  the  BiU.'* 

Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  say  that  this  is 
an  instance  much  too  common  in  the 
proceduie  of  the  so-called  Upper 
House.  If  the  veto  were  only  exercised 
upon  hasty  and  ill-considered  legislation 
in  times  of  unreasoning  agitation,  we 
should  have  no  complaint  to  make.  If 
the  veto  stayed  our  hands  when  frantic 
and  unreasoning  panic  extorted  from  us 
sanction  for  tremendous  penalties  upon 
destructive  idiots  suffering  from  tem- 
porary madness,  if  it  stayed  our  hands 
when  we  were  driven  to  sanction  the 
revival  of  medieoval  torture,  when  bur- 
glary and  robbery  are  unusually  rife,  I 
should  not  complain  of  the  exercise  of 
this  legislative  embargo.  But,  Sir,  it  is 
not  so ;  it  is  now  exercised  most  fre- 
quently   when   the   legislation   of  this 
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House  is  most  humane,  and  it  is  always 
exercised  when  that  legislation  is  most 
responsive  to  the  just  sympathies  of  the 
people.      What   has   been    the   conse- 
quence ?    If,  Sir,  we  were  dealing  with 
crime — that  is  to  say,  with  an  immoral 
act  so  contrary  to  the  public  intereet 
that  it  must  needs  be  put  down  by  law; 
an  act  of  impurity  and  disobedience  to 
the    moral    law;    why,   then,    resolute 
Government  and  a  constant  impositioii 
of  fines  and  imprisonment  might  possi- 
bly succeed.     But,  Sir,  we  are  dealing 
with  a  faculty  in  man  which  was  never 
very  amenable  to  fines  and  imprisonment 
or  even  death,  and  that  is,  the  human 
conscience.    Let  me  just  cite  one  case  in 
illustration.     Most  hon.  Members  have 
surely  heard  of  poor  Oharles  Hayward 
of  Ashford  in  Kent,  who  so   consden* 
tiously  objects  to  the  practice  of  ▼aoci- 
nation  that  he  feels  his  duty  to  his 
children  will  not  allow  him  to  have  them 
operated  upon.      But  the  magistrates 
and  guardians  of  the  district  in  which 
he  lives  will  not  allow  the  poor  man 
the  luxury  of  a  conscience  at  all ;  they 
think  they  ought  to  put  down  his  con* 
science  by  fines ;  and  according  to  the 
latest    statistics    from  the   1 9th    May, 
1885,    when    the    persecution   began^ 
down  to  the  26th  of  February   in  this 
year,  he  has   been   37   separate  times 
fined,   the  amount  of  the  fines  being 
£63    2s.    6d.,   including    costs.     Wel^ 
Sir,  it  is  probably  more  than  a  year's 
income    of    this  poor  man,    and    this 
is  taken  from  him — at  least  it  is  sup- 
posed to  be  taken  from  him — but,  per* 
haps,  charity  has  interfered  to  prevent 
such  an  excessive  punishment — in  the 
space  of  little  more  than  four  years — 
because  he  chooses  to  follow  the  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience.     This  is  onlj 
one  illustration,  and  I  believe  that  a 
great  many  others  could  be  cited  ;  but 
it  affords  a  reason  for  reconsidering  the 
mode  in  which  the  Vaccination    Law» 
are  carried  out.     But,  Sir,  I  contend 
that  some  of  the  general  recommenda^ 
tions  of  the  Committee  of  1871   were 
against  the  weight  of  evidence.    The 
Committee    desired    to    give    greater 
facilities  for  carrying  out  the  law  and  to 
have  more  vaccination  stations.    A  sim<-> 
plification  was  wanted  of  the  work  of  the- 
public  vaccinators,  and  it  was  suggested 
that  the  registers  should  be  sent  to  them 
so  that  they  could  more  easily  account 
for  the  children  im vaccinated.    I  believfr 
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the  objections  raised  to  the  practice  of 
vaccination  scarcely  came  within  the 
province  of  that  Committee;  at  any 
rate,  the  evidence  they  took  was,  on 
that  part  of  the  case,  exceedingly  short, 
and  it  was  not  presented  at  ful  in  full. 
Nevertheless,  proved  instances  of  mis- 
chief resulting  from  vaccination  were 
supplied.  I  need  not  dwell  upon  the 
eviaence  which  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee, for  a  far  mightier  witness  than 
any  that  could  be  brought  bodily  into 
the  Committee  Boom  was  proclaiming 
everywhere  at  that  time  the  impotence 
of  the  law.  Remember  that  one  of  the 
facts  proved  by  a  number  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Committee  was 
the  almost  perfect  carrying  out  of 
the  Vaccination  Law  over  a  large 
part  of  the  country.  In  the  district 
of  St.  Luke's,  for  instance,  a  vaccina- 
tion officer  testified  that  there  was 
scarcely  a  single  child  unaccounted  for. 
One  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  Ireland 
likewise  gave  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  dwelt  with  emphasis  on  the 
fact  that  vaccination  was  so  universal  in 
Ireland  as  to  have  practically  abolished 
small-pox  altogether.  Dr.  Alexander 
Wood,  coming  from  Scotland,  bore 
similar  testimony,  and  said — 

"  1  think  that  (here  is  no  small-pox  in  that 
country,  because  the  Scotch  Vaccination  Law  of 
1 863  has  entirely  stamped  it  out." 

Sir,  at  that  very  time,  when  these  con- 
fident boasts  were  being  made  before  the 
Committee,  the  plague  was  stalking  from 
house  to  house  and  from  city  to  city. 
In  the  year  1871,  the  deaths  from  small- 
pox in  the  United  Kingdom  amounted 
to  25,233,  notwithstanding  the  boasts 
made  as  to  the  extent  to  which  vac- 
cination had  been  carried  out.  In  the 
following  year,  so  little  had  the  plague 
diminished,  that  the  number  of  deaths 
amounted  to  24,790.  And  now  let  me 
refer  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  I  have 
quoted  the  confident  expressions  of  dis- 
tinguished witnesses  from  these  countries 
as  to  the  practical  suppression  of  small- 
pox by  the  practice  of  vaccination,  but 
in  the  year  1871  there  were  665  deaths 
from  the  disease  in  Ireland,  and  in  1872 
the  number  had  risen  to  3,248.  Again, 
in  Scotland  the  deaths  in  1871  amounted 
to  1,442  according  to  one  table,  and  ac- 
cording to  another  official  table  to  1,760. 
In  1872,  the  deaths  in  Scotland  were 
2,448  according  to  the  one  table,  and 
3,073  according  to  the  other.  The  grand 


total  for  the  United  Kingdom  during  the 
two  years  was  50,028,  although  vac- 
cination had  been  in  operation  since  the 
beginning  of  the  century,  and  of  course 
with  constantly  increasing  rigour. 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  recently  had  another 
experience,  and  that  is  in  Sheffield. 
A  portentous  Beport,  on  that  subject, 
came  into  my  hands  only  yesterday 
morning,  and  I  have  scarcely  been  able 
to  digest  its  pages.  Still,  I  think  I 
must  make  a  remark  or  two  upon  it.  It 
is  indisputable  that  Sheffield  was  one  of 
the  best-vaccinated  towns  in  the  country. 
There  were  only  about  5  per  cent  of  the 
children  unaccounted  for  in  the  vaccina- 
tion statistics  in  the  worst  districts,  and 
in  the  best  districts  even  less  than  1  per 
cent.  No  doubt  we  shall  be  told  that 
this  residue  of  5  per  cent  was  capable 
of  doing  an  enormous  amount  of  mis- 
chief; but,  Sir,  let  us  take  the  figures 
in  the  beginning  of  the  century.  We 
have  been-  told  over  and  over  again  that 
small-pox  was  diminishing  and  almost 
arrested  by  the  practice  of  vaccina- 
tion. Now,  how  many  were  vaccinated 
in  the  beginning  of  the  century  ?  Cer- 
tainly not  more  than  from  15  to  25  per 
cent.  We  have  no  accurate  statistics  to 
go  upon  :  but  I  fancy  from  15  to  25  per 
cent  would  fairly  represent  the  number 
of  children  vaccinated.  For  a  time  that 
almost  abolished  small-pox,  and  can  it 
now  be  said  that  a  small  residuum  of 
un vaccinated  children,  amounting  to 
only  5  per  cent,  is  enough  to  neutralize 
the  charm  ?  I  think  it  is  an  unreason- 
able view  to  take.  And  now  I  come 
to  this  portentous  volume.  I  find  in 
it  that  comparatively  little  attention  is 
given  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
town.  There  are  scores  of  pages  filled 
with  plausible  and  striking  statistics  of 
the  individual  effects  of  vaccination ; 
but  there  are  only  a  few  paragraphs 
as  to  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  town.' 
On  page  218  we  are  told  that — 

'*  In  the  older  parts  of  the  town  proper  (well 
represented  hy  toe  Sheffield  township)  houses 
are  frequently  damp,  ill- ventilated,  and  dark. 
Also  they  are  crowded  together;  courts  are 
found  within  courts,  and  streets  are  narrow, 
winding,  and  often  precipitous.  Even  in  neigh- 
bourhoods where  villages  once  in  the  country 
have  now  become  surrounded  by  houses,  pre- 
cisely similar  conditions  exist.  Further,  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  houses  erected  prior  to 
the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  have  been  built 
Uck  to  back." 

Now  I   come  to  a   still  more  terrible 
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paragraph  on  page  221,  concerning  the 
disposal  of  refuse.  I  am  sorry  to 
trouble  the  House  with  these  offensive 
details  ;  but,  Sir,  we  have  to  deal  with 
the  health  of  the  people.  We  are  told 
that — 

''Sheffield  is  essentially  a  privj  midden 
town ;  the  total  number  of  water-closets  in 
existence  up  to  December  31st,  1887,  being 
only  4,137,  chiefly  found  in  houses  in  Ecclesall, 
Nether  Hallam,  tipper  Hallam,  and  Pitsmoor. 
In  the  centre  of  the  town  shops,  offices,  and 
hotels  alone  are,  as  a  rule,  provided  with  them. 
If  the  entire  population  of  the  borough  is,  in 
accordance  with  the  Registrar  General's  es- 
timate, taken  at  about  320,000,  and  assuming 
that  the  4,137  water-closets  each  serve  for  the 
use  of  the  inmates  of  two  houses,  say  for  40,000 
people,  we  may  conclude  that  at  least  2-(0,000 
persons  are  provided  with  no  other  closet  ac- 
commodation than  that  afforded  by  midden 
privies,  and  it  has  been  estimated  that  the 
actual  area  occupied  by  the  middens  themselves 
in  the  borough  amounts  to  considerably  over  12 
acres." 

Later  on  in  the  Keport  we  are  told — 

"  From  the  plan  on  which  the  middens  are 
constructed  the  contents  are  kept  contirually 
wet  by  the  percolation  into  them  of  subsoil  and 
surface  water  (rain  water  falling  in  addition 
into  the  unsewered  ones),  and  as  a  result  offensive 
decomposition  of  their  contents  is  continually 
taking  place.  The  middens  are  habitually  used 
throughout  a  large  part  of  the  town  as  re- 
ceptacle for  house  slops  and  refuse  of  every 
description.  As  the  midden  pits  are  rarely 
made  water-tight,  the  subsoil  necessarily 
becomes  charged  with  the  soakage  of  excre- 
mental  filth." 

These  words  are  surely  significant, 
and  I  contend  that  they  afford  ample 
explanation  of  the  origin  of  small-pox 
in  Sheffield.  I  have  said  that  the 
statistics  as  to  vaccination  are  un- 
doubtedly plausible,  and  they  are  also 
striking ;  but  this  observation  occurs  to 
me,  that  they  need  closer  scrutiny  than 
they  appear  to  have  received.  Let 
me  give  an  illustration  of  what  I 
mean.  There  is  a  table  here  deal- 
ing with  the  case  of  21  vaccinated 
children  over  one  month  and  under 
one  year  of  age,  and  of  eleven 
unvaccinated  children,  who  were  in 
houses  invaded  with  small-pox.  Now 
the  table  shows  that  of  the  21  vaccinated 
children,  only  two  were  attacked,  while 
of  the  1 1  unvaccinated,  no  fewer  than 
seven  were  attacked  by  the  disease.  Of 
the  vaccinated  one  died,  and  of  the  un- 
vaccinated four  died.  But  why  were 
not  these  1 1  children  vaccinated  ?  The 
answer  to  the  question  possibly  signifies 
a    good    deal.     If  I  may    judge  from 
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experience  of  my  own,  there  is  a 
great  probability  that  they  were  left 
unvaccinated  because  they  were  not 
considered  strong  enough  to  undergo 
the  operation,  and  of  oourse  it  is  these 
poor,  ill-formed,  ill-developed  ohildrea 
of  weak  constitution,  who  would  naturaUj 
be  the  first  to  succumb  to  the  disease. 
Therefore  I  do  not  attach  much  value  to 
the  figures  which  have  been  quoted.andl 
think  any  inquiry  now  held  should  see 
how  far  the  statistics  can  be  verified. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  something  more 
to  say  on  the  subject.  I  contend, 
Sir,  we  have  a  right  to  guard 
not  merely  the  individual  here  and 
there,  but  the  whole  commonwealth,  and 
even  if  the  tables  were  correct,  I  contend 
that  compulsion  would  never  be  justifi- 
able unless  you  could  thereby  insure 
complete  immunity  from  the  disease  for 
the  whole  country.  That  you  cannot  do, 
for  we  find  these  tremendous  epidemics 
are  continually  recurrent.  You  find 
some  very  singular  conclusions  in  the 
Eeport.  We  are  told  that  if  the  whole 
town  had  been  unvaccinated,  and  the 
deaths  had  been  in  the  same  proportion 
as  they  were  among  the  unvaccinated 
persons  attacked,  instead  of  there  being 
only  five  or  six  hundred,  there  would 
have  been  at  least  7,000  children  under 
ten  years  attacked  and  3,000  would  have 
died.  Sir,  this  is  wholly  fallacious  and 
unjustifiable,  for  in  the  last  centuty, 
when  vaccination  was  not  practised 
at  all,  the  percentage  of  deaths 
among  persons  attacked  was  onlv  18*8, 
and  even  now,  with  vaccination,  the  per- 
centage is  18*5  for  the  present  century. 
It  is,  therefore,  absurd  to  say  that  so 
many  would  have  died  if  the  whole 
population  had  been  unvaccinated.  I 
contend,  therefore,  that  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  of  1871  were 
against  the  weight  of  evidence.  Public 
uneasiness  has  been  more  and  more 
excited  of  late  by  the  dangers  said  to 
be  associated  with  the  practice  of  vacci- 
nation. We  all  must  know  of  cases 
in  which  vaccination  has  acted  badlj. 
John  Stuart  Mill,  in  his  **  Logic,"  admits 
the  necessity  of  arguing  from  particulars 
to  particulars,  and  although  I  disagree 
with  his  logic,  I  think  he  is  justified  to 
a  certain  extent  by  the  actual  practice 
of  uneducated  persons.  If  a  man  has 
had  a  child  with  a  dreadfully  inflamed 
arm,  and  frightful  sores  breaking  o  ut 
all   over    his   body,  immediately  after 
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Taccination,  can  you  blame  him,  when 
another  child  comes  into  the  family,  if 
he  refuses  to  let  it  run  that  risk  ?  But 
there  is  even  more  than  this  to  be  said. 
Mr.  Jonathan  Hutchinson,  the  well- 
known  writer  on  medical  subjects,  was 
examined  before  the  Committee,  and  he 
acknowledged  that  he  had  obsenred 
•cases  in  which  sores  had  broken  out, 
apparently  owing  to  vaccination.  In 
answer  to  another  question,  he  said  the 
general  opinion  of  the  profession  was, 
perhaps,  opposed  to  the  belief  that 
syphilis  was  communicated  by  vaccina- 
tion, but  he  added  that  that  was 
not  the  opinion  of  those  who 
had  carefully  examined  the  question. 
Even  in  1871  Mr.  Hutchinson  was  of 
opinion  that  syphilis  might  be  com- 
municated by  vaccination.  But  he 
then  told  the  Committee  that  infec- 
tion eould  always  be  effectively 
guarded  against  by  the  operator, 
when  taking  the  lymph,  being  care- 
ful not  to  draw  blood;  but  after- 
wards in  a  treatise  which  he  published 
he  altered  that  opinion,  and  said  that 
even  where  there  was  no  visible  blood 
disease  might  be  conveved  by  the 
lymph.  Since  1871  other  medical 
opinions  have  been  expressed  to  the 
same  effect,  and  which  ever  thet>ry  may 
be  correct,  it  is  monstrous  for  the  Legisla- 
ture to  go  on  forcing  vaccination  upon 
poor  people  and  declining  seriously  to  in- 
quire into  the  matter.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  the  general  tenour  of  the  evi- 
dence is,  that  there  has  been  an  enor- 
mous increase  of  these  syphilitic  diseases 
and  of  infantine  mortality  since  vaccina- 
tion was  made  compulsory.  I  have 
shown  how  the  Committee  of  1871  had 
its  most  important  recommendation  re- 
gected  in  another  place.  I  have  shown 
how  the  Report  of  the  Committee  in  other 
respects  is  against  the  weight  of  evi- 
dence, that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
alive  to  the  repeated  failures  of  vacci- 
nation to  protect  communities  as  distinct 
from  individuals.  I  have  shown,  I 
think,  that  public  uneasiness  is  con- 
stantly growing,  and  that  to  a  large  ex- 
tent it  is  justified  by  facts  and  official 
statistics.  I  have  shown  how  in  nine 
towns  the  Vaccination  Laws  have  be- 
come a  dead  letter,  while  in  other  places 
prosecutions  have  become  a  public 
scandal.  I  have  shown  that  medical 
dissent  from  the  theory  that  vaccination 
is     necessary     shows    a    tendency    to 


increase.  I  have  shown  that  in  the 
town  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
the  experiment  of  relying  upon  the 
precautions  I  have  advocated  have  been 
tried  for  17  years  with  success.  After 
this  my  demand  cannot  be  considered 
unreasonable.  I  do  not  ask  for  a  mere 
formal  inquiry,  sitting  to  adopt  a  foregone 
conclusion.  I  do  ask,  if  the  Qovemment 
see  their  way  clear  to  agree  to  my  pro- 
posal, that  whatever  Commission  or 
Committee  may  be  granted  may  be 
impartially  constituted ;  that  opposing 
views  shall  be  represented  together  with 
eminent  men  not  previously  committed 
to  an  attitude  of  partizanship  upon  one 
side  or  the  other,  and  who  will  play  the 
part  of  umpires — perhaps  legal  gentle- 
men would  be  best  to  sift  and  weigh  the 
evidence  before  them.  The  constitution 
of  the  tribunal  must  rest  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government.  I  only  ask 
the  House  to  make  the  demand.  Surely 
an  assembly  that  embodies  to  a  very 
large  extent  both  the  executive  and 
legislative  functions  of  Qovemment 
ought  to  keep  its  eyes  open  to  every 
current  of  opinion,  and  its  ears 
open  to  every  cry  of  wrong.  And 
no  complaint  or  grievance,  surely, 
can  be  more  touching  than  the  voice  of 
parental  affection  pleading  for  freedom 
from  medical  persecution  in  the  exercise 
of  their  Heaven-sent  responsibility.  We 
owe  at  least  respect  to  such  appeals  of 
parental  conscience,  and  therefore  I 
move  the  Resolution  that  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That,**  in  order 
to  add  the  worda  '*  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  to  appoint 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Vaccination  Acts ;  also  into  the  con- 
dition, as  regards  the  prevalence  of  small-pox 
or  otherwise,  of  any  towns  or  districts  in 
which  the  guardians  have  for  two  years  or 
more  failed  to  prosecute  for  refusal  to  vacci- 
nate, and  likewise  into  the  system  of  com- 
pulsory notification,  isolation,  and  quarantine, 
as  carried  out  in  Leicester  and  elsewhere ;  to 
take  evidence  as  to  the  present  state  of  scientific 
and  medical  opinion  on  the  effects  of  vaccina- 
tion ;  to  inquire  into  the  nature  and  causes  of 
popular  objections  to  vaccination,  where  such 
exist ;  and  to  report  whether  any  change  in 
the  law,  and,  if  so,  what  change,  is  in  their 
judgment  desirable, "~(J/r.  Pieton^) 

— instead  whereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wordi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 
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*Dk.  FAEQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 
It  may  seem  strange  that  one  like 
myself y  who  has  always  been  a  strong, 
I  might  almost  say  an  uncompromising, 
advocate  of  vaccination,  should  support 
a  proposal  which  many  Members  will 
be  disposed  to  think  unnecessary,  and 
indeed  calculated  to  unsettle  the  public 
mind  on  this  subject ;  but  I  am  not  in- 
clined to  take  that  view.  I  join  in  the 
proposal  because  I  hold  that  inquiry 
and  investigation  of  any  sort,  if  open 
and  scientific,  must  do  good  and  add  to 
our  knowledge,  and  eventually  promote 
the  cause  of  truth.  If  a  thing  is  good, 
then  inquiry  and  investigation  will  only 
strengthen  it ;  and  if  it  is  bad,  the 
sooner  we  find  it  out  the  better,  abolish 
it  if  necessary,  or  remedy  the  defects 
we  may  discover.  I  do  not  hold 
that  any  institution  of  this  country 
is  so  sacred  or  so  settled  as  to  be  beyond 
the  reach  of  investigation  altogether. 
We  know  that  my  hon.  Friend,  whom  I 
do  not  see  in  his  place  now  (Sir  G. 
Campbell),  wishes  to  prescribe  for  the 
British  Constitution.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  is  going  to  renew  his  Motion 
this  year  or  not.  Although  I  consider 
myself  that  the  question  of  vaccination 
is  as  settled  as  the  British  Constitution, 
yet  I  cannot  forget  that  there  are  other 
people  who  do  not  hold  that  view.  I  do 
not  think  that  knowledge  and  self -con 
fidence  should  lead  us  to  dogmatize  on 
this  or  any  other  subject.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  ignore  the  fact  that  a  con- 
siderable mass  of  public  opinion  and 
popular  sentiment  goes  against  vaccina- 
tion, and  more  especially  goes  against 
compulsory  application  of  it,  and  holds 
that  inquiry  should  be  held  before  an 
impartial  judicial  tribunal.  I,  for  one, 
wish  that  opportunity  to  be  given.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  and  I  approach  the  facts 
from  dilforont  standpoints.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  hopes  that  in  the  result 
a  heavy  blow  will  be  struck  at  the 
system  of  vaccination,  or,  at  all  events, 
at  compulsory  vaccination.  No  doubt 
he  thinks  that  he  will  be  able  to  prove 
that  the  benefits  attributed  to  vaccination 
are  really  due  to  hygienic  improvements, 
and  that  he  will  be  able  to  show  that 
many  evils  result  from  vaccination.  I 
advocate  inquiry  from  a  very  different 
standpoint  in  the  interest  of  vac- 
cination itself,  and  in  full  confidence  that 


it  will  come  out  of  the  inqoirj  nnaoathedr 
and,  indeed,  largely  strongthened.  Of 
course,  as  many  of  us  know,  a  great 
mass  of  information  already  exists  on 
the  subject.  Sir  J.  Simon,  Dr. 
Buchanan,  the  able  chief  of  the  Medical 
Department  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  others,  have  provided  a  mass 
of  accurate  information,  though  it  is  of 
a  somewhat  scattered  kind,  and  is  to 
be  found  in  Blue  Books  and  Annual 
Eeports  in  dusty  recesses  of  this  Hoase» 
Inquiry  will  have  the  e£Eect  of  collecting 
and  concentrating  a  large  mass  of  in- 
formation, and  perhaps  of  adding  very 
considerably  to  it.  I  wish  I  could  think 
it  would  settle  the  public  mind,  and  I 
hope  in  some  degree  it  may.  I  hope- 
though  I  am  not  very  confident  in  the 
hope— that  when  the  Commission  comes 
to  report  we  shall  reach  a  state  of 
finality  if  that  is  attainable  at  all,  that 
if  the  verdict  is  for  vaccination,  if  it  is 
proved  that  the  allegations  of  its  oppo- 
nents are  not  supported  by  facts,  then  I 
hope  that  the  agitation  that  has  worried 
us  so  much  with  its  literature  will  cease, 
that  we  shall  no  longer  be  inundated 
with  leaflets,  pamphlets,  and  books, 
and  that  the  numerous  societies  esta- 
blished to  promote  the  Anti-vaccination 
Movement  will  dissolve  into  thin  air. 
I  hope  this  may  be  so,  and  that 
is  a  strong  reason  why  I  advocate 
inquiry,  that  it  may  do  something  to 
settle  the  public  mind,  and  the  only 
people,  I  think,  who  may  look  upon  the 
Eeport  with  apprehension  are  Parlia- 
mentary candidates.  Now  they  are  able 
to  shelter  themselves  behind  a  coming 
inquiry.  When  a  candidate  is  hard 
pressed  and  driven  into  a  comer,  he 
says — **  I  am  in  favour  of  inquiry,  and 
until  that  inquiry  is  held  I  must  sus- 
pend my  judgment."  But  I  am  afraid 
when  this  inquiry  comes  off  these  un- 
fortunate gentlemen  must  come  forth 
from  their  refuge  and  give  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other.  In  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Commission  I  hope  the  ut- 
most care  will  be  taken  to  insure  an  im- 
partial inquiry,  else  people  will  be  ready 
enough  afterwards  to  say  it  was  not 
constituted  properly — that  it  was  packed 
one  way  or  the  other.  I  am  talking  aa 
if  it  is  to  be  constituted,  and  it  is  "  in 
the  air  "  that  it  is  to  be.  It  should  in- 
clude men  of  widely  varied  opinions  and 
different  modes  of  thought ;  and  if  we- 
could  induce    one    of   Her    Majesty'a 
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Judges  to  assist,  that  would  materiallj 
add  to  the  advantage  I  hope  will  result. 
Having  gone  along  so  far  in  a  friendly 
way,  in  double  harness  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester,  I 
must  now  part  company  with  him  on  a 
few  points  in  his  speech.  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  on  the  medical  side  of 
the  question.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  has  talked,  I  must  say,  in 
a  tolerably  scientific  and  correct  way 
about  several  important  questions  that 
he  has  evidently  studied.  He  has 
read  Dr.  Creighton's  article,  interest- 
ing and  ingenious  as  it  is.  But 
Dr.  Creighton  himself  tells  us  that  it 
must  not  be  accepted  as  the  doctrine  of 
the  profession,,  so  we  must  look  upon  it 
as  but  an  individual  opinion.  Dr. 
Creighton  holds  the  opinion  that  the  two 
forms  of  pox  are  really  the  same  disease. 
If  they  are  the  same,  if  the  lesser  pox 
is  the  same  as  what  is  called  the  great 
pox,  why  is  it  that  there  are  so  few  out- 
breaks of  post- vaccinal  syphilis  observed 
in  the  country?  Dr.  Creighton,  after 
careful  search  through  medical  litera- 
ture, can  only  find  17,  some  of  which 
are  admitted  to  be  doubtful  in  character. 
If  it  be  really  the  case  that  the  one 
disease  is  the  same  as  the  other,  why 
do  we  not  have  outbreaks  of  this  form 
of  the  disease  ?  Dr.  Buchanan — and  I 
am  glad  to  get  back  to  him  again — tells 
us  that  out  of  7,000,000  children  that 
came  under  the  cognizance  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  10  years,  there 
was  not  one  case  of  post-vaccinal 
syphilis,  though  he  was  always  looking 
out  for  it  for  purposes  of  investigation. 
I  am  sorry  to  talk  to  the  House 
in  this  medical  way,  but  my  hon. 
Friend  has  thrown  out  a  challenge 
on  these  points.  I  am  unable  to  back 
him  up  in  what  he  says  about  the  spread 
of  syphilis  among  children.  He  tells 
us  that  detection  of  the  disease  is  a  very 
difficult  thing,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is. 
If  I  were  addressing  a  medical  society 
instead  of  the  House  of  Commons  I 
think  I  should  be  able  to  give  very  good 
reason  for  saying  what  1  do,  and  lay 
down  the  symptoms  and  indications 
beyond  doubt.  The  remoter  stages  of 
the  disease  are  now  much  better  under- 
stood than  they  were  formerly  when 
effects  in  children  and  adults  were  set 
down  to  that  disease,  but  really  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  disease  itself. 
The  hon.  Member  has  directed  attention 


to  the  outcome  of  the  Sheffield  inquiry^ 
and  without  doubt  this  somewhat 
formidable  looking  volume  contains 
some  of  the  most  valuable  information. 
It  is  a  piece  of  patient,  skilled,  and 
scientific  work,  for  which  Dr.  Barry  de- 
serves the  highest  commendation — his 
case  hardly  breaks  down  at  any  point. 
The  hon.  Member  tells  us  that  the  ques- 
tion of  sanitation  has  not  been  suffi- 
ciently considered;  but  Dr.  Barry  shows 
that  he  has  taken  note  of  this,  but  can- 
not find  that  the  effect  of  the  so-called 
circumstances  of  sanitation  upon  the 
death-rate  of  those  attacked  is  demon- 
strable. I  think  if  my  hon.  Friend  had 
continued  his  investigation  a  little 
further  he  would  have  found  that 
the  condition  of  things  in  Sheffield 
had  nothing  to  do  with  sanitation^ 
and  that  among  those  who  suffered  from 
the  epidemic,  the  attacks  among  vac- 
cinated children  were  in  the  proportion 
of  five  per  1 ,000,  and  among  unvacci- 
nated  children  101  per  1,000,  while  the 
death-rate  in  either  case  was  '09  and  44, 
in  other  words,  that  as  the  result  of  the 
Sheffield  outbreak,  for  every  100,000 
vaccinated  children  the  death-rate  from 
small-pox  was  nine,  and  among  the 
same  number  of  unvaccinated  children 
it  was  4,400.  I  do  not  think  facta 
could  be  carried  further,  and  I  can  only 
recommend  the  perusal  of  this  book  as 
entirely  bearing  out  every  word  of  what 
I  am  saying.  I  do  not  wish  to  con- 
tinue my  remarks  any  further,  for  it  is 
a  little  inconvenient,  perhaps,  at  this 
stage,  when  we  are  only  asking  for  a 
Koyal  Commission,  to  launch  into  an 
elaborate  discussion,  ranging  over  tho 
whole  field  of  vaccination.  I  am  afraid 
I  have  erred  a  little  in  that  direction, 
but  I  was  led  into  it  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
with  whom,  to  some  extent,  I  am 
acting.  This  inquiry,  which  I  am 
assuming  will  be  granted  should  be 
full,  elaborate,  and  comprehensive  in 
character.  In  a  matter  of  this  kind  I 
can  place  my  faith  in  the  judgment  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  who  presides  over 
the  Local  Gbvernment  Board.  We  have 
found  him  heretofore  true  and  firm 
against  invidious  attacks  upon  the  bene- 
ficent institution  of  vaccination.  I 
hope  the  inquiry  will  be  granted,  that 
it  will  calm  agitation,  and  add  to  our 
knowledge,  and  I  believe  it  will 
strengthen  the  hold  on  the  public  mind 
of  what  I  consider  a  great  and  benefit 
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<;eiit  institution.      Hence  it    is  I  have 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 
♦The  president  of  the   LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's) :  It  is  a 
matter  of  some  convenience  to  tlie  Minis- 
ter who  has  to  reply  on  such  a  subject  as 
this,  to  find  in  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
for  an  inquiry  a  man  so  capable  of 
answering  the  propositions  which  have 
been    put    forwara    by  the  Mover  as 
reasons  for  granting  this  inquiry.     The 
House  will  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeenshire  has  taken  up  one  or 
two  of  the  most  prominent  features  of 
the  speech  of    the   hon.    Member  for 
Leicester,  and  has  answered  them  in  a 
manner  that  must  have  been  generally 
satisfactory.     I  believe  that  I  shall  be 
able  to  add  somewhat  to  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeenshire  has  said,  and 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  not  think  I 
am  doing  anything  unnecessary  if  I  go 
through  the  various  points  raised  by 
the    hon.  Member   for  Leicester,   and 
endeavour  to  g^ve  him  what  I  think  a 
pretty  complete  answer.  The  Seconder  of 
the  Motion  has  rather  deprecated  that, 
on  a  Motion  for  Inquiry,  the  whole  field 
in  connection  with  vaccination  and  small- 
pox should   be   gone  over ;   but  it  is 
quite  evident  that,  looking  at  the  width 
of  the  field  covered  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  this  Resolution,  it  would  be 
rather  unfortunate  if  the  Minister  who 
had  to  reply  did  not  endeavour,  as  well 
as  he  could,    to  meet  the    arguments 
raised.     Whether  or  not  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  grant  this  inquiry  is 
not  material  to  this  point,  except  that  I 
think  if  we  were  to  leave  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  un- 
answered,    it     would,    perhaps,     have 
the    somewhat    unfortunate    effect    of 
leading  the  public  to  suppose  that  it  was 
because  of  the  strength  of  the  arguments 
used  by  the  Mover,  and  our  inability  to 
answer  him,  that  inquiry  was  conceded. 
Therefore  I  think,  whatever  may  be  the 
conclusion  I  have  to  announce  in  refer- 
ence to  this  inquiry,  it  is  my  duty  to  go 
over  the  field  traversed  with  the  view 
of  showing  that,   in    our   opinion,  the 
allegations  of  the  hon.  Member  are  not 
well  founded.     I  have  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  in  what  the  hon.   Gentleman 
said.     I  know  that   the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  has  always  taken  a  g^eat 
and  an  intelligent  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion;   and   if    the    arguments    against 
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vaccination  were  always  as  temperately 
put  forward  as  lie  has  put  them  for* 
ward  to  night  I  should  hare  no  reason 
to  complain.    But  we  know  it  is  not  so, 
and  that  the  minds  of  the  people  in  tlM 
country,  and  especially  of  the  working 
classes,  is  exdtecl  by  a  mass  of  literators 
and  an  immense  number  of  statements 
which  contain  false  propositionsy  which 
pervert  facts   in   the   most    barefjEieed 
manner,    and  draw   a  picture    of    ths 
effects  of  vaccination  to  the   minds  of 
the  mass  of  the  people,  which,  in  my 
opinion,    fully   account    for    the    last 
that  the  Vaccination  Laws  are  perhafS 
regarded  in  many  quarters  with  a  vecy 
considerable  amount  of  dissatiaCaction. 
One  of  the  most  important  allegations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  had  referenos 
to  injuries  and  the  communication  of 
disease  in  the  process  of  Taocination. 
He  was  able  to  quote,  in  support  of  ths 
view  he  put  forward,  a  written  state- 
ment by  a  high  authority,  Mr.   Jona- 
than Hutchinson.     I  will  not,   for  a 
moment,    deny   the    accuracy    of   ths 
citation,  but  I  may  point  out  that  lb. 
Hutchinson  himself  authorized    me  to 
make  a  reply  in  this  House  on  that  par- 
ticular   point,  the    communication    of 
syphilis  by  vaccination,  and  it  is  to  the 
effect,  that  though  he  had  been  looking 
out,  and  the  whole  medical  faculty  knew 
that  he  had  been  looking  out,  for  ten 
recent  years  for  further  manifestation 
in  support  of  the    statement  he  had 
made,  ne  had  never  come  across  one 
single  case  of  the  communication  of  ths 
disease  referred  to  by  vaccination. 
«SiB  J.  PEASE:  Oan  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     give     the     date    of    that 
answer  ? 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  have  not  a  note  of 
the  date ;  but  I  remember  Mr.  Hutchin- 
son did  authorize  me  to  make  that  stats- 
ment  in  my  answer. 

«SiR  J.  PEASE :  Is  it  since  the  dats 
of  the  evidence  he  gave  before  the  Oom- 
mitteein  1871? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  Certainly.  I  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  Hooss 
in  1871.  Mr.  Hutchinson  authorized  ms 
to  say  that  though  he  had  been  looking 
out  during  that  time  for  a  communica- 
tion of  syphilis,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
find  one. 

«SiR  J.  PEASE :  Mr.  Hutchinson  nTS 
very  striking  evidence  before  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  a  case  which  he  had  investi- 
gated, in  which    a    great  numher  ol 
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persons  were  infected  with  aypiiilis  from 
vacoination. 

*Mr.  EITOHIE  :  That  does  not  in 
any  way  affect  my  statement.  Mr. 
Hutchinson  before  the  Committee  made 
a  statement  as  to  what  he  had  seen ; 
but  I  say  that  since  that  time  he  has 
not  found  a  single  case  of  the  kind. 

♦Sir  J.  PEASE:  I  only  wanted  to 
have  the  point  made  quite  clear. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeenshire  has  said,  the  officers 
of  the  Local  Gorernment  Board  hare 
not  found  one  single  case  of  the  com- 
munication of  syphilis  that  could  pro- 
perly be  borne  out.  Further  tban  that, 
Dr.  Cory,  one  of  the  officers  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Board,  some  years 
ago  made  special  investigation  into 
this  subject,  and,  with  great  heroism, 
endeavoured  to  inoculate  himself  with 
syphilis  in  vaccination;  and  although 
he  inoculated  himself  three  times,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  produce  the  disease 
in  himself,  and  only  succeeded  after  a 
fourth  inoculation.  I  think  the  House 
will  see  clearly  that,  if  the  communi- 
cation of  syphilis  is  so  enormously 
difficult  as  Dr.  Cory  found  it  to  be, 
communication  is  not  likely  to  take 
place  under  the  precautions  laid  down 
by  the  Local  Government  Board,  nor 
even  in  the  unlikely  event  of  lymph 
being  actually  taken  from  a  diseased 
person.  I  may  eay,  further,  that  Dr. 
Creighton,  who  has  been  referred 
to,  distinctly  stated,  in  a  letter 
to  the  Lancet,  that  he  had  never 
contended  or  ever  affirmed  that 
infantile  forms  of  the  disease  could  be 
traced  to  vaccination ;  but  in  so  far  as 
he  had  contended  on  the  subject  at  all, 
he  had  contended  exactly  the  opposite. 
I  think,  therefore,  the  burden  of  evidence 
is  distinctly  against  the  allegation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester.  Then,  with 
regard  to  erysipelas,  we  have  made  the 
most  careful  inquiries  since  November 
last  into  the  cases  of  death  reported 
to  us  in  connection  with  vaccination; 
and  it  has  been  found  that  in  some 
instances,  whether  by  carelessness  or 
otherwise,  erysipelas  had  supervened 
upon  vaccination  as  it  might  upon  any 
other  wound.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  then  went  on  to  refer  to  the 
penalties  for  refusal  to  vaccinate,  and  I 
must  say  he  drew  a  picture  calculated 
excite  sympathy — of  persons  marched 
through  the  streets  handcuffed  to  prison 


for  breaking  the  Vaccination  Laws.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  would  use  every 
legitimate  means  to  compel  obedience  to 
the  law ;  but  it  is  a  question  whether 
people  who  disobey  throueh  conscien- 
tious motives  should  be  subjected  to  the 
treatment  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  re* 
ferred  to.  With  reference  to  cumulative 
penalties,  the  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  Heport  of  the  Committee  of  1871. 
Curiously  enough,  the  clause  against 
cumulative  penalties  is  the  only  one  of 
the  Committee's  recommendations  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  justified  by 
the  evidence;  and  this  one  particular 
recommendation  is  in  accordance  with 
his  own  views.  He  is  ready  to  accept  it^ 
but  all  the  recommendations  that  go 
against  his  own  views  he  says  are 
against  the  evidence.  I  do  not  think, 
in  this  respect,  his  remarks  were  of  the 
strictest  impartiality.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  a  Bill  was  brought  in  in 
1871  to  carry  out  the  particular  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee,  and  it 
was  carried  through  the  House  and 
enacted  into  law.  Well,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knows,  the  Bill 
though  the  Bill  was  passed,  it  was  in  an 
extremely  small  House.  Bills  have 
been  brought  in  again  and  again  with 
very  much  the  same  objects  and  upon 
every  occasion  have  been  defeated.  I 
think  there  have  been  something  like 
60.  In  1872  a  Bill  was  brought  in  and 
withdrawn ;  in  1877  the  same  thing 
happened.  A  Eesolution  moved  in  1877 
with  the  same  object  was  defeated  by 
106  to  36.  The  Bill  of  1878  was 
defeated  by  271  against  82;  the  Bill 
brought  in  in  1880  was  withdrawn,  as 
was  that  of  1882 ;  and  in  1883  a  Eesolu- 
tion, moved  by  Mr.  Taylor,  then  Member 
for  Leicester,  was  defeated  by  218  to  16. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  used  as 
an  illustration  of  the  hardships  imposed 
by  the  Vaccination  Laws  the  case  of 
''poor  Charles  Hay  ward."  I  am  not 
going  to  argue  or  inquire  whether  or 
not  these  repeated  prosecutions  are 
advisable,  but  what  I  do  say  is  that  the 
case  of  **  poor  Charles  Hay  ward  "  must 
not  be  t&ken  as  an  illustration  of  the 
manner  in  which  Guardians  carry  out 
the  law.  Hayward  is  a  man  set  up  by 
an  Anti- Vaccination  Society  to  fight  their 
battle  against  vaccination ;  and  although 
"  poor  Okarles  Hayward  "  has  been  fined 
37  times,  lie  has  for  a  long  time  never 
paid  a  copper.  The  GKiardians  have  oon- 
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sidered  that  this  is  a  struggle  between 
yaccination  and  anti-vaccination,  and 
they  are  determined  to  prosecute  the 
representative  of  the  latter  cause  with 
the  utmost  rigour  of  the  law.  Po  far, 
however,  as  **pDor  Charles  Hay  ward" 
is  concerned,  1  do  not  think  he 
is  one  whit  the  poorer  from  the 
£nes  which  have  been  levied  upon 
him.  I  now  pass  on  to  the  question 
of  Sheffield.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  refer  to  the 
most  admirable  Eeport  of  Dr.  Barry. 
A  more  able  and  exhaustive  Report  has 
never  been  laid  before  the  House  since 
the  question  has  been  in  debate.  Dr. 
Barry  takes  account  of  6,088  cases  and 
590  deaths.  He  organized  a  house-to- 
house  visitation,  and  by  personal  inquiry 
he  has  come  to  a  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  every  case  that  was  fatal ; 
every  case  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
in  vaccinated  children  under  ten,  and 
every  case  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
after  previous  small-pox  or  re-vaccina- 
tion. Dr.  Barry  alludes  to  some  facts 
demonstrated  by  the  inquiry — namely, 
that  the  attack-rate  of  the  vaccinated 
-children  under  ten  was  five  per  thousand, 
and  that  of  the  unvaccinated  101.  The 
death-rate  of  the  vaccinated  children 
under  ten  was  -09  and  of  the  unvac- 
cinated 44.  For  100,900  vaccinated 
children  the  mortality  was  nine,  and  for 
the  same  number  of  unvaccinated 
children  the  mortality  was  4,400. 
Therefore  the  vaccinated  had  a  480-fold 
protection  against  death  by  small-pox. 
Of  the  children  living  in  the  houses 
actually  invaded  by  small-pox,  the  at- 
tack-rate was  78  per  thousand  in  the 
vaccinated,  and  869  per  thousand  in  the 
unvaccinated.  The  death-rate  of  the 
vaccinated  was  one  and  of  the  unvac- 
cinated 381  per  thousand.  Therefore 
the  protection  enjoyed  by  the  vaccinated 
over  the  unvaccinated  was  11 -fold 
Against  attack  and  381 -fold  against 
death.  There  was  a  similar  experience 
with  reference  to  persons  over  10  ;  for 
every  100,000  of  those  twice  vaccinated, 
there  were  eight  deaths ;  of  those  once 
vaccinated,  100  deaths ;  and  of  the  un- 
vaccinated, 5,100  deaths.  Then,  as  to 
the  persons  employed  in  the  various 
hospitals;  of  161  persons,  18  had  had 
■small-pox,  and  none  of  these  fell  ill; 
62  were  vaccinated  only  in  infancy,  six 
of  them  were  attacked,  and  one  died. 
The  remaining  81   had  been  re-vaod- 
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nated,  and  not  one  contracted  small-pox. 
Then,  as  to  the  troops ;  there  were  880 
of  all  ranks,  of  whom  12  were  attacked 
and  one  died.  The  medical  officer  in 
charge  of  the  troops  informed  Dr.  Bany 
that  re- vaccination  had  been  attempted 
with  the  12  men  attacked,  but  that  in 
every  case  it  had  been  imsuceesafuUy 
performed.  Then  as  to  the  police;  10 
of  them  took  small-pox,  when  a  re-vao- 
cination  was  ordered,  and  no  farther 
cases  occurred.  Again,  of  290  men  em- 
ployed  at  the  Post  Office,  all  were  re- 
vaccinated,  and  during  the  whole  coarse 
of  the  epidemic  not  one  took  the  disease. 
The  net  result  in  Sheffield  was  that  if 
the  vaccinated  children  had  been  at- 
tacked at  the  same  rate  as  the  unvacci- 
nated, there  would  have  been  7,000 
attacks  in  place  of  353,  and  3,000 
deaths  in  place  of  six ;  or  up  to  the  con- 
clusion of  the  epidemic  mere  would 
have  been  4,400  deaths  in  place  of  nine. 
But  to  deal  with  the  number  of  deaths 
and  attacks  alone  is  not  enough.  \Knth 
this  loathsome  disease  those  who  are 
not  adequately  protected  by  vaccination 
suffer  much  more  than  those  who  are  so 
protected,  and,  even  if  they  recover,  in  a 
large  number  of  cases  the  sufferers  are 
left  blind  or  disfigured  for  the  re- 
mainder of  their  lives.  Now  the  hon. 
Gentleman  takes  a  nreat  deal  of  excep- 
tion to  figures.  He  took  a  certain 
small  area  in  which  he  said  there  were 
a  certain  number  of  children  vaccinated 
and  unvaccinated,  and  the  inference  he 
drew  was  that  in  all  probabOily  the 
children  were  too  delicate  to  be  vacci- 
nated. I  have  taken  a  much  wider  area 
than  the  particular  illustration  the  hon. 
Gentleman  gave.  I  have  taken  Ihe 
whole  area  of  Sheffield,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  these  figures  from  Sheffield  are 
of  the  most  conclusive  character ;  indeedt 
vaccination  as  a  protection  affainst  small- 
pox was  never  more  completely  vindio 
cated  than  it  is  by  these  statistics.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  vaccination  ia 
not  an  absolute  protection;  but  he 
understands  perfectly  well  that  for  a 
considerable  time  past  that  position  has 
not  been  maintained  on  the  other  aide. 
But  I  go  the  length  of  saying  that  erca 
in  those  who  have  been  inadequateljf 
vaccinated  the  severity  of  the  attack  ii 
infinitely  less  than  in  those  who  have 
had  no  vaccination;  and  although  we 
cannot  contend  that  vaccination  isan  abao- 
lute  protectioni  the  people  who  have  been 
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properly  vaccinated,  and  at  the  right 
time  re-yaecinated.  are,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  exempted  from  the  disease. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that 
the  average  percentage  of  deaths  before 
vaccination  was  made  compulsory  was 
not  larger  than  it  is  now. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  What  I  said  was  that 
the  proportion  of  mortality  was  18'8  per 
•cent  in  the  last  century,  and  it  is  18*5 
now. 

♦Mr.  EITOHIE  :  I  did  not  understand 
that;  but,  to  revert  to  small-pox,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  divided  out  the 
deaths  at  various  ages.     If  he  takes  the 
oases  of  children,  which  is  the  really 
material  a^ice,  he  will  find  that  his  figures 
are  quite    fallacious.     In   1847-52  the 
deaths  from  small-pox  of  children  of  five 
years  old  were  227  per  1,000,000,  and  of 
persons  of  all  ages  326  per  1,000,000 ; 
and  in  1876-81  the  numoers  were  re- 
spectively 21  and  84  per  1,000.000.    The 
average  number  of  deaths  from  small- 
pox per  1,000,000  inhabitants  at  difi^rent 
periods  is  as  follows  :--In  1838-42,  576 
per  1,000,000;  in  1847-53,  when  vacci- 
nation was  optional,  305  per  1,000,000  ; 
in  1854-71,   when  vaccination,  though 
compulsory,  was  not  rigidly  enforced,  223 
per  1,000,000;    in   1872,  the  epidemic 
year,  821  per  1,000,000  ;  and  in  1873-88, 
when  vaccination  was  compulsory  and 
rigidly  enforced,  67  per  1,000,000,  or, 
including  1872,  111  per  1,000,000.     As 
to  Leicester,  I  willingly    acknowledge 
that  the  arrangements  for  isolation  of 
persons  attacked  by  small-pox  and  for  the 
sanitation  of  the   town  are  every  thing 
that  could  be  desired.     But  the  hon. 
Member  omitted  to  mention  one  pre- 
caution   which    is    taken  at  Leicester. 
Not  only  is  an  individual  who  is  attacked 
by  the  disease  removed,  but  all  persons 
who  have  been  in  contiEUst  with  that  in- 
dividual   are    also    taken    away    and 
isolated.    Moreover,  they  are  re-vacci- 
uated 

Mb.  PIOTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  made  that  statement  before ; 
but  I  beg  to  say  that  he  has  been  mis- 
informed. I  am  aware  that  in  some 
•cases  persons  have  been  re-vaooinated 
where  they  have  consented ;  but  if  there 
is  no  consent  there  is  no  compulsion. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE :  No ;  but  I  had  a 
communication  from  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health  of  Leicester  a  few  days 
ago,  and  he  tells  me  that  though 
there     is     no     absolute     oompolnon 


to  be  re- vaccinated  if  the  people  raise  an 
objection,    as    a    matter    of    fact,    the 

Medical  Officer  presses  strongly  on  them 
the  desirability  of  re*  vaccination.  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  every  nurse  in  the 
hospital  at  Leicester  has  not  only  been 
vaccinated,  but  re- vaccinated  ?  There- 
fore, for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  contend 

that  there  is  no  saving  virtue  in  vac- 
cination, when  such  efforts  are  made  by 

means  of  vaccination  in  Leicester,  is  to 

put  forward  a  proposition  which  he  is 
hardly,  I  think,  able  to  maintain.  We 
all  know  that  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  unvaccinated  persons  in 
Leicester,  but  yet  the  number  is  not  large 
compared  with  the  whole  population. 
In  Leicester  they  are  not  more  than  1 0 
or  15  per  cent  of  the  whole  population. 
Mr.  PIOTON:  Yes. 

*Mr.  EITCHIE  :  I  am  told  not,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  while  the  con- 
dition of  Leicester  is  at  present  dan- 
gerous, I  think  that  in  a  few  years  it 
will  have  become  alarmingly  dangerous. 
And  looking  at  the  large  numoer  of 
unvaccinated  persons  living  in  that 
town,  while  they  are  able  now  to  seize 
upon  and  strangle  the  disease  when 
it  breaks  out,  it  will  be  infinitely  more 
difficult  to  do  so  when  the  number  of 
unvaccinated  persons  has  increased — as 
they  will  if  Leicester  continues  to  pursue 
the  policy  it  is  now  pursuing.  Whatever 
may  be  the  result,  in  Leicester,  of  the 
extraordinary  precautions  taken  there, 
I  venttire  to  say  that  if  it  were  to  be 
assumed,  from  the  successful  stand  they 
have  been  able  to  make  there  against 
the  disease,  that  vaccination  may  be 
safely  dispensed  with  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  country,  the  result  before 
long  would  be  little  short  of  disaster. 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will 
contend  that  good  sanitation  is  really  a 
safe  alternative  for  vaccination  in  every 
part  of  the  country  ?  Although  sanitation 
IS  undoubtedly  cared  for  in  Leicester, 
and  though  the  precautions  against 
small-pox  are  extremely  good,  I  want  to 
know  how  it  is  that  one  of  the  diseases 
depending  on  good  sanitation  for  its 
eradication  is  so  closely  allied  with 
Leicester?  I  want  to  know  how  it  is 
that  Leicester  has  a  higher  death-rate 
from  diarrhoea  than  any  other  town  but 
one  in  the  United  Kingdom  ?  I  know 
this  causes  serious  anxiety  to  the  people  of 
Leioeeter,  and  I  have  no  doubt  tnat  th^ 
would  be  very  g^  to  remedy  whaterer 
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That  is  quite  true,  but  does  not  my  hon. 
Friend  perceive  that  this  fact  completely 
upsets  his  idea  that  sanitation  pro- 
tects the  people  and  not  vaccination  ? 
Of  sanitation  adults  and  infants  partici- 
pate alike,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
the  cause  of  the  decrease  of  infant 
mortality.  The  differentiation  of  infan- 
tile and  adult  mortality  is  only  due  to 
compulsory  vaccination.  And  now  I 
come  to  the  terrible  accusation  of  my 
hon.  Friend  that  public  vaccinators  are 
distributing  syphilis  over  the  land,  in 
proof  of  which  he  said  that  the  deaths 
of  babies  from  that  disease  in  1847 
were  472  per  1,000,000  births,  and 
by  1886  they  had  risen  to  1,822 
per  1,000,000  births.  In  1847  the 
registered  causes  of  death  were 
extremely  defective.  There  has  been  a 
large  improvement  since,  and  I  think 
the  fact  mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend  is 
capable  of  an  easy  explanation.  Up  to 
1847,  the  registration  of  the  causes  of 
death  was  extremely  defective.  Out  of 
1,000,000  births,  10,969  deaths  had  no 
specified  cause  whatever  assigned.  In 
1886  there  were  no  more  than  1,432 
unspecified.  My  hon.  Friend,  in  a  very 
able  article  in  the  Contemporary^  says 
substantially,  though  I  have  not  his 
words  with  me,  "You  talk  about  fewer 
deaths  among  the  vaccinated  than  among 
the  unvaccinated,  but  there  is  always  a 
residuum;  you  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  vaccinated  or  unvaccinated  and  that 
residuum  alters  the  ratio  very  much." 
Well,  here  we  have  two  known  things 
and  a  tertium  quid  unknown,  which 
is  so  large  that  the  ratio  is  not  to 
be  relied  on,  because  it  does  vitiate  the 
comparison  between  the  two  things 
known.  The  10,969  deaths  from 
unspecified  causes  per  1,000,000  births 
is  the  tertium  ignotum,  and  it  is  a 
large  reserve  from  which  to  take  out 
the  unascertained  causes  of  death.  In 
1886  there  were  only  1,432  unspecified 
deaths,  and,  therefore,  the  deaths  of 
9,537  babies  passed  from  unspecified  to 
specified  causes.  Thirty  years  ago, 
doctors  began  to  distinguish  infantile 
syphilis  and  were  able  to  recognize  it. 
They  had  not  done  so  before,  and  it  will 
be  found  that  in  consequence  death  from 
syphilis  jumped  up  in  a  most  wonderful 
way.  It  was  found  out  what  children 
were  dying  from,  and  the  cause  of  death 
was  g^ven.  This  explains  why  the  deaths 
from  syphilis  increase  so  much  in  the 
earlier  years  of  the  period  of  oomparison 
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and  remain  stationary  in  the  later  yean. 
There  was  in  reality  no  increase  m  the 
disease,    though    there    was     a    much 
better  nomenclature   and  daasifioation. 
Children  are  not  yaocinated,  as  a  rule, 
until  they  are  three   months  old.    It 
is  three  months,  in   England  and  six 
months    in    Scotland ;     and     we    oaa 
compare    but  we    know     the  percen- 
tage   of    deaths    of     children     from 
syphilis  at  different  ages.      The  great 
proportion  takes  place  before  the  year 
vaccinated.     Under  three  months  it  is 
42  per  cent ;  from  three  to  six  months 
22   per  cent;     and  from  six  to  twelve 
months  only  11  per  cent.     In  Scotland 
65  per  cent  of  the   deaths   from  this 
disease  occur   before    the    vaccination 
period.    The  statistics,   if    olosely  ez» 
amined,   do   not  support  the   horriUe 
theory  that  vaccination  is  the  cause  of 
promulgation  of  syphilis.      It  is  yery 
sad    to    reflect    that  it  is  possible  to 
innoculate  a  child  with    this  horrible 
disease,    but    the   Local    Govemment 
Board  and  its  medical  officers  have  been 
looking  out  for  the  last  ten  years,  and 
during  that  time  7,000,000  children  have 
been  vaccinated,  and  they  have  never 
been  able  to  satisfy  themselves  of  one 
particular  case.     In  1883  Germany  vac- 
cinated 2,800,000  children,  the  docton 
were  called  upon  to  report  whether  any 
disease  had  been  produced,  and  there 
had  not  been  one  case.  In  England  and 
in  Germany  large  numbers  of  soldiers 
are    annually    re-vacctnated,    and    no 
case  of  syphilis  has  ever  occurred  in 
consequence.    Let  me  now  say  a  word 
in    regard    to    other    coimtries,    and 
give  a  few  statistics    which  my  hon. 
Friend  did    not    give.    They    are  ex- 
ceedingly instructive.    Germany  enacted 
a  compulsory   law    of  vaccination  ftir 
civilians  in  1874,  under  which  children 
were  to  be  vaccinated  under  six  months 
and  to  be  re- vaccinated  at  12.  Frevioosly 
vaccination  was  enforced  in  the  Army, 
but  the  civil  population  were  not  vac- 
cinated compulsorily.      What  was  the 
result?     In  Berlin  in  1870  the  deaths 
per  1,000,000  from  small-pox  were  823, 
m    1886    they    were    only    one     per 
1,000,000.    In  the  whole  of  Germany 
last  year  there  were  only  four  deatlis 
per  1,000,000  from  small*pox,  and  three- 
fourths  of  these  occurred  on  the  tiorder 
line,  near  countries  which  had  no  com- 
pulsory laws.    In  Belgium  the  number 
of   deaths  was  194  per  1,000,000;  in 
Switzeriand,  where  vaooinatioii  is  oom« 
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pulsory  only  in  some  cantons,  it  was 
218;  in  Austria,  where  vaooination  is 
badly  done,  it  was  325 ;  and  in 
England,  77.  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  vaccination  with 
us  has  had  a  splendid  influence  over  this 
cruel  and  mutilating  disease.  It  is  as 
horrible  a  disease  as  it  was  in  the  last 
century,  when  it  is  allowed  to  get  ahead 
among  the  unvaccinated,  and  it  is  as 
fatal  as  ever  it  was.  Nor  is  the  disease 
itself  one  whit  mitigated  in  its 
virulence.  But  while  I  contend  that 
there  is  no  justification  for  inquiry  aris- 
ing from  any  failure  of  vaccination,  I 
agree  that  it  is  better  to  have  an  inquiry 
in  order  that  the  truth  may  come  out. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  constitute  the  Oommis- 
sion  with  perfect  fairness.  I  believe  the 
result  will  be  to  prove  that  vaccination 
has  been  full  of  great  blessings  to  the 
population  of  the  country,  and  that  if 
we  are  to  give  up  compulsion  we  must 
find  a  better  method  than  the  Leicester 
method  of  isolation. 

Sib  G.  hunter  (Hackney) :  After 
what  has  been  so  well  said  on  this  sub- 
ject I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  minute  or  two.  I  may, 
however,  say  that  I  have  had  an  exten- 
sive experience  of  this  disease  in  India, 
and  am  speaking  with  some  authority 
when  I  say  that  I  regard  an  unvac- 
cinated  person  as  a  great  source  of 
danger  to  the  health  of  the  people. 
From  time  to  time  there  used  to  come 
down  the  Persian  Gulf  vessels  laden 
with  persons  suffering  from  small-pox, 
and  I  cannot  find  words  adequately  to 
describe  the  horrible  state  in  which 
those  persons  were  landed  at  Bombav. 
Gentlemen  who  maintain  the  views  held 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  are  continually 
quoting  certain  medical  men  in  support 
of  those  opinions  and  views ;  but  just 
as  we  see,  on  taking  up  almost  any  daily 
paper,  that  Judges  differ  on  points  of 
law,  so  we  need  not  be  surprised  to  find 
a  class  of  medical  men  who  uphold  the 
views  enunciated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
These  are  so  few,  however,  that  they 
can  almost  be  counted  on  the  fingers  of 
one  hand,  and  may  be  described  as  mere 
'*  faddists,"  who  entertain  peeuliar 
views,  and  who  manage  to  keep 
up,  in  conjunction  with  other  gentle- 
men like  themaelves,  the  oppo- 
sition which  is  offered  to  compulBory 
vaccination.    If  the   hon.    Gentleman 


the  Member  for  Leicester  believes  that 
vaccination  has  no  connection  with 
small-pox,  and  if  he  be  really  unpro- 
tected against  that  disease,  I  will  chal- 
lenge him  to  take  up  his  residence  in  a 
smail-pox  hospital  m  London,  and  see 
what  result  will  follow.  I  am  glad 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  con- 
sented to  the  inquiry  asked  for,  because 
I  believe  that  that  inquiry  will 
tend  to  show  how  very  successful  vac- 
cination is,  and  relieve  it  at  once  from 
all  the  animadversions  and  puerile  alle- 
gations that  are  so  frequently  brought 
against  it. 
♦Me.  T.  ROBINSON  (Gloucester) :  I 
have  always  entertained  a  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  an  inquiry  into  this  subject, 
and  I  am,  therefore,  glad  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  assented  to  the  suggestion 
and  are  willing  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission.  I  made  it  my  business 
for  several  years  to  invite  the  attention 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  this  matter,  with  a  view 
to  the  institution  of  some  such  inquiry  ; 
but  up  to  the  present  time  we  have 
been  unable  to  obtain  this  concession. 
I  know  that  the  constituency  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  entertain  a  very 
strong  feeling  against  compulsion  and 
repeated  prosecutions  for  non- vacci- 
nation, and  the  result  of  a  house-to- 
house  canvass  on  the  subject  in  the  City 
of  Gloucester  has  been  that,  of  the 
householders  who  have  returned  answers 
in  writing  to  the  questions  put  to  them 
on  the  matter,  no  fewer  than  75  per 
cent  are  against  compulsory  vaocination. 
Since  that  time  the  Board  of  Guardians 
have  abstained  from  putting  the  com- 
pulsory clauses  of  the  Act  into  force; 
so  that,  as  far  as  we  are  in  Gloucester 
concerned,  this  part  of  the  law  is  a  dead 
letter.  There  are  a  great  many  other 
constituencies  where  there  is  the  same 
feeling ;  but  I  am  aware  that  in  other 
places,  like  Ashford  in  Kent,  a  different 
view  prevails,  and  the  law  is  there 
oarried  out  in  a  very  vindictive  and  re- 
vengeful spirit.  What  we  feel  is  that, 
where  people  conscientiously  object  to 
the  enfercement  of  the  law,  the  prose- 
cutions which  are  constantly  taking 
place  ought  not  to  be  permitted,  and 
that  the  only  way  in  which  you  can  g^t 
the  country  to  assent  to  what  it  may 
herei^ter  be  deemed  necessary  to  declare 
as  law  on  this  anbject  is  to  have  it 
thorooghly  inquired  into.  There  can  be 
no   doubt   that    the   working    olanoe 
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feel  the  existing  state  of  things 
much  more  acutely  than  any 
other  class;  for  it  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  they  have  no  voice  in  the 
yacoination  of  their  children  and  have  to 
accept  any  medical  officer  the  paro- 
chial authority  may  impose  upon 
them  ;  they  must  go  to  the  place  he 
chooses  to  appoint  as  that  where  vacci- 
nation is  to  be  performed,  and  attend 
there  at  the  time  he  may  name ; 
while  in  addition  to  all  this  there  is  an 
idea  abroad  among  these  people — I 
express  no  opinion  as  to  whether  it  is 
well  founded  or  not — that  there  is  not 
that  amount  of  care  displayed  in  the 
examination  of  the  children  brought  up 
for  vaccination  which  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised. They  do  not  think  that  their 
state  of  health  is  sufficiently  inquired 
into,  and  they  are  of  opinion  that  opera- 
tions are  frequently  performed  more  on 
the  principle  of  so  much  per  dozen  than 
from  due  consideration  as  to  the  health 
of  the  people.  Those  who  are  well-to- 
do  can,  of  course,  have  their  children 
vaccinated  by  their  own  medical  attend- 
ants, who  fully  understand  the  condition 
as  to  health  and  constitution  prevailing 
among  the  members  of  the  different 
families  they  visit,  and  these  persons 
can  have  vaccination  operations  per- 
formed at  their  own  houses  and  at  their 
own  time,  so  that  they  do  not  feel  the 
pinch  of  the  law.  Moreover,  the 
wealthier  classes  do  not  regard  a  fine 
for  non-eompliance  with  the  law  as  any 
punishment  at  all,  whereas  a  fine  of  even 
15s.  or  £1  is  a  serious  punishment  to  a 
working  man,  and  means  oftentimes  a 
good  deal  of  destitution  in  the  case  of 
the  poor  wife  and  family,  who  are 
thereby  deprived  of  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  workman's  earnings.  Al- 
though a  very  large  number  of 
people  object  to  this  compulsory  law, 
they  are,  for  the  most  part,  open  to  con- 
viction ;  and  if  you  can  convince  them 
of  the  necessity  of  compulsory  enact- 
ments there  is  no  doubt  they  will  be 
more  willing  to  obey  them.  They  know 
that  medical  men  throughout  the  country 
take  different  views  of  this  question. 
They  see  that  the  operation  of  vaccina- 
tion, when  performed  on  a  sickly  or  un- 
healthy child, often  results  either  in  death 
or  in  some  permanent  disease,  and  they 
believe  there  has  been  a  considerable 
addition  to  the  different  skin  diseases 
in  this  country  since  the  vaccination 
Bjratem  has  been  carried  out.    Bealde^ 
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thifl,  the  people  dispute  the  statistics 
that  are  put  forward  m  regard  to  deaths 
from  vaccination,  and  also  of  the  un- 
vaccinated  persons  from  small-poz.  On 
the  whole  it  seems  tome  that  the  GKovem- 
ment  are  right  in  granting  an  inquiry, 
I  feel  sure  that  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  there  is  only  one  desire- 
namely,  that  what  is  found  to  be  right 
and  proper  should  be  done.  The  resnilt 
of  an  inquiry  by  a  Hoyal  Oommission 
will  no  doubt  succeed  in  settling  many 
differences  which  now  exist  upon  this 
matter,  and  alss  prepare  the  public 
mind  for  any  new  legislation  that  may 
be  found  to  be  necessary. 
♦Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax) :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed,  as  an  ex-Presi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
very  briefly  to  state  the  views  I  enter- 
tain with  regard  to  this  question  that 
do  not  entirely  coincide  with  those  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Leeds  or  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  I  begin  with 
this  proposition — that  the  principle  of 
compulsion  is  one  that  always  requires, 
when  introduced  into  a  legislative  enact- 
ment, the  strongest  j  ustification.  I  have 
always  refused  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of 
compulsory  vaccination,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  have  always  declared  my  opinion 
in  favour  of  further  inquiry.  One  of 
the  grounds  for  inquiry  is  the  objection 
which  is  felt  by  a  large  number  of 
people  to  the  application  of  the  principle 
of  compulsion  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  I 
think  this  is  the  strongest  evidence  not 
only  of  the  desirability  but  of  the  neces- 
sity for  this  inquiry,  inasmuch,  as  the 
public  ought  to  be  satisfied  that  there  are 
sufficient  grounds  to  justify  such  a  law 
as  this.  The  strongest  thing  that  could 
be  said  in  favour  of  compulsion  is  that 
if  you  give  a  fair  scope  to  the  action  of 
compulsory  vaccination  it  will  absolutely 
stamp  out  the  disease  of  small- pox ;  but 
that  ground  has  now  been  abandoned. 
The  Member  for  South  Leeds  says 
that  you  cannot  stamp  out  epidemics 
of  small-pox.  If  that  be  so,  then 
you  must  put  the  justification  of 
compulsory  vaccination  on  a  lower 
ground  than  that  of  stamping  out  dis- 
ease. But  I  go  further,  without  passing 
any  opinion  upon  expert  medical  know- 
ledge of  that  kind,  and  I  say  it  is  evi- 
dent that  no  compulsory  Vaccination 
Act  which  you  are  likely  to  pass  can  by 
possibility  stamp  out  the  disease  of 
^amalL-^x\  but  I  venture  to  think  he 
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would  be  very  bold  who  should  say 
that  the  sanitary  measures  will  never 
have  effect.  If  I  know  anything  about 
diseases,  they  have  their  rise  and 
fall.  And  to  my  mind  it  is  perfectly 
conceivable,  even  probable,  that  the 
time  will  come  when  this  disease  of 
small-pox,  like  many  still  more  fearful 
diseases  before  it,  will  have  died  out 
under  the  sanitary  influences  and  the 
improved  methods  of  life.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
has  given  us  materials  upon  which  we 
may  come  to  a  conclusion  upon  this 
matter.  He  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  L.  Playfair)  have  spoken  about  the 
necessity  of  re- vaccination .  1 1  is  admitted 
that  vaccination  does  not  protect  the  in- 
fant when  the  infant  becomes  a  man,  and 
in  order  to  leave  no  imperfection  in  your 
armour  you  must  re-vaccinate.  Will 
anybody  to-night  propose  to  make  re- 
vaccination  compulsory  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  would  leave  the  adults  to  take 
care  of  themselves.  He  wants  to  pro- 
tect the  infants.  If  that  be  the  case, 
then  my  right  hon.  Friend  abandons 
the  plea  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
community  at  large.    He  says  himself — 

**  I  do  not  do  it  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity at  large  ;  I  do  it  in  the  interests  of  tho 
infants  only,  and  I  leave  the  adults  to  get 
small-pox  if  they  are  foolish  enough  to  do  so, 
and  to  communicate  small>pox  to  the  rest  of  the 
community." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  abandons  that 
which  in  my  mind  is,  if  correct,  the  best 
justification  of  the  compulsory  law.  I 
do  not  say  this  is  the  full  argument, 
or  all  the  pros  and  eons ;  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  conclusive  as  to  the  advisa- 
bility of  a  compulsory  law ;  but  I  say 
it  is  a  very  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  an  inquiry ;  it  is  a  very  g^eat  justifi- 
cation of  the  desire  which  exists  for  an 
inquiry ;  and  it  is  a  reason  why  that  in- 
quiry should  be  full  and  free  and  satis- 
factory to  the  public  who  are  most  con- 
cerned. Now,  I  wish  to  refer  to  two 
difficulties  which  came  to  my  knowledge 
when  I  was  in  office  some  years  ago— 
first  at  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  later 
in  the  position  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  occupies  at  the  I^cal  Go- 
vernment Board.  There  is  a  strong 
objection  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many 
persons  that  there  is  a  certain  danger  to 
life  and  health  attendant  upon  vaccina- 
tion. I  do  not  want  the  House  to  be 
led  astray  by  the  argument  which  has 
gone  entirely  upon  whether  syphilis  can 


be  communicated  by  vaccination.  I  put 
that  discussion  entirely  on  one  side,  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned  ;  but  I  do  say  that, 
according  to  my  recollection,  when  I  was 
at  the  Local  Government  Board,  un- 
doubtedly the  system  of  compulsory  vac- 
cination as  at  present  administered  was 
accompanied  with  danger  to  life  and 
health,  and  to  my  knowledge  health  and 
life  have  suffered  in  consequence  of  that 
administration.  I  was  exceedingly  glad 
to  hear  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  an  inquiry  into  the  administration 
of  the  law.  I  think  he  is  perfectly 
justified  in  that  course.  If  he 
believes  in  vaccination  —  and  I  do 
not  suppose  he  doubts  the  advisability 
and  efficacy  of  the  law — but  admits  that 
other  people  deny  it,  then  he  is  right  in 
thinking  it  justifiable  that  there  should 
be  an  inquiry.  I  think  he  is  perfectly 
right,  and  he  has  not  come  to  a  sound 
and  common  -  sense  conclusion  for  the 
first  time.  Upon  the  question  of 
administration  I  wish  to  say  a  word. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
of  the  Commission  as  likely  to  inquire 
into  such  questions  as  the  provision  by 
the  Government  of  lymph,  as  to  the 
treatment  of  persons  and  children,  and 
the  advantage  of  sanitary  regulations. 
Therefore,  he  has  clearly  laid  before  us 
a  very  considerable  programme  for  in- 
quiry by  the  Boyal  Oommission  which 
he  proposes  to  appoint.  Ever  since  I 
was  first  at  the  Local  Government  Board 
I  have  frequently  felt  and  often  ex- 
pressed considerable  doubts  as  to  the 
present  method  of  administration  of 
the  Vaccination  Law.  The  policy  of 
the  present  administration  is  to  accu- 
mulate as  nearly  as  possible  the 
whole  of  the  vaccination  work  into 
the  hands  of  a  few  public  vaccinators, 
who  do  nothing  else  but  attend  to  the 
vaccination  of  children  of  the  people. 
They  are  superintended  by  medical 
inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  they  are  rewarded  with  very 
consideral  lesums  of  money  paid  out  of  the 
public  purse.  Now  I  entertain  very  con- 
siderable doubt  whether  that  system  is  a 
sound  system,  and  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  will  be  inquired  into.  Why,  I 
doubt  seriously  the  soundness  of  that 
system  is  that  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
against  human  nature.  If  you  get  a 
man  firom  morning  until  night,  evei^ 
day  of  the  yeas^to'S^^sftvaftXa^^'S^^^'^^s^ 
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will  be  full  of  care  and  respect  for  every 
child  brought  before  him  ?  I  am  sure  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not 
be  impervious  to  that  consideration,  and 
I  venture  to  hope  that  the  Commission 
will  take  it  into  view.  The  natural  pro- 
cess, to  my  mind,  is  this  :  that  the 
vaccination  of  the  child  should  be  by  the 
medical  attendant  of  the  family.  I  am 
very  strongly  of  opinion  that  to  devolve 
this  duty  on  a  few  men  doing  nothing 
else  from,  morning  to  night,  and  from 
one  end  of  the  year  to  the  other,  is 
a  proceeding  which  begets  that  care- 
lessness of  which  I  had  evidence  when 
I  was  in  the  of&ce  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Undoubtedly,  there  have^been 
cases  of  carelessness.  There  is  the 
question,  of  course,  whether  the  child 
ought  not  to  be  examined  by  the  opera- 
tor ;  whether  constantly  vaccinating  does 
not  induce  carelessness;  whether  the 
instruments  with  which  the  operation  is 
performed  are  always  kept  clean ; 
whether  the  operation  is  always  per- 
formed with  delicacy  and  respect ;  and 
whether,  if  it  is  not,  injury  is  the  conse- 
quence to  the  health  or  life  of  the  child 
operated  upon.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's programme  seemed  to  me  a  very 
satisfactory  one,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
see  why  he  objected  to  the  Resolution. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Resolution  enters  into  too  many 
minute  details,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  fetter  an  inquiry  which 
ought  to  be  free. 

*Mr.  STANSFELD  :  I  accept  that  as 
meaning  that  nothing  in  the  Resolution 
will  be  excluded,  but  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  give  the  reference 
in  general  terms,  so  that  the  inquiry 
may  not  be  confined  by  the  terms  of  the 
reference. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  will  take  care  that 
every  branch  of  the  subject  and  every 
matter  which  I  stated  to-night  shall 
come  within  the  terms  of  the  reference 
to  the  Commission. 

*Mr.  STANSFELD :  I  think  that  is 
a  very  satisfactory  assurance,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  accept  that  explana- 
tion as  satisfactory. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Might  I  have  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  withdraw 
the  Resolution  I  have  moved,  and  may 
I  be  indulged  with  just  a  word  of  ex- 
planation ?  The  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  appeared  to  me  to 
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be  as  satisfactory  as  I  oonld  «xpeot  fnm 
him  in  l^is  positioB  in  mattm  of  Hm 
kind.  Of  ooorse,  we  must  have  aoms 
confidence  in  official  GFentlemen  of  great 
responsibility,  and  I  Tenture  to  say  that 
I  understand  from  the  ziKht  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  that  he  would,  under  the  goneial 
terms  of  the  referenoe  to  the  Oommia- 
sion,  include  everything^  that  ia  men- 
tioned in  the  terms  of  this  Resolutioii. 
He  objects  to  being  tied  to  these  termS) 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  tie  the  Oommiaaiaa 
to  those  terms.  I  am  quite  satisfied  with 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  it 
I  understood  him  oorreotlyy  and  with 
that  explanation  I  desire,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  to  witiidraw  my 
Motion. 

«SiR  J.  W.  PEAJ3E  (Barnard  Oastle) : 
I  desire  to  occupy  the  House  a  Tery  few 
moments.    Hon.  Members   around  ms 
know  how  for  many  years  I  laboured  in 
this  cause,  not  as  an  anti-vaooinatofr,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  g^tting^  an  inqoixy 
which  has  been  refused  by  Presidents  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  year  afkar 
year.     Now  that  the  right  hon.  (Jenfls- 
man  has  granted  it,  1  feel  grateful  to 
him  for  thus  reooenizing  what  I  beliefs 
to  be  a  widespread  andpopolar  demand. 
The  great  question  I  have  always  oon- 
sidered  was  the  compulsory  clauses  and 
the  manner  of  carrying  out  the  lav. 
With  regard  to  the  compulsory  dausea^ 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  understand,  ia 
fully    ready    to   indude  them   in    tiM 
inquiry  by  the  Oommission,    and  idao 
the  question  of  the  manner  in  whicih 
the  Vaccination    Law  is   carried    oat. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling  against 
vaccination  on  account  of  the  imposition 
of  accumulative  penalties,  and  no  man 
can  doubt  that  these  repeated  proseen* 
tions  have  a  very  prejudicial  effeot.      I 
have  always  thought  that  the  oonaoien- 
tious  views  of  parents  should  be  re* 
spected,  and  I  am  glad  that  the  whola 
subject  will  be  inquired  into. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  OoUmo)  : 
There  is  one  reason  for  granting  aQnn- 
mission  which  has  not  been  adverted  to^ 
and  which  constitutes  a  most  important 
justification  of  the  course  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  oongratolsts 
him  on  having  had  the  courage  of  his 
opinions,  and  on  having  looked  into  ths 
matter  for  himself,  for  I  feel  certain  he 
is  likely  to  have  met  with  very  litde 
encouragement  from  the  officials  of  his 
Department.  I  am  firmly  oonvineed  of 
the  efficacy  of  vaccination,  but   it  has 
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been  administered  in  London  in  a  most 
perfunctory  manner.  I  wish,  however, 
to  point  out  particularly  what  enormous 
strides  have  been  taken  by  science  since 
vaccination  was  introduced.  Floods  of 
light  have  been  thrown  on  the  subject, 
and  the  scientific  aspects  of  the  question 
have  been  altered  and  turned  upside 
down.  It  was  at  one  time  believed  that 
vaccination  would  g^ve  complete  im- 
munity from  small-poz  for  a  lifetime, 
but  we  now  know  that  that  immunity 
gradually  decreases  and  diminishes  as 
time  elapses.  I  believe,  if  the  inquiry  is 
gone  into  in  an  unprejudiced  spirit,  and 
if  the  evidence  is  taken,  not  only  of 
English  practitioners,  but  also  of  scien- 
tific men  from  France  and  Germany, 
the  result  of  the  investigation  will  be 
not  only  very  beneficial  to  this  country 
in  dealing  with  a  disease  like  small-poz, 
but  it  will  have  great  agricultural  value, 
inasmuch  as  it  may  throw  light  on  the 
best  methods  of  protecting  our  flocks 
and  herds. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
Year  after  year,  as  the  occasion  arose, 
have  I  endeavoured  to  oppose  the 
system  which  at  present  obtains  both 
with  regard  to  compulsory  vaccination, 
andwith  regard  to  the  pecuniary  penalties 
inflicted  on  those  who  conscientiously  re- 
fuse to  comply  with  the  law.  At  last  I 
had  given  up  my  attempt  as  hopeless. 
I  desire  on  this  occasion  to  record  my 
feeling  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  for  the  service  he  has  done 
in  this  regard,  not  only  to  his  con- 
stituents, but  to  the  general  community 
of  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  to  the 
cause  of  humanity.  I  feel  satisfied  that, 
when  an  authoritative  and  exhaustive 
inquiry  is  made  into  the  whole  question 
of  vaccination,  its  alleged  value,  and  its 
alleged  injurious  effects,  there  will  be  a 
great  modification  of  the  existing  public 
opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  though  the 
Government  are  not  willing  that  the 
Motion  of  my  hon  Friend  should  be 
withdravm,  1  think  he  may  well  be 
satisfied  with  having  obtained  the  assent 
of  the  Government  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Commission  which  has  oeen  pro- 
mised. Whatever  the  fate  of  his 
Motion,  the  fact  remains  that  the 
courageous  and  persistent  efforts  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  have  at  last 
been  crowned  with  success,  and  he  has 
thereby  earned  the  gratitude  of  enor- 
mous numbers  of  people  in  this  coun- 
try. 


«Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  should  not  have  risen  to  take 
part  in  this  debate  but  for  an  observa- 
tion made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  regard  to  the  exaggerated 
statements  repeatedly  made  by  the  op- 
ponents of  vaccination.  Now,  Sir,  I  had 
a  letter  addressed  to  me  a  few  days  ago 
by  a  constituent  on  this  very  subject. 
And,  in  passing,  I  may  observe  that 
there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  on  this 
question  in  Metropolitan  districts.  I  am 
not  able  to  say  whether  the  statements 
made  in  regard  to  vaccination  are 
founded  on  fact  or  exist  only  in  ima- 
gination ;  but,  Sir,  I  am  rejoiced  that 
the  Government  have  agreed  to  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester,  because  an  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mission will  enable  us  to  ascertain  what 
foundation  there  is  for  these  statements. 
Now,  Sir,  my  letter  refers  to  a  case  of 
real  hardship,  and  as  I  have  been  un- 
able to  raise  it  by  a  question  in  this 
House,  as  I  wished  to  do,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  flrst  to  explain  the  con- 
tents of  the  letter.  The  writer,  an  in- 
telligent working  man,  says — 

^*  On  the  llth  inst.  I  was  arrested  for  non- 
compliance with  the  Vaccination  Act,  and  taken 
to  Pentonville  Prison  to  serve  seven  days.  M^ 
own  dress  was  taken  from  me ;  I  had  to  submit 
to  the  prison  diet,  and  when  I  went  before  the 
prison  doctor  he,  as  I  think  ungenerously, 
attacked  me  in  regard  to  my  views  on  vaccina- 
tion. I  told  him  I  should  be  prepared  to  defend 
them  if  I  had  an  opportunity.  I  asked  for 
books  and  writing  materials,  but  these  were 
denied  me.  Oakum  only  was  supplied  to  me. 
Seeing  that  the  subsistence  of  oiy  family 
depended  upon  our  mutual  labour,  I  desire  to 
know  if  the  Government  consider  it  right 
to  treat  one  as  a  criminal,  to  deny  him  books 
and  writing  material,  to  dress  him  in  felon's 
clothes,  to  treat  him  altogether  as  a  criminal 
offender,  and  to  allow  the  medical  ofBoer  to  at- 
tack him  as  to  his  views." 

Now,  Sir,  that  statement  has  been  pub- 
lished throughout  the  East  End  of  Lon- 
don and  widely  circulated  amongst  the 
poorer  classes,  and  it  is  calculated  to 
strengthen  their  belief  in  the  infamous 
character  of  the  vaccination  laws.  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  Government  have  con- 
sented to  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mission. It  IS  quite  as  much  as  we 
could  have  expected  from  them. 
At  present  so  conflicting  are  the  state- 
ments which  are  made  that  one  is 
unable  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  but  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission will  enable  us  to  see  on  which 
side  the  balanoe  of  trustworthy  evidenoe 
is  to  be  found,  and  I  hope  in  due  time 
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will  Dot  stultify  younelFea  by  refusing 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  BilL    The 
Bill  further  proposes  to  put  a  stop  to 
circulars  of  a  class  by  which  thousands 
of  young  men  have  their  prospects  in 
life  destroyed.    It  may  be  possible  that 
some  of  your  Lordships  may  think  I 
have  exaggerated  this  matter ;  but  you 
will  hardly  say  so  when  I  tell  you  that 
within  a  few  years  a  person  who  is  con- 
nected with  one  of  the  societies  interested 
in  this    subject    has    received    20,000 
papers  of  different  sorts  bearing  upon 
it.     They  have  been    thrust    into    his 
hands  whether   he  wished  it  or    not. 
Those  papers  are  thrust  not  only  into  the 
hands  of  men,  but  into  the  hands  of 
women.    They  are  often  sent  by  post, 
and  the   persons   who    receive    them, 
especially  young  women,  are,  of  course, 
too  much  ashamed  of  having  received 
them  to  complain,   and  the  public,   in 
consequence,    does    not    hear  of  those 
cases.    My  Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  you  at  any  greater  length  on  this 
unpleasant  subject.     All  I  can  say  is, 
I  hope  you  will  not  consider  it  unworthy 
of  serious  thought    and  consideration, 
and  that  you  will  do  your  best  to  free 
the  country  from  this  stream  of  pollution, 
which  is  contaminating  the  minds  of  the 
youn^,  and  which  it  is,  I  believe,  your 
firm  intention  to  put  a  stop  to  if  you 
can.     My  Lords,  I  have  only  now  to  ask 
your  Lordships  to  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Moved  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{27t^  £arl  of  MeAth). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  suppose  we  all  most  heartily 
sympathize  with  the  object  of  this  Bill. 
I  do  not  rise  with  the  purpose  of 
advising  your  Lordships  to  reject  the 
Bill  altogether,  but  I  certainly  should 
be  very  sorry  to  affirm  that  the  Bill, 
without  very  considerable  amendment, 
should  pass  into  law.  Most  of  your 
Lordships  are  aware  of  the  class  of 
advertisements  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
refers,  and  I  entirely  agree  with  him 
that  many  of  them  are  obscene  and 
indecent.  They  are  not  included  in 
other  parts  of  the  Bill,  which  applies  to 
advertisements  of  any  sort  or  kind 
of  an  indecent  or  obscene  character, 
though  those  advertisements  are  of 
themselves  condemned  by  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
visions as  to  advertisements  for  treating 
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diseases  of  a  particular  kind,  althou^ 
your  Lordships  will  see  what  the  noHe 
Lord  meant,  1  think  there  is  great  diffi- 
culty in  enacting  what  should  be  held 
obnoxious  to  such   a  provision.      My 
Lords,  just  let  us  see  what  it  comes  to^ 
putting  all  these  provisions  together. 
Advertisementa  which  are  neither  ob- 
scene nor  indecent,  treating  of  a  pain- 
ful or  secret  disease — and  many  diseases 
will  occur  to  your  Lordships  which  oome 
within  that  description  wluoh  are  not  in 
the  least  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
— might  be  sent  as  a  sealed  document, 
and  yet  the  postman  who  carried  it 
would  be  liable  to  the  penalty  created 
by  the  section.    It  would  be  no  defence 
to  him  that  he  did  not  know  what  was 
in  it ;  but  if  he  conveyed  it  when  sent 
by  post,  he  would  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion.   There  are,  I  think,  serious  objec- 
tions, my  Lords,  to  the  comprehensiye 
nature    of    the    proposed   legislation, 
though  I  entirely  sympathize  with  the 
object  aimed  at  by  the  noble  Lord  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  section,  because, 
from  what  I  have  seen  in  the  public 
newspapers  of  the  class  of   advertise- 
ments to  which  the  noble  Lord  rofers, 
there  is  not  one  of  them  which  would 
not   come    within    the    designation  of 
obscene  or  indecent  literaturo,  and  they 
would,  therefore,  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion.    The  value  of  legislation  of  this 
kind    is    that    it    is    prompt    in    its 
operation,  not  merely  making  subject 
to  a  pecuniary  penalty  those  who  eng^age 
in  such  transactions.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
subject  to  what  I  have  said  as  to  the 
Amendments  which  might  be  sug^sted 
when  we  reach  the  Committee  stag^,  the 
Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  has  introduced 
might  be  made  a  very  useful  addition  to 
the  legislation  in  the  Statutes. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN:  My 
Lords,  I  ag^eethat  the  subject  is  a  most 
important  one.  The  point  is,  that  the 
evu  against  which  this  legislation  is 
directed  is  an  increasing  one.  It  is 
impossible  to  approach  the  vicinity  of 
certain  neighbourhoods  in  London  with- 
out seeing  gates  and  posts  placarded 
with  advertisements  of  the  description 
mentioned  in  this  Bill.  Things  of  that 
kind  do  an  immensity  of  harm  to  young 
people.  The  broadcast  distribution  of 
this  pernicious  literature  has  a  very  bad 
effect  in  counteracting  the  education  of 
the  school  children.  Some  80,000  chil- 
dren go  through    our   Board   Schools 
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•every  year.  They  go  to  work  in  factories 
imd  workshops,  and  in  the  evenings 
iheir  only  resort  is  the  streets.  No 
efforts  of  City  missionaries,  however 
industrious,  can  counteract  the  evil  done 
by  literature  of  this  sort.  By  such 
means  public  attention  has  already  been 
drawn  to  this  subject  far  more  effectively 
.than  could  be  done  by  any  discussion 
now  upon  this  Bill  or  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  your 
Lordships  further  on  this  subject.  I 
will  only  say  that  I  shall  be  glad,  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  to  assist  the  measure ;  and, 
eubject  to  certain  variations  which  I 
think  would  make  it  workable,  I  am 
'entirely  in  favour  of  its  object,  that 
object  being  the  suppression  of  mischief 
-of  a  most  insidious  kind. 
♦The  Ahohbishop  of  CANTERBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  am  glad  that  this  Bill  has 
been  introduced,  and  I  thank  the  noble 
■and  learned  Lord  for  pointing  to  very 
necessary  amendments.  It  is,  of  course, 
exceedingly  important  that  in  pressing 
forward  measures  of  this  kind  no  in- 
justice should  be  perpetrated.  At  the 
same  time,  few  people  are  aware  of  the 
underground  prevalence  of  this  evil, 
which  may  in  large  measure  counteract 
i;he  good  done  by  education.  The 
child  leaving  school  is  supplied  with 
literature  of  this  kind  to  an  astonishing 
extent.  Indecent  papers,  professing  to 
be  of  a  medical  character,  are  scattered 
broadcast,  and  the  noble  Lord  himself 
must  have  found  that  even  the  recrea- 
tion grounds  with  which  he  had  supplied 
the  poor  of  London  were  defiled 
by  literature  of  this  character,  and 
thus  turned  into  a  propaganda  of 
evil.  The  country  is  strewn  with 
these  abominable  papers.  There  is 
no  religious  Society  which  operates, 
by  the  distribution  of  leaflets  and  pam- 
phlets with  the  vigour  of  those  who 
circulate  these  publications.  I  may 
^ive  your  Lordships  an  instance 
which  happened  tiie  other  day: 
While  some  girls  were  taking  their  re- 
creation in  a  meadow  attached  to  their 
school,  two  men  drove  rapidly  by  in  a 
gig  and  flung  over  the  wall  two  packages 
of  literature  of  the  most  horrible  de- 
scription. Fortunately  one  of  them 
happened  to  fall  at  the  feet  of  one  of 
the  mistresses,  and  the  mischief  intended 
was  not  done.  But  it  is  impossible  to 
imagine  the  mischief  that  is  done  by 


the  distribution  of  this  stuff.  It  is 
difficult,  my  Lords,  as  matters  stand, 
for  the  g^reatest  efforts  on  the  part 
of  head  masters  of  public  schools 
wholly  to  check  the  flood  of  evil,  and 
summary  legislation  of  this  kind  would 
help  in  Uie  most  beneficial  manner. 

Tk&  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  am  quite  sure  that  everybody 
who  knows  what  these  publications  are 
must  share  in  the  desire  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  counteract  the  evil 
that  is  done  in  this  way.  At  the  same 
time,  I  would  point  out  that  under  the 
second  clause  as  it  stands  it  would  be 
illegal  to  introduce  a  copy  of  ''  Aristo- 
phanes" or  '^  Boccaccio ''  into  a  house. 
Extreme  care,  therefore,  will  have  to 
be  exercised  to  prevent  abuse  of  the 
Act  if  it  passes.  That,  of  course,  cannot 
be  the  intention  of  the  author  of  the 
Bill.  It  cannot  be  intended  that  that 
should  be  made  a  penal  offence.  I 
simply  mention  that  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  the  care  which  will  have 
to  be  taken  in  carrying  out  the  mea- 
sure. 

Bill  read  2*  according  to  Order,  and 
committed  to  a  Standing  Committee. 

LARCENY     ACT     (1861)     AMENDMENT 
(USE    OF    FIREARMS)    BILL    (No.  30.) 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move  ''  That  the  Bill  be 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  to-morrow." 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  desire,  my 
Lords,  to  make  a  personal  explanation 
of  a  matter  of  fact  before  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Earl  is  agreed  to.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  that  the  noble 
Earl,  in  moving  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  gave  as  the  principal  argument 
for  it  the  success  of  the  Oarotting  Act, 
passed  some  years  ago.  In  the  course 
of  the  Debate  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  questioned  the 
aoouraoy  of  this  statement.  I  have 
referrea  to  the  returns  for  which 
he  had  moved,  and  I  would  state 
that  it  was  the  arrest  of  the 
garotters,  and  the  severe  sentences 
passed  upon  them  by  Lord  Bramwell, 
which  had  put  an  end  to  the  practice 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Marquess  gave  a  flat  contra- 
diction. He  states  that  he  was  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  time,  and  his 
perfect  recollection  was  that  he  then 
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stated  that  the  Oarotting  Act  had 
worked  like  a  charm.  

The  Makquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
What  I  said  was  that  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  and  the  knowledge  that  it 
would  pass  into  law  acted  like  a  charm. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  No  doubt  that 
was  so.  But  I  ventured  to  suggest  last 
week  that,  considering  the  great  dis- 
agreement as  to  a  most  important  fact, 
it  might  be  judicious  to  inquire  first 
and  to  act  afterwards.  But  Lord  Mill- 
town  blamed  me  for  not  having  profited 
by  the  notice  which  he  had  given  in 
order  to  study  the  Bill.  No  amount  of 
study  of  the  Bill,  however,  could  have 
made  the  House  anticipate  that  his 
Lordship  would  state  his  facts  under  a 
complete  misapprehension,  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  old-fashioned  and 
conservative  doctrine  to  inquire  first  and 
then  to  act  might  have  been  adopted  with 
advantage.  I  am  afraid  of  adding  fuel 
to  the  fire  by  reminding  the  House  of  a 
conclusive  speech  of  Lord  Aberdare, 
which  showed  that  it  was  by  police  pre- 
cautions and  severe  sentences  that  the 
practice  had  been  destroyed  before  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill.  I  said  that 
Lord  Aberdare  spoke  with  authority  as 
the  then  Home  Secretary.  The  noble 
Marquess  corrected  me,  saying  that  Mr. 
Bruce  was  not  then  Secretary  of  the 
Home  Ofiice.  The  correction  was  right, 
but  it  did  not  affect  the  authority  of  Lord 
Aberdare  on  a  matter  of  fact,  as  he  was 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment at  the  time.  Lord  Aberdare 
regretted  his  absence  last  week,  and  also 
that  public  business  prevents  his  being 
here  to-day.  He  has,  however,  sent  me 
the  following  statement : — 

**  I  have  taken  several  opportunities  of  ex- 
posing the  baselessness  of  the  popular  belief 
that  garrotting  was  suppressed  by  Lord  Norton's 
Act  of  1^63.  The  facts  are  these.  There  had 
been  several  garrotting  outragei  between  Janu- 
ary and  July,  1362,  but  in  July  there  was  in 
London  an  extensive  outbreak  of  that  crime, 
which  continued  for  some  months.  Successful 
efforts  were,  however,  made  by  the  police  to 
apprehend  the  perpetrators,  who  were  speedily 
brought  to  trial  and  sentenced  severely  by  Lord 
Bramwell.  When,  about  the  middle  of  Novem- 
ber, 1S6'J,  I  was  appointed  Under  Secretary  of 
the  Home  Department,  the  crime  had  entirely 
disappeared.  Nor  did  a  single  case  of  garrott- 
ing, distinguishable  from  the  ordinary  offence 
of  •  robbery  with  violence.'  occur  between  that 
time  and  six  months  after,  when  Lord  Norton's 
Act  was  passf^l." 

I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  inquiry 
as  to  the  facts  which  I  have  suggested 

Earl  GrantUU 


would  not  have  been  unwise,  althougli 
the  noble  Earl,  the  noble  HarqueeSy  and 
their  friends  decided  by  a  large  majority 
otherwise 

YiscoTnrr  CRAXBKOOK:  IWIU  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  move  for  the 
returns  which  he  mentioned  on  the 
previous  occasion  ? 

Lord  ELERSCHELL  :  I  propose  to 
do  so,  and  that  these  Betums  should  be 
supplemented  by  those  of  a  later  date. 
Since  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  I 
have  looked  into  the  statistics.  I  find 
that  the  Bill  of  1863  was  opposed  bj 
Sir  George  Grey,  on  the  ground  that 
only  two  years  before  our  criminal  lav- 
had  been  revised,  and  the  ponishment 
of  flogging  largely  abolished.  The 
Home  Secretary  then  deprecated  a 
return  to  an  abandoned  system,  and 
pointed  out  that  there  were  other  offences 
to  which  flogging  was  equally  appli- 
cable, and  that  it  was  the  activity  of  the 
police,  loDg  before  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, and  not  the  promise  of  the  Bill, 
which  had  put  an  end  to  garrotting.  The 
garrotters  were  punished  in  November, 
1862,  and  from  that  time  to  the  24th  of 
February,  1863,  when  the  BiU  was 
brought  in«  there  was  no  abnormal  nnm- 
ber  of  robberies  with  violence.  I  have 
myself  looked  into  the  statisticSi  and 
find  that  they  entirely  bear  oat 
Sir  George  Grey's  statement.  There 
were  209  cases  in  the  last  three  months 
of  1 8*? 3,  while  in  the  next  three  months 
there  were  onlv  164  cases.  The  statistics 
subsequent  to  that  year  show  that  nom 
time  to  time  thero  arose  an  increase  in 
cases  of  that  class  which  seemed  to  oome 
like  a  sort  of  wave,  and  then  thero  came 
a  sudden  diminution,  which  seemed 
to  follow  whether  the  punishment 
of  flogging  was  inflicted  or  not. 
That,  my  Lords,  is  exemplified 
by  what  occurred  at  Chester,  where,  on 
one  occasion,  the  number  of  those  cases 
rose  to  1 9,  but  no  punishment  of  flog- 
ging was  inflicted,  and  the  number  of 
such  cases  at  the  next  Assize  was  two. 
On  another  occasion  the  cases  again  xose 
to  1 9.  One  punishment  of  flog^g  was 
inflicted,  and  at  the  next  Assue  thero 
was  only  one  such  case.  If  the  know- 
ledge that  he  might  be  sent  to  penal  ser- 
vitude for  life  will  not  deter  a  bnzglar, 
the  knowledge  that  he  might  be  flogged 
would  not  have  much  effect.  In  1862 
thero  wero  497  cases  of  robbeiy  with 
violence,  while  in  1887  thero  wero  but 
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326.  But  cases  of  simple  larceny  had 
diminished  in  a  still  greater  degree,  the 
number  being — 1862,  7,104  oases;  and 
1887,  3,005  cases.  My  Lords,  my  view 
is  that  the  statistics  do  not  at  idl  support 
the  view  that  that  punishment  has  the 
deterrent  effect  which  has  been  sug- 
gested, while  the  punishment  is  in  itself 
objectionable.  Then  there  are  so  many 
other  crimes  to  which  it  might  logically 
be  applied  —for  instance,  violent  attacks 
upon  women — that  if  your  Lordships 
once  start  on  that  road  it  is  difficult  to 
see  where  you  will  stop.  If  carrying 
firearms  by  a  burglar  were  made  a  dis- 
tinct offence  for  which  a  distinct  punish- 
ment would  in  all  cases  be  added  to 
whatever  seutence  he  might  get  for  the 
burglary,  I  think  that  would  have  a 
much  more  deterrent  effect  than  the 
punishment  of  flogging.  I  think  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Standing 
Committee,  and  not  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  ''a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to-mor- 
row'' aud  insert  *'a  Standing  Com- 
mittee."— {The  Lord  HerscheU,) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  historical  part  of  the  question. 
During  the  winter  of  1862-3  there  was 
a  very  considerable  prevalence  of  this 
sort  of  crime,  and  a  very  considerable 
fear  of  it  in  London  and  elsewhere  ia 
the  country.  That  is  my  recollection  of 
it,  and  I  am  not  entirely  convinced  that 
that  is  not  correct  by  the  contradiction 
of  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  He  took 
refuge  behind  a  statement  that  there 
was  not  more  than  a  normal  amount  of 
that  crime.  In  fact,  the  word  '^ normal'' 
has  just  been  shown  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  to  be  a  word  of  very  various 
interpretation.  In  truth,  mere  figures 
will  not  give  an  accurate  representation 
of  facts.  If  it  be  necessary  to  look 
back,  the  newspapers  of  that  day  will 
show  which  recollection  is  correct.  The 
crime  of  robbery  with  violence  varies  so 
much  in  intensity  that  while  the  figures 
seem  to  give  one  result,  the  actual  prac- 
tical effect  on  the  population  at  that 
time  would  in  reality  give  a  different 
result.  I  am  glad  the  noble  Lord  in- 
tends to  move  again  for  these  figures, 
because  I  do  not  think  it  could  be  safely 
dealt  with  merely  on  the  certificate  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.     What  I  rose 


for  was  rather  to  point  out  that  we  are 
at  one  as  to  the  kind  of  remedy  which 
should  be  applied  to  the  carrying  of 
firearms  by  burglars.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  that  your  Lordships 
ought  to  add  a  special  and  certain  pun- 
ishment in  every  case  in  which  the 
robber  was  detected  with  them.  So 
far  I  agree;  but  that  special  and  certain 
punishment,  if  it  is  to  be  of  any 
use,  must  be  inflicted  at  once.  If 
it  is  to  be  delayed  10, 12,  or  14  years,  do 
your  Lordships  imagine  it  would  have 
any  deterrent  effect  ?  Can  you  imagine 
a  burglar  starting  on  a  burgling  expedi- 
tion saying  to  himself,  ''If  I  go  with- 
out firearms  I  shall  get  20  years,  and  if 
I  go  with  firearms  I  shall  get  22  years  ?  " 
and  do  your  Lordships  think  it  would 
make  him  leave  his  firearms  at  heme  ? 
It  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  msn  who 
run  such  risks  as  these  men  do  make 
narrow  calculations  of  that  kind.  But 
if  those  men  could  be  made  to  feel  that 
if  they  were  found  with  firearms  they 
would  get  a  good  flogging  immediately 
after  they  were  sentenced,  in  spite  of  all 
the  statistics  and  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  I  am  convinced  it  would  have  a 
very  considerable  deterrent  effect.  The 
truth  is,  the  noble  Lord's  ordinarily 
clear  reasoning  is  turned  aside  by  the 
prejudice  he  entertains  against  this  par- 
ticular mode  of  punishment.  For  my 
part  I  have  no  prejudice  against  it.  I 
want  a  punishment  which  will  do  the 
work.  Whatever  punishment  is  neces- 
sary to  stop  the  crimes,  let  that  punish- 
ment be  applied.  But  this  House 
should  not  be  stopped  by  any  merely 
fanciful  theory,  developed  in  these  later 
times,  that  one  particular  kind  of  punish- 
ment is  lawful  and  another  is  not.  The 
noble  Lord  constantly  used  the  words 
that  ' '  we  must  go  logically  forward." 
But  nothing  is  more  illogical  than  the 
English  criminal  law,  and  no  system  of 
law  in  any  country  was  ever  successful 
which  paid  undue  regard  to  logic.  Logic 
is  the  most  dangerous  snare  of  the 
Legislator,  and  the  fact  that  the  only 
criticism  brought  against  the  propos^ 
is  that  it  is  illogical,  is,  to  my  mind,  a 
proof  that  no  real  objection  could  be 
urged. 

The  Earl  ofKIMBERLEY:  Your 
Lordships  must  not  look  merely  at  the 
number  of  oases  of  robbery  with  violenoe, 
but  at  the  particular  kind  of  rob- 
bery with  violenoe.    After  punishmont 
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had  been  inflicted  on  those  garrotters  in 
November  1862,  the  particular  kind  of 
robbery  with  violence  did  not  recar,  or 
did  so  only  in  a  very  small  degree. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question  of 
humanity  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
some  of  the  expressions  your  Lordships 
have  heard  would  correspond  very  much 
with  the  arguments  which  were  used  in 
favour  of  capital  punishment  against  Sir 
Samuel  Komilly's  reforms.  Looking  at 
the  sentences  inflicted,  Judges  vary  ex- 
ceedingly in  their  views,  and  the  present 
condition  of  the  law  is  therefore  not  very 
satisfactory. 

*Ea»l  FORTESCUE:  I  think,  my 
Lords,  that  too  much  importance  should 
not  be  attached  to  the  statistics  just 
quoted  against  or  in  favour  of  the  view 
that  the  undoubted  rapid  diminution  in 
garrotting  was  caused  by  the  Act  newly 
imposing  the  liability  to  be  flogged  upon 
that  crime.  For  I  well  remember  the 
wide- spread  alarm  at  the  time,  and  how 
people  did  avoid  risks  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent, and  the  number  of  cases  of  that 
particular  offence  became  smaller,  not 
merely  because  there  were  no  persons 
ready  to  garrott,  but  because  those  who 
would  have  been  their  victims  were 
more  prudent,  took  more  precautions, 
did  not  walk  so  much  alone,  and  wanted 
more  means  of  defence  than  they  had 
previously. 

♦Lord  ESHER  :  My  Lords,  speaking 
from  my  own  experience  as  a  Judge  for 
20  years,  I  venture  to  doubt  very  much 
whether  an  enactment  of  flogging  is  the 
most  efficacious  measure  for  the  pre- 
vention of  crime.  Flogging  has  been 
often  tried  in  this  country  and  has  been 
almost  always  given  up.  It  is  a  punish- 
ment very  difficult  to  adminster ;  of  its 
severity  a  great  deal  depends  not  only  on  < 
the  constitution  of  the  victim,  but  on  that 
of  the  executioner.  If  a  man  has  a 
peculiar  mode  of  flogging,  if  he  brings 
down  the  lash  not  only  upon  the  back, 
but  round  the  stomach,  the  effect  may  be 
very  serious.  Flogging  as  a  punish- 
ment has  been  given  up  because  public 
feeling  has  been  wounded  on  seeing  that 
the  victims  have  died  or  have  been  very 
much  injured.  It  is  said  that  the  doctor 
would  be  present,  but  the  mischief  is 
often  done  before  the  doctor  can  interfere. 
There  are  other  more  effectual  means  of 
dealing  with  such  crimes  which  have  had 
a  very  deterrent  effect.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Bramwell)  is  one  of  the 
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most  humane  Judges  on  the  Bench,  but 
when  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  inflict  on 
garrotters  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
for  life  he  did  not  shrink  from  doing  so. 
I  remember,  when  stabbing  was  very  pre* 
valent,  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Willes  said 
at  the  Assizes  at  Manchester  that  he 
would  send  every  man  convicted  of  the- 
offence  to  penal  servitude  for  life.    The 
result  was  that  the  crime  disappeared  for 
a  very  long  period.    I  recollect  myself 
going  to  Leeds,  where  it  was  the  habif 
of  some  young  men  not  only  to  rob  but 
to  stamp  the  features  of  the    victim 
almost  out  of  form  with  their  dogs,  and^ 
following  the  example  of  Mr.  Justice 
Willes,  I  said  that  whenever  a  man  wae 
convicted  before  me  of  such  a  thing  L 
would  send  him  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.    The  result  was  that  the  crime  dis- 
appeared.    I  think  the  better  way  would* 
be  to  insist  upon  the  certainty  of  a  severe 
punishment  rather  than   the   amount » 
Whenever  a  man  commits  burglary  with 
arms  the  Judge's  discretion  should  be 
taken  away,  and  the  offender  should  be 
sentenced,  say,  to  penal  servitude  for  20 
years  at  least.    I  believe  that  such  ao 
enactment  would  have  a  greater  effect 
than  the  punishment  now  proposed. 
♦Lord  BRAMWELL  :  My  Lords,  I  do- 
not  think  this  is  a  question  peculiarly 
for  lawyers  or  Judges ;    it  is  a  question 
of  good  sense.    Judges  inform  them- 
selves, of  course,  of  the  punishments- 
they  can  administer,  as  to  which  the  law 
leaves  them  a  great   discretion.     For 
most    offences  where    penal    servitude 
might  be  inflicted  the  punishment  varies- 
from  penal  servitude  for  life  to  a  day's 
imprisonment.     For  my  own  part  I  have 
a   very   strong    opinion    in    favour  of 
flogging  in  certain  cases.     With  respect 
to  the  log^c  of  it  we  have  flogging  ad- 
ministered in  particular  cases,  and  there- 
fore the  question  is  whether  we  might 
not  apply  it  in  the  case   before  your 
Lordships.     These  burglaries  with  fire- 
arms, I  think,  require  some  deterrent 
punishment.     There  is  scarcely  a  crime 
which  excites  more  alarm,  because  these 
offences  are  committed  at  night,  when 
people'are  asleep.  I  believe  thatflogg^ng- 
is  deterrent.    Imprisonment  for  a  long^ 
period  does  not  scrike  the  offender  in 
the  same  way.     He  has   a  chance  of 
getting  off  and  of  a  limitation  of  the 
term.     When  hei  is  sentenced  it  is  not 
exactly  pain  that  he  experiences ;   it  is- 
not  something  which  impresses  itself  oik 
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him;   and  when   the  imprisonment  is 
over  he  only  rememben  that  it  was  a 
wearisome    life.      Bat    if   there    were 
something  which  happened  in  the  course 
of  the  punishment  wnich  the  man  con- 
sidered as  pain  that  would  be  more 
deterrent.    I  confess  I  would  not  consult 
the  culprit  as  to  what  punishment  he 
would  like.     He  has  offended,  and  the 
question  is  what  society  is  to  do  with 
him,  not  for  his  sake,  but  for  its  own. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  ''  In- 
flict a  punishment  of  penal  servitude  for 
20  years."     That  cannot  be  done.    The 
law  gives  an  enormous  latitude  in  the 
sentence,  and  it  is  necessary  that  it  should. 
Some  burglaries  are  of  the  most  trivial 
character.    A  man  going  along  sees  a 
window  that  he  can  open ;  he  puts  his 
hand  in  and  steals  a  coat  or  piece  of  meat. 
That  is  a  burglary  if  committed  after 
nine  o'clock  at  night.    You  could  not 
sentence  such  a  man  to  20  years'  penal 
servitude;  he  must  be  sentenced  to  a 
less  punishment.    And  what  a  shocking 
thing  it  is  to  sentence  30  men  to  penal 
servitude  for  life.     Moreover,   when  a 
man   is   sentenced  to  20  years'  penal 
servitude,  he  is  kept  at  the  expense  of 
society  for  20  years,  instead  of  having 
a  smart,  sharp  punishment,  which  would 
more  impress  his  mind  than  along  term 
of  imprisonment.     Of  the  story  of  the 
garrotters  I  ought  to  know  something 
if  anybody  does.     There  was  a  positive 
epidemic  of  garrotting.     Two  Judges, 
of  whom  I  was  one,  went  to  the  Old 
Bailey  Sessions.     On  my  suggestion  it 
was  arranged  that  one  Judge  should  try 
them  all.     I  agreed  to  do  so.     I  would 
not  sentence  any  of  the  prisoners  till  I 
had  heard  all  the  cases,  and  then — and 
it  was  the  only  thing  for  which  any 
gratitude  might  be  due  to  me  if  any  was 
due  at  all — I  added  about  50  per  cent  to 
their  ordinary  punishment.    The  effect 
of  sentencing  all  the  prisoners  in  a  lump 
— some  to  10  years',  some  to  12,  some  to 
15,  and  so  on— I  was  told  that  the  terms 
represented  in  the  aggregate  a  century 
and  a  half — was  such  as  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  epidemic  for  a  time.     There  was  not 
one  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for 
life.     I  remembef  distinctly  the  origin 
of   the    Act  of   Parliament  that  was 
passed    afterwards — it    was    when    a 
Member    of    Parliament    was    robbed 
with  violence  near  the  Guards'  Monu- 
ment in  Waterloo  Plaoe.    My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  objected  that  flogging  is 


such  a  different  thing  to  different  people' 
But  so  is  every  punishment,  and  it  is 
also  true  to  say  of  every  punishment 
administered  to  an  innocent  man  that 
it  cannot  be  undone.    Of  course,   he 
might  be    compensated,    but    that    is 
seldom  or  never  heard  of.    The  worst 
thing  about  flogging  is  that  it  has  a 
tendency  to  brutalize  the  man  who  ad- 
ministers it,  and  that  it  accustoms  the 
public  at  large  to  the  infliction  of  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  torture  or  vio- 
lence, which  one  would  rather  should 
be    absent    from    their    minds.      But 
although    I    do     not    mean    to    say 
that  flogging  is  a  perfect  punishment, 
and  although  I  see  disadvantages  in 
it,  I  nevertheless  think  it  is  a  proper 
punishment  to  apply  in  such  cases  as 
are  aimed  at  in  the  Bill.     I  do  not  say, 
my  Lords,  that  flogging  is  a  good  punish- 
ment, but  I  do  tmnk  it  is  one  which 
would  be  attended  with  good  results  in 
this  class  of  offences. 
♦Lord  NORTON :   My  Lords,  I  agree 
in  the  opinions  which  have  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Bramwell).  According  to  the  observation 
and  experience  of  highest   authorities, 
flogging  is    the  only  punishment   for 
which  a  man  never  comes  up  a  second 
time  if  he  can  help  it ;  and,  with  regard 
to  the  objection  that  it  is  brutal,  the 
offender  is  a  person  of  brutal  instincts 
which    can    only  be    met  by    kindred 
appeal.     Whatever  may  be  said  by  the 
noble  and  learned    Lord    (Herschell), 
there  is  no  doubt  the  "  wave  "  of  gar- 
rotting, however  fluctuating  before,  has 
very  much  subsided  since  the  Garrotting 
Act.     I  rather    think    the   noble  ana 
learned  Lord's  feelings  with  regard  to 
this  particular  punishment  arise  simply 
from  recollections  of  the  excessive  de- 
gree in  which  it  was  administered  in 
former  times ;  but  the  abuse  of  a  any- 
thing is  no  argument  against  the  mode- 
rate use  of  it,  especifuly  when  it  has 
proved  to  be  in  peculiar  cases  deterrent. 
Lord  Esher  says  it  is  unequal ;  but  so 
are  all  punishments,  accordins^  to  the 
recipients.    It  is  more  certain  than  any 
other.    There  is  no  sentence  of  penal 
servitude  that  is  ever  carried  out  in  the 
terms  in  which  it  is  given,  and  every 
criminal  knows  that.     It  is,  therefore, 
a  sentence  of  lees  form  and  example 
than  flogging,  from  a  character  of  un- 
certainly and   there  can  be   nothing 
worse  than  nnoertainty  for  a  deterrent 
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punishment.  The  noble  Lord  has 
referred  to  statistics,  but  statistics  are 
not  always  a  safe  guide.  Let  me  ask 
whether  this  punishment  has  not  been 
successful  for  other  classes  of  crime? 
Take  the  case  of  shooting  at  the  Queen. 
That  was  a  crime  practised  by  half-mad 
persons  desirous  of  obtaining  notoriety, 
and  the  infliction  of  a  disgraceful  pun- 
ishment for  it  acted  as  a  deterrent. 
The  same  may  be  said  of  wanton  in- 
juries to  works  of  art.  Inflicting  pain 
as  retaliation  is  not  the  object  of 
this  punishment,  and  the  question 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
humanity  either  towards  the  criminal 
or  his  victim.  The  sole  question  is — 
''Is  it  a  deterrent  punishment  for  the 
particular  crime  or  not ;  are  there  cases 
of  brutal  crime  which  are  met  best  by 
it,  and  from  which  such  criminals  are 
deterred  more  than  by  any  other?" 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  says  that 
popular  feeling  revolts  from  this  form  of 
punishment.  But  why?  Simply  be- 
cause of  the  brutality  of  floggings 
formerly ;  but  to  say  that  because  there 
were  brutal  floggings  at  one  time,  we 
are  not  to  use  flogging  at  all,  would 
be  unworthy  of  this  House.  When  the 
Garrotting  Act  was  passed.  Sir  George 
Grey,  in  Committee,  having  despaired 
of  stopping  the  Bill,  introduced  a 
clause  providing  that  the  punishment 
was  only  to  bo  administered  to  garrotters 
by  a  **cat,"  of  which  a  model  was  to 
bo  kept  at  the  Home  Office.  It  turned 
out  to  be  severer  than  the  Army  or 
Navy  cat,  and  this  may  caution  us 
from  attempts  to  modify  a  very  plain 
proposal. 

Lord  LAMINQTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
only  rise  to  make  a  remark  on  one 
point.  All  who  have  to  do  with  crimi- 
nals agree  that  the  one  deterrent  for 
these  classes  of  crime  with  violence  is 
flogging.  What  has  been  the  opinion 
expressed  by  governing  authorities  on 
the  subject*?  I  remember  one  of  our 
governors  saying  that,  if  instead  of 
hanging  they  were  to  administer  a  flog- 
ging three  or  four  times,  it  would  do 
more  than  any  other  form  of  punish- 
ment. I  am  quite  certain  it  is  the  one 
thing  which  that  class  of  men  fear 
most. 

*TiiE  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  My 
Lords,  after  the  admirable  speeches  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  Lord  Bramwell, 
I  feel  that  I  should  be  only  wearying  your 
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Lordships  by  further  continaing  the  de- 
bate. There  are,  howeyer,  two  observa- 
tions which  I  should  wish  to  make.  As  to 
the  Garrotting  Act  having  had  a  bene- 
ficial effect,  I  confess  that  antil  I  heard 
the  argument  put  forward  in  this  House 
I  never  heard  it  doabted  that  the  Act 
was  a  great  and  complete  auoceas. 
Surely  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  had  plenty  of  time  to  prepare  hia 
statistics,  but  he  has  not  g^ven  us  any. 
My  Lords,  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  this  growing  practice  of  burglars 
carrying  firearms  requires  further  legis- 
lation. No  other  remedy  than  that  I 
have  brought  forward  that  can  at  all  be 
called  a  practical  one  has  been  suggested. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friends  opposite 
have  given  practically  none,  and  I  confess 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  going  back  to  the  extraordi- 
nary suggestion  of  inflicting  an  addi- 
tional term  of  imprisonment  to  penal 
servitude  for  life. 

Lord  HEEJ3GHELL :  The  noble  Lord 
is  mistaken ;  my  suggestion  was  that  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten  I  should  not  give 
penal  servitude  for  life. 
*Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN :  I  was 
going  to  ask  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  how  he  would  frame  and  act 
that  a  person  committing  this  offence 
shall  be  liable  to  penal  servitude 
for  life,  and  then  that,  in  addition, 
if  he  be  found  armed  with  a 
pistol  or  a  weapon  of  any  kind,  he  shall 
be  liable  to  a  further  term !  How, 
I  would  ask,  with  all  his  ing^uity, 
can  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  cany 
that  out  by  inflicting  any  further  termol 
imprisonment  ?  Then  the  other  suggee- 
tion  by  Lord  Esher  was  that  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Judges  should  be  fettered  and 
that  they  should  be  compelled  in  those 
cases  to  pass  a  sentence  of  a  long  term 
of  penal  servitude.  The  absurdity  of 
this  proposal  has  been  exposed  by  Lord 
Bramwell,  but  the  noble  Lord  further 
said  that  some  damage  of  a  fatal  character 
might  be  done  by  the  infliction 
of  this  punishment.  Well,  my  answer 
to  that  is  that  this  punishment  has  been' 
in  operation  now  for  26  years  and  no- 
thing of  the  kind  ha9  happened,  and  I 
cannot  understand  why  we  should  ezped 
greater  injury  to  occur  in  the  future  than 
has  happened  in  the  past.  One  word 
more  as  regards  thf  suggestion  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that    this    Bill    should    be    sent    to 
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one  of  the  new  Committees  instead 
of  going  before  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  wished  to  persevere  in  that  suggestion ; 
but,  if  he  does  so,  I  should  not 
oppose  an  J  objection*.  I  may  say  that 
in  framing  this  Bill  I  have  had  the 
assistance  of  Mr.  Poland,  who,  it  will  be 
admitted,  has  had  a  greater  amount  of 
experience  in  the  Criminal  Liaw 
than  any  man  at  the  English  Bar. 
The  criticisms  directed  to  the  purport 
%nd  object  of  the  Bill  seem  to  me  to 
be  more  apt  in  reference  to  the  legislation 
now  in  existence  than  to  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent before  your  Lordships'  House. 
The  question  is  not  now  whether  flogging 
shall  be  inflicted  for  certain  oflenoes 
— that  is  now  the  law  of  the  land ;  it  is 
whether  a  punishment  still,  as  I  main- 
tain, has  already  proved  effectual,  shall 
be  extended  to  other  and  cognate 
offence  which  the  country  demands 
shall  be  put  a  stop  to.  Having  had  the 
valuable  assistance  of  Mr.  Poland  in 
drafting  the  Bill,  I  do  not  think  fault 
can  be  found  with  the  machinery  of 
the  clauses.  However,  if  my  noble 
Friend  and  others  with  him  are  desirous 
that  this  Bill  should  go  before  a 
Standing  Committee  instead  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  I,  for  my 
part,  shall  not  oppose  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee accordingly. 

THF  OFFICE  OF  HIGH  SHERIFF. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
rising  to  ask  when  it  was  proposed  to 
introduce  the  Bill  relating  to  the  office 
of  High  Sheriff,  said :  At  the  end  of 
last  Session f  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  informed  us  that 
a  Bill  was  being  drawn  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  was  appointed  by  your  Lordships 
to  consider  this  question,  and  which 
Committee  reported  in  due  course.  I 
have  waited  to  see  whether  any  measure 
would  be  brought  forward,  but  nothing 
has  been  done,  and  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  a  question  should  be  asked 
about  the  matter.  If  the  Bill  is  to 
have  any  chance  of  passing  into  law 
during  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  ougnt  to  be  introduced  without 


further  delay.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
hardship  of  being  compelled  to  serve  as 
High  Sheriff  applies  to  only  a  few 
persons,  but  the  grievance  in  itself  is  a 
very  real  and  serious  one,  as  I  know  from 
a  great  many  letters  that  I  have 
received,  and  the  Committee  were 
unanimous  in  making  the  recommenda- 
tion that  a  change  in  the  law  was 
necessary. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
noble  Lord  must  be  aware  that  some  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  upon  this  subject  are 
recommendations  which  may  give  rise 
to  a  certain  difference  of  opinion.  How- 
ever, after  having  given  consideration  to 
the  matter,  I  hope  to  introduce  the  Bill 
immediately  after  Easter,  and  the  noble 
Lord  will  then  see  to  what  extent  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  are 
carried  out. 

REFORMATORY    AND    INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS 

BILL.      (no.   15.) 

A  Bill  to  conaolidate  and  amend  the  Eoaot- 
ments  relating  to  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
Schools  in  England  and  Wales  —Was  presented 
by  The  Lord  Norton ;  read  1» ;  to  be  printed  ; 
and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  next. 

SAINT      GILES      RESTORATION     (SCOTLAND) 

ACT   AMENDMENT   BILL.        (nO.  40.) 

A  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  to  make  provision  in 
regard  to  the  restoration  of  the  ancient  church 
of  Saint  Giles,  in  the  City  of  Edinburgh— Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  Balfour ;  read  1*  ;  and 
to  be  printed. 

DRAINAGE    AND     IMPROVEMENT    OP 

LANDS  (IRELAND)  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  32.) 

House  io  Committee  (according  to 
order);  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

COMMISSIONERS   FOR  OATHS    BILL.— 

(No.  6.) 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  To- 
morrow ;  agreed  to ;  and  Bill  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  To-morrow  accordingly. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  86.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 
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STANDING  ORDERS  OP  THE  HOUSE— 
A  POINT  OP  ORDER. 

LoBD  DENMAN,  in  rising  to  ask  the 
Lord  Chancellor  if  the  Bills  for  ascer- 
taining  and  limiting  the  duration  of 
speeches  in  Parliament  and  for  women's 
suffrage  may  not  be  inserted  in  the  list 
of  Bills  in  Progress,  and  re-appointed 
for  an  earlier  day  than  the  2nd  of  Sep- 
tember, already  appointed  for  their 
Second  Beading,  said :  The  noble 
Lord  referred  to  what  had  passed 
in  1887  and  1888  —  as  to  lunar 
months  and  the  continuance  of  a  Bill 
if  Parliament  were  sitting,  until  a 
Motion  for  rejection  was  made.  The 
Bill  for  Women's  Suffrage  has  never  been 
debated,  though  favourable  opinions 
have  been  given  on  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
noble  Lord  has  asked  me  a  question.  I 
can  only  say  that  there  is  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  which  at  present 
prevents  this  Bill  coming  on  until  the 
2nd  September.  I  presume  that  Order, 
like  any  other  Order  of  the  House,  is 
capable  of  being  rescinded  by  a  Resolu- 
tion of  the  House ;  but  until  that  Order 
is  rescinded  it  must  be  our  guide.  With 
reference  to  putting  the  Bills  upon  the 
Paper  in  the  list  of  Bills  in  Progress, 
that  depends  upon  no  Order  of  the 
House  at  all,  but  upon  practice.  As  a 
matter  of  convenience  of  Members  of 
the  House,  Bills  which  are  in  progress 
are  printed  for  the  purpose  of  informa- 
tion. Whether  it  4 would  add  to  the 
information  oi  noble  Lords  to  tell  them 
that  there  is  a  Bill  in  progress  for  the 
2nd  September,  I  leave  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  REDEMPTION  BILL. 

(No.  39.) 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock 


HOUSE    OF    COMMON  8r 
Monday,  SHi  April,    1889. 


MOTIONS 


PIER  AND  HABBOXTB  FBOYISIONAL  OBDER9 

(no.  1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  HickB-Beach, 
Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Ordm 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  ''  Tba 
General  Pier  and  Harbour  Act.  1861,  relating 
to  Boscombe,  Clacton-on-Sea,  Keppel,  Port 
Ness,  Woodda,  and  Wexford,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  and 
Mr.  Jackson. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 

LOCAL  GOVEBNMBNT  PBOVI8IONAL  OBDBBS^ 

(no.    1)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confina 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  City  of  Oxford  and 
to  the  Counties  of  Oxford  and  Berks,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie* 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  182.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PBOYISIONAL  OBDEB 

(no.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confirm  • 
Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  (Jovemmeot 
Board  relating  to  the  Isle  of  Wight,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  183.] 

LOCAL  OOVEBNMENT  PBOYISIONAL  OBDEBA 

(no.  3.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  oonfizm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Gk>veni- 
ment  Districts  of  Barnard  Castle  and  Haltoa 
and  to  the  Counties  of  York  and  Dnrham, 
ordered  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr. 
Kitcbie. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  184.] 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT    PBOYISIONAL    OBD 

(NO.   4)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confiim  a 
Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of  Wenlock, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr. 
Ritchie. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  185.] 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISON- 
]\IENT  OF  MEMBERS.) 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  th» 
House  that  he  had  received  the  follow* 
ing  Letters  relating  to   the  Impriaon* 
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ment    of    certain     Members    of    this 
House : — 

Monson's  Hotel,  Boyle,  co.  Roscommon, 

April  5th,  1889. 
Sir, 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that,  on  the 

hearing  of  an  appeal  at  these  Quarter  Sessions 

from   the  decision    of   a    Court  of  Summary 

Jurisdiction  constituted  under  *'The  Criminal 

Law    and    Procedure    (Ireland)   Act,    1887," 

Joseph  Richard  Cox,  Esquire,  a  Member  of  the 

Honourable    the    House    of    Commons,    was 

sentenced  by  me  to  imprisonment  for  a  period 

of  six  weeks  from  this  date,  to  be  treated  as  a 

misdemeanant  of  the  first  class. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 

Wm.  O'Connor  Morris, 

County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions  for  the  United 
Counties  of  Roscommon  and  Sligo. 

Court  House,  Kildare, 

4th  April,  1889. 
Sir, 

I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  I  have 
this  day  confirmed  on  appeal  the  sentence  of 
three    months'    imprisonment    without    hard 
labour,  which  was  inflicted   upon  Mr.  Dennis 
KUbride,  M.P.,  on  8th  February,  1889,  at  Kil- 
dare, by  a  court  duly  constituted  under  *'  The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887,"  for  that  he  on  the  1 1th  day  of  November, 
1888,  at  Numey,  in   said  county  of  Kildare, 
being  a  district  proclaimed  under  the  provisions 
of  *^  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  did  with  J.  L.  Carew,  M.P.,  and 
with  other  person  and  persons  whose  names  are 
unknown,  unlawfully  take  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy  punishable  by  Law  at  the  time  of 
the    passing  of  said  Act,   to    wit,  to  induce 
certain  persons  whose  names  are  unknown,  who 
were  or  might  be  desirous  to  use  or  occupy 
farms    of      land     in    Ireland,     from    which 
tenants   had    been  or    might    be    evicted   in 
due    course   of    Law,  not  to   use    or  occupy 
such    farms,    and    that    I    have    committed 
him    to     Kilkenny      Prison,    which    is     the 
prison  for  this  portion  of  the  county  of  Kildare, 
for  that  period. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 
Tour  obedient  Servant, 

Wm.  F.  Darlky, 
County  Court  Judge  and  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions,  County 
Kildare,  Ireland. 

The  Right  Honourable  the  Speaker, 
House  of  Commons. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDERS  BILL.-(No.  46) 

Heported — 

[Provisional    Orders    oonfirmed];   Bill,     as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN  CEMETERIES. 


<» 


Address  foi 

Return  of, — (1 )  The  names  and  situation  of 
the  Metropolitan  Cemeteries  to  which  the  Act 
15  and  16  Vic.  c.  85,  applies ;  (2)  the  number 
of  bodies  buried  in  each ;  (3)  tiie  extent  of  each 
nround ;  (4)  how  much  has  been  appropriated 
for  burial  purposes' ;  (5)  the  date  of  the  first 
interment  in  etu)h ;  (6)  how  much  surface  space 
is  adlowed  for  a  grave ;  (7)  if  burials  still  take 
place  in  what  is  known  as  the  common  inter- 
ment  system,  and,  if  so,  how  many  bodies  &re 
buried  in  each  grave  P  " — (Mr,  Byron  Heed.) 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  the  Borough  of  Rochester,  v. 
Colonel  Francis  Charles  Hughes- 
Hallett,  Chiltern  Hundreds.  —  {Mr. 
AkerS' Douglas.) 

NAVY  GUNS. 

Heturn  ordered — 

**  Of  (1)  Number  of  new  Breech-loading  Guns 
issued  for  Sea  Service  between  the  1st  day  of 
January  and  the  24th  day  of  December,  1888 ; 
(2)  Number  and  Names  of  Ships  waiting  for 
Guns ;  (3)  Weight  and  Calibre  of  such  Guns ; 
(4)  Name  of  Manufacturer ;  (5)  Dates  by  which 
Guns  were  originally  promised;  (6)  Dates  by 
which  Guns  are  expected  to  be  delivered  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  178, 
of  Session  1888)."— (Lorrf  CharUt  Beretford.) 

BREECH-LOADING  RIFLED  GUNS. 

Address  for — 

*' Return  of  all  Breech- Loading  Iron  and 
Steel  Guns  manufactured  either  at  Woolwich 
or  by  Private  Firms  (British)  which  have  been 
damaged  after  delivery  for  Service  since  1875, 
giving  classes,  and  in  separate  detail :  (1)  Those 
that  have  burst ;  (2)  Those  that  have  **  blown  . 
out"  or  rendered  breech-piece  useless;  (3) 
Those  cases  where  erosion  has  occurred  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  render  the  Guns  useless; 
(4)  Those  cases  where  erosion  has  occurred  and 
rendered  re- lining  necessary ;  and  the  number 
of  rounds  fired  in  each  case  prior  to  such  . 
damage  :  (5)  Who  was  responsible  in  each  case 
for  the  design  of  Guns  mentioned  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No  52,  of  Session 
ISS7)  "—(Lord  Charles  Htresford,) 

GUNS  AND  RESERVES  OF  GUNS. 

RBTURN  ORDERED. 

*'0f  the  number  of  Steel  Breech- Loading 
Rifled  Guns  required    for  the  Naval  Service, 
giving  in  detail:  (I)  Different  classes  of  Guns 
pr(q[>osed  for    New  Naval   Programme,    with, 
numbers' required  to  April  1894;  (2)  Proposed 
Reserves  of  Guns,  giving   their  classes;  (8v. 
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Guns  neceuary  for  re-arming  Ships  whose 
armaments  are  at  present  obsolete  .*'^(Lortf 
Vharltt  Bereiford,) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
'*  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Lunatics."     [Lunacy  Acts  Amendment 
Bill,  Lords.] 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  BISHOP  OF  MALTA. 

Mh.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford  E.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  had  seen  the  ac- 
count published  in  a  Malta  newspaper, 
to  the  effect  that  on  a  recent  occasion 
the  Roman  Archbishop  of  Rhodes  and 
Bishop  of  Malta  arrived  at  that  place  on 
board  H.M.S.  Landrail,  and  was  received 
with  a  salute  of  nine  guns  from  the 
flagship  Hibernia,  and  also  from  the 
saluting  battery,  and  upon  landing  was 
escorted  to  the  episcopal  palace  by  the 
Governor;  and  upon  what  principle 
•  or  precedent  were  these  distinctions 
accorded  to  him  by  the  representatives 
of  the  Sovereign  and  peop^  of  the  Pro- 
testant Nation  ? 

*TuE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOK  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxteth) : 
Since  the  establishment  of  British  rule 
in  Malta  it  has  been  the  practice  to  con- 
tinue to  pay  to  the  Bishop  on  his 
assumption  of  the  office  those  marks 
of  honour  which  the  people  desire  that 
he  should  receive,  and  to  withhold  which 
at  the  present  time  would  give  much 
unnecessary  pain  to  a  loyal  community. 
Mr.  BYRON  REED :  May  I  ask 
another  question  arising  out  of  the 
reply  of  the  hon.  Qentleman — namely, 
whether  the  same  distinction  would  be 
accorded  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury ? 

*Barox  H.  de  worms  :  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  answer  the  question 
authoritatively,  but  speaking  from 
memory,  I  think  the  custom  uf  saluting 
the  Bishop  is  in  pursuance  of  an  arrange- 
dating  from  1802. 

THE  VANDELEUR  ESTATE. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  long  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  in  operation  on  the 
Yandeleur  estate,  in  Clare ;  whether  the 


dispute  had  now  been  terminated  by  u 
agreement  between  Captain  Yanddaiur 
and  his  tenants,  some  600  in  nnmber; 
and  what  were  the  terms  of  the  settle- 
ment agreed  upon  in  regard  to  jadioial 
tenants,  non-judicial  tenants,  sni 
tenants  evicted? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETAKT  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in  opermtioii 
on  the  Yandeleur  estate  since  Deoember, 
1886.  So  far  as  the  Irish  OoTemment 
is  aware,  no  ag^ement  has  been  oometo 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenants. 

EMIGRATIO.V   TO    THE    ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
Affairs  whether  22,749  emigrants  landed 
at  Bueno  Ayres  in  November  last,  and 
if  it  is  true  that  employment  was  only 
found  for  9,536  of  these;  whether  ia 
December  29,235  emigrants  landed,  and 
in  January  upwards  of  35,000  ;  whether 
he  could  give  figures  to  any  later  data ; 
and  whether  the  Foreign  Office  had  any 
information  as  to  the  total  number  A 
such  emigrants  without  employment, 
and  as  to  the  number  of  6uch  emigrants 
unemployed  now  in  the  Argentine  Be* 
public  who  are  British  subjects  ? 
♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
jA^tEs  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
We  do  not  know  how  many  immigrants 
landed  in  November,  or  if  any  consider- 
able number  are  unemployed.  An  in- 
teresting Report  from  Her  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affaires  on  the  subject  of  the 
immigration  into  the  Argentine  Re- 
public is  in  the  Press,  and  will  be 
shortly  presented.  Mr.  Jennerhasbeen 
directed  to  report  upon  the  question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  may  say 
that  in  the  last  30  years,  up  to  the  dose 
of  1888,  nearly  1,375,000  persons  hare 
entered  the  Republic  from  abroad,  of 
whom  only  23,000  were  of  Britidi 
origin. 

GWALIOR. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
was  aware  that  Mr.  Henvay,  the  Agent 
of  the  Governor  General,  on  5th  March 
met  the  Maharajah  of  Gwalior,  and,  in 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  His  Highness 
and  of  the  Council  of  Regency,  arranged 
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that  a  number  of  the  highly-paid 
Foreign  officials  should  leave  GwaUor ; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  any  Correspondence,  Ee- 
port,  or  Memorandum  relating  to  the 
interview  between  Mr.  Hehvay  and  the 
Maharajah  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
received  no  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  this  subject. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL    TRAFFIC 

ACT. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  representations  have 
reached  him  that,  under  the  proposed 
scale  of  charges  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway,  under  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  of  1888,  the  maximum 
charges, as  compared  with  existing  rates, 
for  Class  A,  cannel,  cinders,  coa],  coke, 
and  culm,  will  be  increased, on  a  distance 
of  10  miles,  from  lid.  to  3s.,  and  on  all 
distances  up  to  150  miles,  though  on  a 
decreasing  ratio,  but  making  an  average 
increase  of  77*8  per  cent ;  and  whether 
he  will  submit  the  proposed  charges  of 
Railway  Companies  to  a  Committee  of 
Experts  before  any  Provincial  Order  for 
sanctioning  such  rates  is  made  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE :  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  have  made  inquiries  of  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company,  and 
they  inform  me  that  the  comparison 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
made  between  existing  charges  and  the 
proposed  new  maximum  rates.  They 
also  inform  me  that  the  proposed  maxi- 
mum rates  show  a  reduction  on  their 
present  powers.  I  have  already  made 
arrangements  for  securing  skilled  advice, 
and,  if  it  should  prove  necessary,  I  will 
obtain  further  assistance  of  this  nature. 
Mr.  BARTLEY:  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  nothing  is  to  be  settled  until 
the  report  of  an  expert  Committee  shall 
have  been  made. 

♦Sir  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose  to  appoint  a  Special  Committee 
upon  the  matter,  but  to  avail  myself  of 
assistance  in  considering  oases  as  they 
arise. 

TROUT  FISHING  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  eraser-mackintosh  (In- 
Temess-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 


whether,  when  the  exercise  of  trout 
fishing  in  an  inland  loch  in  Scotland 
(such  as  Loch  Ruthven,  in  Invemess-- 
shire),  to  which  there  are  public  ac- 
cesses, has  been  enjoyed  by  the  public 
without  molestation  long  beyond  the 
period  of  the  long  negative  prescription, 
it  is  competent  to  the  littoral  proprietors 
suddenly  to  close  the  loch  and  exclude 
the  public  unless  a  large  payment  is 
made;  and  whether  the  police  can  be 
called  upon  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  proprietors  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Buteshire):  As  regards 
the  first  question,  I  cannot  undertake  to 
give  any  answer  which  might  tend  in 
any  way  to  prejudge  a  question  of  pri- 
vate right ;  and  as  regards  the  second 
part  of  the  question,  the  police  have 
undoubted  authority  to  prevent  any 
undue  interference  with  private  rights, 
but  the  extent  to  which  such  inter- 
ference may  be  exercised  must  depend 
on  the  circumstances  of  each  individual 
case. 

POSTCARD  STAMPS. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh.  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  regulations  under  which 
the  halfpenny  postcard  stamp  is  affixed 
to  sheets  of  cardboard  for  private  per- 
sons; whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the- 
provisions  that  these  cards  shall  be- 
stamped  in  London  only,  and  that  with 
a  few  specified  exceptions  a  London 
agent  for  persons  in  the  country  must 
attend  at  Somerset  House,  deter  traders 
and  others  elsewhere  than  in  London 
from  having  their  postcards  privately 
printed  ;  and  whether  he  will  endeavour 
to  arrange  that  the  stamping  and  offi- 
cial printing  shall  be  done  at  Edin* 
burgh,  Dublin,  and  other  large  towns, 
and  that  from  the  country  districts  it 
shall  be  in  all  cases  allowed  to  send  the 
sheets  direct  to  the  stamping  office, 
payment  being  made  to  the  locsl  autho-;; 
lities  of  the  Post  Office  or  Inland  Re- 
venue ? 

♦ThePOSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises,  Cambridge  University) :  My 
attention  has  not  been  directed  to  the- 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  question,^ 
and  no  complaint  has  reached  me.  I 
have  made  inquiry  of  the  Commissioners- 
of  Inland  Revenue,  and  am  informed  by 
them  that  the  expense  of  setting  up  the 
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Homoutle) :  No,  Sir. 


maohinery  requirit«  to  catrj  oat  the 
mggwtion  of  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
various  localities  he  refers  to  would  be 
<nit  of  all  proportion  to  the  result*  to  be 
obtained,  and  I  fear  I  should  not  be 
jnatlfied  in  adopting  m;  hon.  Friend's 
aaggestion. 

SCHOOL  EXAMINATIONS. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 

asked  the  Vice-President  of  the  Com- 

-mittee  of  Council  on  Education  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  annual  examination 
in  religious  knowledge  of  the  children 
in  the  Board  School  at  Snitterfiald,  in 
Warwiokahire,  took  place  on  the  2^nd 
of  Haroh  last,  and  was  conducted  by  the 
Bev.  F.  H.  Weston,  an  Assistant  Dio- 

•oesaa  Inspector  of  Schools ;  whether 
Hr.  Weston  examined  the  children  in 
the  creed  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  reported  that  they  acquitted  them- 
seWes  in  a  highly  satisfactory  manner, 
and  that  the  writing  out  of  the  Creed 
Tas  almost  perfect,  tint  that  the  mean- 
ing of  some  words  in  it  was  not  quite 
known  ;  and  whether  such  exnmination 
in  the  creed  of  the  Church  and  the 
teaching  which  preceded  it,  were  illegal 
under  the  pTOTieioos  of  "  The  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act,  1870;"  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Education  Department  will 
take  such  stepa  and  make  such  repre- 
sentations to  the  Snitterfield  School 
Board  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent 
such  practices  in  future? 

•Thb  VICEPEE8IDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sir  W. 
IUhtDykb,  Kent,  Dartford):  The  facts 
as  given  are  correct,  with  this  exception, 
that  theCreed  in  question  wasrather  the 
Greed  of  Christendom  than  one  distinc- 
tive of  the  Church  of  England.  I  am 
farther  Informed  that  no  denominational 
teacbina;  is  eiven  with  the  sanction  or 
knowledge  of  the  Board. 

UEDTENANT  GEOGHEGAN. 
Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  any  commnnica- 
tioD  has  been  made  on  the  subject  of 
Lieutenant  Qeogbegan's  order  to  the 
troops  to  withdraw  from  a  Catholic 
oburch  in  Clonmel  during  religious  ser- 
vice, either  to  Lieutenant  Oaoghegan 
himself,  to  the  soldiers  who  obeyed  the 
order  in  question,  or  to  the  soldiers  who 
remained  in  the  church  until  Divine  ser- 
vice was  over  ? 
Mr.  Raiktt 


BDDCATION  AT  HAUOHLET. 
Ma.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Snf- 
folk,  Eye)  asked  the  Vice-Preddent  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Council  on  Edoea- 
tion  whether  he  is  aware  that  on  Friday, 
the  29th  of  Haroh,  the  children  had  to 
be  turned  out  of  Haughley  schoolroom 
in  consequence  of  a  Vestry  meeting  hav- 
ing adjourned  ftom  the  Vestry  to  tho 
■onoolioom  in  the  morning,  althonghtha 
room  would  have  been  at  tiie  disposal  of 
the  meeting  in  the  evening;  and 
whether  the  attendances  of  the  ohildrcn 
on  that  day  were  oanoelled  owing  to 
their  being  sent  home. 

Ma.  HERBERT  QARDNER  (Esaax, 
Saffron  Waldsn)  also  asked  whether  tho 
School  at  Haughley  was  in  the  receipt 
of  a  Parliamentary  grant,  and  by  wliMe 
authority  the  schoolroom  was  used  tor 
the  purposes  of  a  Vestry  meeting  daring 
school  hours  ? 

*BiB  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  am  in- 
formed that  on  the  occasion  in  quMtioil 
the  children  were  merely  moved  into  an 
adjoining  room  and  that  their  attend- 
ances were  not  cancelled.  The  school 
at  Haughley  is  in  receipt  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary giant,  and  I  think  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  trustees  had  not 
sanctioned  the  use  of  the  room  in  the 
way  described  during  school  hours. 

Ma.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  Is  it  the 
fact  tbat  64  children  were  huddled  to- 
gether in  a  small  room  in  consequence 
of  the  adjournment!'  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  oircum stances  of  the  case  J 

•Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  have  not 
heard  that  the  children  were  huddled 
together  in  a  small  room,  but  I  believe 
they  were  put  into  an  adjoining  room, 
where  they  were  properly  taught. 

IRELAND-THE    BELFAST    RATE 
C0LLECT0E8. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Irish  Local 
Oovemment  Board  had  been  applied  to 
the  fact  that  in  pursuance  of  a  Besolu- 
tlon  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  Bel- 
fast Board  of  (iuardians,  the  rate  col- 
lectors in  Belfast  are  to  be  provided  with 
forms  relating  to  the  Parliamentary 
franchise,   which  ate  not  specified  in 
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^'The    Bepresentation    of  the  People 
Act,    1884,"   or  authorized  by    "The 
Itegistration  (Ireland)  Act,  1885;"  and 
the  collectors  are  directed  to  fill  up  cer- 
tain columns  of  these  forms,  and  to  serve 
ihem  upon  the   landlords  or  agents  of 
all  dwelling  houses  in  the  city  df  Belfast 
exceeding  the  net  annual  value  of  £4 
and  not  exceeding  the  net  annual  value 
of  £9 ;   and  that,  by  an  order  printed 
upon  the  forms  in  question  the  Guardians 
call  upon  the  landlords  and  agents,  by 
authority  of  the  Statutes  above  cited,  to 
fill  up  the  forms  and  return  them  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  within  21  days  after 
service ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  last  year  informed 
the  Board  that  the  issue  of  such  forms 
would  be  illegal,  and  declined  to  be  con- 
-cemed  in  it,   and  that  the  solicitor  to 
the  Board  last  year  advised  against  the 
issue  of  these  forms ;  whether  the  clerk 
is  now  absent  from  duty  through  ill- 
health  ;  whether  the  issue  of  forms  not 
provided  for  by  the  Statutes  is  legal ; 
ivhether  the  Guardians  who  cause  the 
•disbursements  of  the  funds  of  the  Union 
for  this  expenditure  will  be  liable  to 
■surcharge ;  and  whether  any  person  is 
under  a  legal  obligation  to  fill  up  and 
return  such  forms  ? 

Mk.  macartney  asked  whether 
forms  of  the  nature  in  question  were 
not  in  ordinary  use  in  large  boroughs  in 
England  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  answer  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  in  the 
.affirmative.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  which 
appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that,  dealing  with  the  first  paragraph,  I 
am  informed  that  the  attention  oi  the 
Xiocsd  GK)vemment  Board  has  been  called 
by  the  question  to  circumstances  which, 
1  am  told,  are  noted  with  substantial 
iu^curacy.  In  reply  to  the  second  para- 
graph, the  Clerk  of  the  Union  last  year 
informed  the  Board  that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  provision  for  the  expense 
of  these  forms,  and  I  am  also  informed 
that  the  solicitor  for  the  Board  has  since 
^taken  the  opinion  of  Counsel,  who  have 
advised  him  that  these  forms  can  be 
legally  served.  With  regard  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  is 
now  absent  from  duty,  having  been 
:g^nted  a  month's  leave  on  the  g^und 
of  ill-health.  With  regard  to  paragraph 
four,  I  am  informed  that  the  form  in 
question  is  legal.    As  to  paragraph  five, 


that  relates  to  a  matter  of  accounts, 
which  will  come  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  auditor  in  the  usual  way, 
and  I  cannot  make  any  statement  in 
anticipation  of  what  he  will  do.  In 
reply  to  the  sixth  paragraph,  I  am  ad- 
vised that  no  person  is  unaer  the  legal 
obligation  suggested  in  the  paragraph, 
unless  he,  or  the  person  for  whom  he  is 
agent,  is  rated,  or  liable  to  be  rated,  in 
respect  of  the  hereditament  in  question, 
or,  unless  he  has,  by  payment  of  the 
rates,  even  if  not  so  rated,  brought  him- 
self under  the  section  of  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act  1869,  which  is  extended 
to  Ireland  by  the  Bepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  1884. 

ORIGINATING  NOTICES. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  (Cavan,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware  that 
many  tenants  in  county  Cavan  served 
originating  notices  before  1st  Novem- 
ber, 1887,  and  have  not  had  their  cases 
heard ;  and,  if  so,  could  he  state  when 
such  cases  were  likely  to  be  heard? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
Commissioners  state  that  some  fair-rent 
applications,  which  were  lodged  with 
them  before  the  1st  of  November,  1887, 
remained  unheard  in  the  county  Cavan. 
A  Sub-Commission  has  been  sitting  con- 
tinuously in  that  county  for  the  last  six 
months.  In  the  Unions  of  Bawnboy, 
Cootehill,  and  Bailieborough  cases  have 
been  listed  up  to  the  24th  and  25th  of 
October,  1887.  The  next  list  for  Kells 
and  Oldcastle  will  include  cases  up  to 
the  31st  of  December,  1887. 

PROTESTANT  MEETINGS  AT 
RANDALSTOWN. 
Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  public  meeting  of  the 
Protestant  inhabitants  of  Kandalstown, 
presided  over  by  Lord  O'Neill,  was 
held  on  Saturday,  30th  March;  whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  Rev. 
R.  Trimble,  Presbyterian  minister, 
seconded  by  the  Rev.  W.  F.  Garstin, 
Vicar  of  Randalstown,  supported  by 
the  Rev.  J.  J.  M'Clure,  Presbyterian 
minister,  and  unanimously  passed,  pro- 
testing against  a  demonstration  wnich 
took  place  on  Sunday,  the  17th  instant; 
whether  he  had  received  any  Reports 
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from  the  Gonstabulary  authorities  as  to 
the  disorderly  conduct  alleged  to  have 
taken  place ;  and  whether  steps  would 
be  taken  in  future  to  ensure  the  pre- 
aerration  of  order  and  the  protection  of 
the  Protestant  population  from  annoy- 
ance on  Sunday  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  a  public  meeting 
of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Bandalstown,  presided  over  by  Lord 
O'Neill,  was  held  on  the  date  named, 
and  that  by  the  Resolution  referred  to 
in  the  second  paragraph  as  well  as  in 
the  addresses  delivered  at  the  meeting, 
attention  was  called  to  the  disturbances 
created  on  the  17th  of  March  and  to  the 
interruptions  caused  thereby  to  Divine 
service.  The  police  report  that  it  is  the 
case  the  band  played  through  the  town 
while  Divine  service  was  proceeding. 
The  police  will  do  all  in  their  power  to 
secure  the  objects  referred  to  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

MR.  W.  O'BRIEN. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM 
(Limerick,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  when  the  train  conveying  Mr. 
O'Brien,  M.P.,  was  passing  through  the 
railway  station,  Newcastle  West,  county 


wards.  No  one  in  the  oroird  appears 
to  have  received  any  injury.  No  attempt 
was  made  to  deprive  the  bandamen  of 

their  instruments. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Was  there 
any  disorderly  conduct  indulged  in 
beyond  cheering  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 

«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  gather, 
from  the  information  supplied  to  me, 
that  the  crowd  did  not  disperse  until 
after  violence  had  been  displayed  by 
the  police. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  That  was  not  so. 

THE  POLICE  AT  CLONGOREY. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irelend  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  day  before  the  recent  boA^n- 
ing  of  tenants'  houses  at  Clongorey,  in 
the  county  of  Kildare,  District  Inspector 
Loch  went  round  to  all  the  houses  re- 
ferred to  in  company  with  the  agent  of 
the  landlord  and  told  him  which  hoosea 
might  be  left  standing  as  fit  to  be 
occupied  by  policemen,  and  which 
might  be  burned  and  levelled  to  the 
ground  as  unfit  for  occupation  by  the 
police ;  wether  it  is  a  fact  that  in  one  of 
the  houses  oil  had  been  kept  for  several 
weeks  to  the  knowledge  and  under  the 


of  the  inhabitants  of  Newcastle  West, 
with  a  band,  had  assembled  in  a  field 
near  the  station  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ng  sympathy  with  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber ;  whether  on  the  arrival  of  the  train 
some  20  policemen  left  the  station,  and, 
entering  into  the  field  where  the  people 
were,   without    any    provocation  being 
offered,  proceeded  to  baton  them  indis- 
criminately, having  first  attempted  to 
deprive  the  bandsmen  of  their  instru- 
ments ;  and  who  is  the  officer  responsible 
for  giving  the  order  ? 
♦Mb.  a.    J.    BALFOUR :    The   Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  on  the 
occasion  in  question  a  large    and  dis- 
orderly crowd  had  assembled.    Some  18 
or  20    police  were  told  off   to    guard 
the  train  at  the  approach  to  it  from  the 
field ;    the  crowd  became  very  violent, 
and  stoned  the  police,  whereupon  the 
officer    in    charge.    District    Inspector 
Wright,  ordered  the  crowd  to  be  dis- 
persed.     The  Head  Constable  and  two 
Uonstables  were  struck  with  stones,  one 
Constable  being  severely  injured,  and 


Limerick,  on  the  23rd  ultimo,  a  number    protection  of  the  police  on  g^uard  there, 


for  the  purpose  of  setting  fire  to  the 
houses  when  all  the  evictions  were  oom- 
pleted;  and  whether  there  were  any 
police  at  Clongorey  on  the  night  of  27th 
March,  in  addition  to  those  set  to  guard 
the  emergency  men  stationed  in  the 
evicted  houses;  and,  if  so,  for  what 
purpose  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  County  -  in- 
specter  Loch  reports  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  he  or  any  other  member  of  the 
police  force  went  round  all  or  any  of  the 
houses  referred  to  in  company  with  the 
agent  as  alleged,  nor  had  any  of  the 
police  anything  to  say  either  to  the 
agent  or  anybody  else  as  to  what  houses 
might  be  left  standing  or  what  houses 
destroyed.  It  is  equally  without  found- 
ation that  oil  or  any  other  material  for 
the  destruction  of  the  house  was  kept  in 
any  house  or  place  under  the  protection 
or  with  the  knowledge  of  the  police ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appears  that 
no  oil  was  used  in  the  burnings.  There 
were  no  police  in  Clongorey  on  the 
night  of  the  27th  of  March  in  addition 


unable  to  do  duty  for  a  week  after- 1  to  those  protecting  the  caretakers. 
Mr.  Macartney 
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Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that 
petxoleum  was  stored  in  the  house 
where  the  police  were  ?  I  saw  it  there 
myself. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  to  be 
'distinctly  understood  that,  so  far  as  the 
police  were  aware,  no  explosives  were 
Kept  under  their  protection,  or  stored 
with  their  knowledge. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  should  like  to 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  really  persists  in  the 
statement  that  a  cask  of  petroleum  was 
not  kept  in  one  of  these  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police  ?  I  repeat  that 
I  saw  it  myself. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  stated  with 
•extreme  explioitness  that  no  petroleum 
was  stored  in  any  of  the  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police,  under  their 
protection. 

EMERGENCY  MEN  AND  BOYCOTTING 


personal  protection.    The  man  does  no 
appear  to  have  expressed  any  object  fo 
asking  for  the  goods  in  question,  no 
was  there  any  intimidation  practised  by 
emergency  men  or  police  in  the  matter. 

WEDDING  RINGS. 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  8ecretaxy  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  ''  Buckley 
V.    Alexander,"    tried   at    the    recent 
Birmingham    Assizes,    in    which    the 
defendant,  a  jeweller  at  Southampton, 
was  fined  in  the  mitigated  penalty  of 
£60  and  costs  for  selling  rings,   now 
decided  to  be  wedding  rings,  without 
being  hall-marked  and  without  paying 
the  duty  of  17s.  per  ounce,  he  is  aware 
that  several  witnesses  of  high  standing 
swore  that  the  rings  in  question  were 
not  wedding  rings,  and  that  the  Assay 
Master  of  Edinburgh  swore  not  only 
that,  in  his  judgment,  they  were  not 
wedding    rings,    but    that    under    no 


Mr.  CLANGT  asked  the  Chief  Score-    circumstances  would   he  have   marked 


tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  on  Saturday, 
March  SOth,  an  '*  emergency  man  "  and 
two  policemen  visited  the  establishments 
of  two  or  three  prominent  Nationalist 
shopkeepers  in  the  town  of  Newbridge, 
county  of  Kildare,  and  presented  orders 
for  food,  at  prices  fixed  by  themselves, 
and  not  accepted  by  the  traders  in  ques- 
tion ;  and  whether  the  object  of  this 
proceeding  was  to  lay  the  foundation  for 
a  prosecution  for  boycotting;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
with  a  view  to  the  institution  of  a  prose- 
oution  against  the  emergency  men  and 
police  referred  to  for  intimidation  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    The   Con- 
stabulary   authorities  report  that   the 
facts  are  not  accurately  represented  in 
ihe  question.    An  emergency  man  did 
visit  the  establishments  of  three  licensed 
publicans  on  the  day  named.    At  one  of 
the    establishments   he   was    informed 
that  he  would  not  set  the  provisions  for 
the  sum  of  lOs.  tendered  by  him ;  at  the 
next  he  was  told  that  the  bread  and 
g^ceries   were  engaged;    and  at  the 
next  he  refused  to  take  the  goods,  as  he 
<K>nsidered  the  prices  extortionate.     But 
it  is  not  the  case  that  any  prices  were 
£xed  by  the  police,  nor  haa  they  any- 
thing to  say  to  the  matter,  their  presence 
being  merely  due  to  the  fact  that  they 
were   engaged    in    affording  the  man 
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such  rings  as  wedding  rings  if  presented 
at  the  Edinburgh  Assay  Office  for  assay ; 
whether  he    is    aware  that  thousands 
of  similar  rings  are  scattered  throughout 
the  stocks  of  the  15,000  licensed  dealers 
throughout     the     United     Kingdom; 
whether,  under  such  circumstances  and 
such  conflicting  evidence,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  remit  the  fine  inflicted 
on    Alexander,   and    also    direct  that, 
pending  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Plate  Duties,  and  to  the  principle 
of  compulsion  as  applied  to  the  practice 
of  hall-marking  of  gold  and  silver  plate 
and  plain  eold  rings,  no  further  prosecu- 
tions  shall    be  instituted  until  further 
notice  is  g^ven ;   and,  whether,  seeing 
that,   by  "The  Revenue  Act,    1884," 
certain    foreign    plate    was    exempted 
from  the  compulsory  obligation  of  assay 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  Her  Majesty's 
Government    will    concede    the    same 
principle  to  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country,  with  a  view  to  encourage  the 
exportation  of  British  wares  to  foreign 
countries  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) : 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
already  informed  him  that  the  definition 
of  a  wedding  ring  seems  to  be  a  ques- 
tion peculiarly  fitted  for  a  jury  to 
decide.    He  sees  no  reason  to  dispute 
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VWV,  IJII^HOI'  OK  MAI/J'A. 

r'i;JiMil<!i|     w)jofJ|i;r    Ijii  fjfifl    Mr^rlJ    the    llC- 

«<iiifif  piil/li(iiif)<J  jfj  II  MitllH  fj<jwHpa[>«$ry 
lo  f.)ji«  ff/litri  Ujut  on  fi  ro(;ofit  <hu'Miou 
(Jjti  Korfiiifi  Ar<:JiMiiJii/|i  of  J{h(>(lf9N  and 
Jljn)io|f  of  MitlU  jirrivitd  ut  tfjatplac^*  on 
hotti'l  ll.M.H.  /Mntir/tti,  utul  wnnrtsdtAvhd 
Willi  a  mil ii 111  of  fijrjo  ^iirjif  from  the 
Mit^<ilji|f  ///fffrmtt,  and  aUo  from  the 
Hill  III  111^  ImUniy,  lifid  ij|/'ifi  larjdiu^  wa« 
iitMiorlml  f,ii  iho  <t|iiN(:o|>iil  |mlar;e  by  the 
Oovniiioi  ;  and  upon  what  principle 
or  pMniniiiiif.  w<tr«f  thiiMft  diNtinctionH 
ntnntUul  to  hiiM  hy  the  rei>ro*(entativeH 
«/f  fJiii  Hoviiii-ij/;ii  and  poople  of  the  J'ro- 
hmlant,  Nation  'f 

"Tjik  IINDKU  HWMtKTAUY  of 
HTArK  j'oa  ijiK  (;(>J,(>.\IKS  (Haroii 
II.  dn  WoiiMM,  I.ivnrpool,  Toxteth)  : 
Ninno  tint  oMtalilirthment  of  JtrittHh  rule 
in  Malta  it  hart  hoen  the  pra(;tiee  to  con- 
tiniio  in  pay  to  the  liinhrfp  on  JuH 
aMhiiniphun  of  the  oflicn  thoHO  maricH 
id  huniHir  whiih  tint  pnople  denire  that 
hii  hhniild  Mutnivif,  and  to  withhold  which 
at  tho  proNi<nt  tinin  would  j^ivo  much 
iinnefinNNarv  pain  to  a  loyal  community. 
Mil.  HYKON  liKKl):  May  I  auk 
anothnr  (juoNtion  arininf^  out  of  tho 
r«'ply  of  thii  hon.  Uontleman^uamely, 
whnthnr  tho  Hanie  diHtiiiction  would  be 
ai<rorded  to  tho  Archbinhop  of  Canter- 
bury ? 

'''l\Mins  II.  iiK  WOHMS  :  1  am  not  in 
a  poHition  to  aiiHwur  the  question 
authdritatively,  but  Hpeakiog  from 
memory,  I  think  the  cuHtom  of  saluting 
the  Hishop  Im  in  purMuance  of  an  arrauge- 
dating  from  1HU2. 

Till-:  VANDELKUK  KSTATR 

Mil.  8KXT0N  (Belfast,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  tieorotary  to  tho  Lord  Liou- 
tenant  of  Ireland  how  long  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  in  operation  on  the 
Vauaeleur  estate,  in  Clare ;  whether  the 
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tho    i;nd«»r    Kooretary    for    the    between  the  kndlaid  and  tbe 

KMJOKATION  TO   THE    ABGE3rn5E 
BEFCBUC. 

Mk.  BBADLAlUGH  rJSatOimmpam) 
asked  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foragi 
Affairs  whether  22,749  emigrmntB  landed 
at  Hueno  Ayres  in  November  Imst,  aad 
if  it  is  true  that  employment  vns  onlj 
found  for  9,536  of  theee;  wfaethsr  it 
December  29,235  emigrants  landed,  aad 
in  January  upwards  ox  35,000 ;  whaAm 
he  could  give  figures  to  any  later  dsts; 
and  whether  the  Foreign  Office  had  aij 
information  as  to  the  total  namber  of 
such  emigrants  without  employment, 
and  as  to  the  number  of  such  emigraoli 
unemployed  now  in  the  Ar^ntine  Be- 
public  who  are  British  subjects  f 

♦The    under     8ECBETARY    of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sr 
Jam  KB  Feroussox,  Manchester,  N.B.): 
We  do  not  know  bow  many  immigrants 
landed  in  November,  or  if  any  oonsidsr- 
able  number  are  unemployed.     An  iii- 
toresting  Report    from    Her  Hajes^i 
Ohargo  d' Affaires  on  the  subject  of  tlis 
immigration    into   the    Argentine  Re- 
public is  in    the   Press,  and     will   be 
shortly  presented .    Mr.  Jenner  has  been 
directed  to  report    upon   the    queatioa 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member.     I  may  My 
that  in  the  last  30  years,  up  to  the  dose 
of  1888,  nearly  1,375,000  persona  have 
entered  the  Republic  from  abroad,  of 
whom    only    23,000    were    of    British 
origin. 

GWALIOR. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
was  aware  that  Mr.  Henvay,  the  Agent 
of  the  Governor  Oeceral,  on  5  th  March 
met  the  Maharajah  of  Owalior,  and,  in 
deference  to  the  •  of  His  IlighneM 
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that  a  number  of  the  highly- paid 
Foreign  officials  should  leave  GwaUor ; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  any  Correspondence,  Re- 
port, or  Memorandum  relating  to  the 
interview  between  Mr.  Henvay  and  the 
Maharajah  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
received  no  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  this  subject. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL    TRAFFIC 

ACT. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  representations  have 
reached  him  that,  under  the    proposed 

scale  of  charges  of  the  Ghreat  Western 
Railway,  under  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  of  1888,  the  maximum 
charges, as  compared  with  existing  rates, 
for  Class  A,  cannel,  cinders,  coal,  coke, 
and  culm,  will  be  increased,on  a  distance 
of  10  miles,  from  Ud.  to  3s.,  and  on  all 
distances  up  to  150  miles,  though  on  a 
decreasing  ratio,  but  making  an  average 
increase  of  77 '8  per  cent;  and  whether 
he  will  submit  the  proposed  charges  of 
Railway  Companies  to  a  Committee  of 
Experts  before  any  Provincial  Order  for 
sanctioning  such  rates  is  made  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE :  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  have  made  inquiries  of  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company,  and 
they  inform  me  that  the  comparison 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
made  between  existing  charges  and  the 
proposed  new  maximum  rates.  They 
also  inform  me  that  the  proposed  maxi- 
mum rates  show  a  reduction  on  their 
present  powers.  I  have  already  made 
arrangements  for  securing  skilled  advice, 
and,  if  it  should  prove  necessary,  I  will 
obtain  further  assistance  of  this  nature. 
Mb.  BARTLEY:  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  nothing  is  to  be  settled  until 
the  report  of  an  expert  Committee  shall 
have  been  made. 

♦Sir  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose  to  appoint  a  Special  Committee 
upon  the  matter,  but  to  avail  myself  of 
assistance  in  considering  oases  as  they 
arise. 

TROUT  FISHING  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  ERASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
Temess-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 


whether,  when  the  exercise  of  trout 
fishing  in  an  inland  loch  in  Scotland 
(such  as  Loch  Ruthven,  in  Inverness- 
shire),  to  which  there  are  public  ac- 
cesses, has  been  enjoyed  by  the  public 
without  molestation  long  beyond  the 
period  of  the  long  negative  prescription, 
it  is  competent  to  the  littoral  proprietors 
suddenly  to  close  the  loch  and  exclude 
the  public  unless  a  large  payment  is 
made ;  and  whether  the  police  can  be 
called  upon  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  proprietors  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Buteshire):  As  regards 
the  first  question,  I  cannot  undertake  to 
give  any  answer  which  might  tend  in 
any  way  to  prejudge  a  question  of  pri- 
vate  right ;  and  as  regards  the  second 
part  of  the  question,  the  police  have 
undoubted  authority  to  prevent  any 
undue  interference  with  private  rights, 
but  the  extent  to  which  such  inter- 
ference may  be  exercised  must  depend 
on  the  circumstances  of  each  individual 
case. 

POSTCARD  STAMPS. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh.  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  regulations  under  which 
the  halfpenny  postcard  stamp  is  affixed 
to  sheets  of  cardboard  for  private  per- 
sons ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
provisions  that  these  cards  shall  be 
stamped  in  London  only,  and  that  with 
a  few  specified  exceptions  a  London 
agent  for  persons  in  the  country  must 
attend  at  Somerset  House,  deter  traders 
and  others  elsewhere  than  in  London 
from  having  their  postcards  privately 
printed  ;  and  whether  he  will  endeavour 
to  arrange  that  the  stamping  and  offi- 
cial printing  shall  be  done  at  Edin* 
burgh,  Dublin,  and  other  large  towns, 
and  that  from  the  country  districts  it 
shall  be  in  all  cases  allowed  to  send  the 
sheets  direct  to  the  stamping  office, 
payment  being  made  to  the  locid  autho- 
rities of  the  Post  Office  or  Inland  Re- 
venue ? 

♦ThePOSTMASTER  general  (Mr. 
Raises,  Cambridge  University^ :  My^ 
attention  has  not  been  directed  to  the- 
subjeot  of  the  hon.  Member's  question^ 
and  no  complaint  has  reached  me.  I 
have  made  inquiry  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenae,  and  am  informed  by 
them  that  the  expense  of  setting  up  the 
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TariouB  localities  he  refers  to  vould  be 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  results  to  be 
obtained,  and  I  fear  I  should  not  be 
justified  in  adopting  my  hon.  Friend's 
suggestion. 

SCHOOL  EXAS[INATIONS. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
ashed  the  Vice-President  of  the  Com- 
mittee  of  CounotI  on  Education  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  annual  eiaminatian 
in  religious  knowledge  of  the  children 
in  the  Board  School  at  Suitterfield,  in 
WarwichBhire,  took  place  on  the  2!Iad 
of  March  last,  and  was  conducted  by  the 
£ev.  F.  H.  Weston,  an  Assistant  Dio- 
cesan Inspector  of  Schools  ;  whether 
Mr.  Weston  examined  the  children  in 
the  creed  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  reported  that  they  acquitted  them- 
selves in  a  highly  satisfactory  manner, 
and  that  the  writina;  out  of  the  Creed 
was  almost  perfect,  nut  that  the  mean- 
ing of  some  words  in  it  was  not  quite 
known;  and  whether  such  essmination 
in  the  creed  of  the  Church  and  the 
teaching  which  preceded  it,  were  illegal 
under  the  provisions  of  "The  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act,  1670;"  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Education  Department  will 
take  such  steps  and  make  such  repre- 
sentations to  the  Snitterfield  School 
Board  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent 
such  practices  in  future  F 

*Thb  vice  president  op  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL 
Hart  Dykb,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  facta 
as  given  are  correct,  with  this  exception, 
that  the  Creed  in  question  was  rather  the 
Creed  of  Christendom  than  one  distinc- 
tive of  the  Church  of  England.  I  am 
further  informed  that  no  denominational 
teaching  is  given  with  the  sanction  or 
knowledge  of  the  Board. 

LIEUTENANT  GEOQHEGAN. 
Mh.  SEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  any  communica- 
tion has  been  made  on  the  subject  of 
Lieutenant  Qeoghegan's  order  to  the 
troops  to  withdraw  from  a  Catholic 
church  in  Clonmel  during  religious  ser- 
vice, either  to  Lieutenant  Oeoghegan 
himself,  to  the  soldiers  who  obeyed  the 
order  in  question,  or  to  the  soldiers  who 
remained  in  the  oburch  until  Divine  ser- 
vice was  over  ? 
Mr.  RaiktM 


HomcMtle] :  No,  Sir. 

BDUCATION  AT  HAUGHLET. 
Ma.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  asked  the  Vioe-Prendent  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Council  on  Ednoa- 
bton  whether  he  is  aware  that  on  Friday, 
the  29th  of  March,  the  ahildren  had  to 
be  turned  out  of  Haughley  aohoolroom 
'  1  consequence  of  a  Vestry  meeting  hav- 

ig  adjourned  ttom  the  Vestry  to  the 
schoolroom  in  the  morning,  althonghthe 
room  would  have  been  at  tiie  disposal  of 
the  meeting  in  the  evening;  and 
whether  the  attendanoee  of  the  ahildrm 
on  that  day  wore  oancelled  otring  to 
their  being  sent  home. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GABDNEB  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  also  asked  whether  the 
School  at  Haughley  was  in  the  receipt 
of  a  Parliamentary  grant,  and  by  whose 
authority  the  schoolroom  was  used  for 
the  purposes  of  a  Vestry  meeting  during 
school  hours  ? 

•Sib  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  am  in- 
formed that  on  the  occasion  in  question 
the  children  were  merely  moved  into  an 
adjoining  room  and  that  their  attend- 
ances were  not  cancelled.  The  achool 
at  Haughley  is  in  receipt  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary giant,  and  I  think  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  trustees  had  not 
sanctioned  the  use  of  the  room  in  the 
way  described  during  school  hours. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  la  it  tlia 
fact  that  64  children  were  huddled  to- 
gether in  a  small  room  in  conseqnenoe 
of  the  adjournments  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

•Sib  W.  hart  DYKE  :  I  hare  not 
heard  that  the  children  were  huddled 

together  in  a  small  room,  but  I  beliere 
they  were  put  into  an  adjoining  room, 

where  they  were  properly  taught. 

IRELAND-THE    BELFiHT    RATE 
COLLECTORS. 

Mb.  8EXT0X  asked  the  Chief  SeOM* 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Irish  Looal 
Government  Board  had  been  applied  to 
the  fact  that  in  pursnance  of  a  BesaJn- 
tion  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  Bel- 
fast Board  of  Guardians,  the  rate  ool- 
leotors  in  Belfast  are  to  be  provided  with 
forms  relating  to  the  Farliamentary 
&anchiBet   which  are  not  specified  in 
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^'The    Eepresentation    of  the  People 
Act,    1884,"   or  authorized  by    "The 
Itegistration  (Ireland)  Act,  1885;"  and 
^he  collectors  are  directed  to  fill  up  cer- 
tain columns  of  these  forms,  and  to  serve 
ihem  upon  the   landlords  or  agents  of 
all  dwelling  houses  in  the  city  df  Belfast 
exceeding  the  net  annual  value  of  £4 
and  not  exceeding  the  net  annual  value 
of  £9 ;   and  that,  by  an  order  printed 
upon  the  forms  in  question  the  Guardians 
call  upon  the  landlords  and  agents,  by 
authority  of  the  Statutes  above  cited,  to 
fill  up  the  forms  and  return  them  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  within  21  days  after 
service ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  last  year  informed 
the  Board  that  the  issue  of  such  forms 
would  be  illegal,  and  declined  to  be  con- 
cerned in  it,    and  that  the  solicitor  to 
the  Board  last  year  advised  against  the 
issue  of  these  forms ;  whether  the  clerk 
is  now  absent  from  duty  through  ill- 
health  ;  whether  the  issue  of  form's  not 
provided  for  by  the  Statutes  is  legal ; 
'whether  the  Guardians  who  cause  the 
disbursements  of  the  funds  of  the  Union 
for  this  expenditure  will  be  liable  to 
surcharge ;  and  whether  any  person  is 
under  a  legal  obligation  to  fill  up  and 
return  such  forms  ? 

Mk.  macartney  asked  whether 
forms  of  the  nature  in  question  were 
not  in  ordinary  use  in  large  boroughs  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  answer  the 
question  of   my    hon.    Friend    in    the 
affirmative.     With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  which 
appears  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say 
that,  dealing  with  the  first  paragraph,  I 
am  informed  that  the  attention  of  the 
Local  GK)vemment  Board  has  been  called 
by  the  question  to  circumstances  which, 
I  am  told,  are  noted  with  substantial 
accuracy.     In  reply  to  the  second  para- 
graph, the  Clerk  of  the  Union  last  year 
informed  the  Board  that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  provision  for  the  expense 
of  these  forms,  and  I  am  also  informed 
that  the  solicitor  for  the  Board  has  since 
taken  the  opinion  of  Counsel,  who  have 
advised  him    that  these  forms  can  be 
legally  served.    With  regard  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  Clerk  of  the  Union  is 
now  absent  from    duty,   having  been 
granted  a  month's  leave  on  the  g^und 
of  ill-health.    With  regard  to  paragraph 
four,  I  am  informed  that  the  form  in 
question  is  legal.    As  to  paragraph  five, 


that  relates  to  a  matter  of  accounts, 
which  will  come  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  auditor  in  the  usual  way, 
and  I  cannot  make  any  statement  in 
anticipation  of  what  he  wiU  do.  In 
reply  to  the  sixth  paragraph,  I  am  ad- 
vised that  no  person  is  unaer  the  legal 
obligation  suggested  in  the  paragraph, 
unless  he,  or  the  person  for  whom  he  is 
agent,  is  rated,  or  liable  to  be  rated,  in 
respect  of  the  hereditament  in  question, 
or,  unless  he  has,  by  payment  of  the 
rates,  even  if  not  so  rated,  brought  him- 
self under  the  section  of  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act  1869,  which  is  extended 
to  Ireland  by  the  Eepresentation  of  the 
People  Act  1884. 

ORIGINATING  NOTICES. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Oavan,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  was  aware  that 
many  tenants  in  county  Cavan  served 
originating  notices  before  1st  Novem- 
ber, 1887,  and  have  not  had  their  cases 
heard ;  and,  if  so,  could  he  state  when 
such  cases  were  likely  to  be  heard  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
Commissioners  state  that  some  fair-rent 
applications,  which  were  lodged  with 
them  before  the  Ist  of  November,  1887, 
remained  unheard  in  the  county  Cavan. 
A  Sub-Commission  has  been  sitting  con- 
tinuously  in  that  county  for  the  last  six 
months.  In  the  Unions  of  Bawnboy, 
Cootehill,  and  Bailieborough  cases  have 
been  listed  up  to  the  24th  and  25th  of 
October,  1887.  The  next  list  for  Kells 
and  Oldcastle  will  include  cases  up  to 
the  31st  of  December,  1887. 

PROTESTANT  MEETINGS  AT 
RANDALSTOWN. 
Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  was 
aware  that  a  public  meeting  of  the 
Protestant  inhabitants  of  Eandalstown, 
presided  over  by  Lord  O'Neill,  was 
held  on  Saturday,  30th  March;  whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  Rev. 
R.  Trimble,  Presbyterian  minister, 
seconded  by  the  Rev.  W.  F.  Garstin, 
Vicar  of  Randalstown,  supported  by 
the  Rev.  J.  J.  M'Clure,  Presbyterian 
minister,  and  unanimously  passed,  pro- 
testing against  a  demonstration  wnich 
took  place  on  Sunday,  the  17th  instant; 
whether  he  had  received  any  Reports 
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from  the  Constabulary  authorities  as  to 
the  disorderly  conduct  alleged  to  have 
taken  place ;  and  whether  steps  would 
be  taken  in  future  to  ensure  the  pre- 
servation of  order  and  the  protection  of 
the  Protestant  population  from  annoy- 
ance on  Sunday  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  a  public  meeting 
of  the  Protestant  inhabitants  of 
Bandalstown,  presided  over  by  Lord 
O'Neill,  was  held  on  the  date  named, 
and  that  by  the  Eesolution  referred  to 
in  the  second  paragraph  as  well  as  in 
the  addresses  delivered  at  the  meeting, 
attention  was  called  to  the  disturbances 
created  on  the  17th  of  March  and  to  the 
interruptions  caused  thereby  to  Divine 
service.  The  police  report  that  it  is  the 
ease  the  band  played  through  the  town 
while  Divine  service  was  proceeding. 
The  police  will  do  all  in  their  power  to 
secure  the  objects  referred  to  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

MR.    W.    O'BRIEN. 
Mr.        WILLIAM         ABRAHAM 
(Limerick,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  when  the  train  conveying  Mr. 
O'Brien,  M.P.,  was  passing  through  the 
railway  station,  Newcastle  West,  county 
Limerick,  on  the  23rd  ultimo,  a  number 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Newcastle  West, 
with  a  band,  had  assembled  in  a  field 
near  the  station  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ng  sympathy  with  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber ;  whether  on  the  arrival  of  the  train 
some  20  policemen  left  the  station,  and, 
entering  into  the  field  where  the  people 
were,   without    any    provocation  being 
offered,  proceeded  to  baton  them  indis- 
criminately, having  first  attempted  to 
deprive  the  bandsmen  of  their  instru- 
ments ;  and  who  is  the  officer  responsible 
for  giving  the  order  ? 
*Mr.  a.    J.    BALFOUR :    The   Con- 
stabulary authorities  report  that  on  the 
occasion  in  question  a  large    and  dis- 
orderly crowd  had  assembled.    Some  18 
or   20    police  were  told  off   to    guard 
the  train  at  the  approach  to  it  from  the 
field ;   the  crowd  became  very  violent, 
and  stoned  the  police,  whereupon  the 
officer    in    charge,    District    Inspector 
Wright,  ordered  the  crowd  to  be  dis- 
persed.   The  Head  Constable  and  two 
Constables  were  struck  with  stones,  one 
Constable  being  severely  injured,  and 
unable  to  do  duty  for  a  week  after- 
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wards.  No  one  in  the  oroird  appears 
to  have  received  any  injury.  No  attempt 
was  made  to  deprive  the  bandsmen  of 
their  instruments. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Was  there 
any  disorderly  conduct  indulged  in 
beyond  cheering  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  gather, 
from  the  information  supplied  to  me, 
that  the  crowd  did  not  disperse  until 
after  violence  had  been  displayed  by 
the  police. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  That  was  not  so. 


THE  POLICE  AT  CLONGOREY. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irelend  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  day  before  the  recent  bo^'n- 
ing  of  tenants'  houses  at  Clongorey,  in 
the  county  of  Kildare,  District  Inspector 
Loch  went  round  to  all  the  houses  re- 
ferred to  in  company  with  the  agent  of 
the  landlord  and  told  him  which  houses 
might    be  left  standing    as  fit    to   be 
occupied    by     policemen,     and    which 
might  be  burned   and  levelled   to  the 
ground  as  unfit  for  occupation  by  the 
police ;  wether  it  is  a  fact  that  in  one  of 
the  houses  oil  had  been  kept  for  several 
weeks  to  the  knowledge  and  under  the 
protection  of  the  police  on  g^uard  there, 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  fire  to  the 
houses  when  all  the  evictions  were  com- 
pleted; and  whether  there  were    any 
police  at  Clongorey  on  the  night  of  27th 
March,  in  addition  to  those  set  to  g^ard 
the    emergency    men  stationed  in  the 
evicted   houses;    and,  if  so,  for    what 
purpose  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  County -in- 
spector  Loch  reports  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  he  or  any  other  member  of  the 
police  force  went  round  all  or  any  of  the 
houses  referred  to  in  company  with  the 
agent  as  alleged,  nor  had  any  of  the 
police  anything  to  say  either  to  the 
agent  or  anybody  else  as  to  what  houses 
might  be  left  standing  or  what  hoosea 
destroyed.  It  is  equally  without  found- 
ation that  oil  or  any  other  material  for 
the  destruction  of  the  house  was  kept  in 
any  house  or  place  under  the  pioteotiaii 
or  with  the  knowledge  of  the  polioe ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appears  that 
no  oil  was  used  in  the  burnings.  There 
were  no  polioe  in  Clongorey  on  the 
night  of  the  27th  of  March  in  addition 
to  those  protecting  the  caretakers. 


1793 


Wedding 


(April  8,  1889} 


Rings, 


1794 


Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that 
petroleum  was  stored  in  the  house 
where  the  police  were  ?  I  saw  it  there 
myself. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that,  so  far  as  the 
police  were  aware,  no  explosives  were 
Kept  under  their  protection,  or  stored 
with  their  knowledge. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  should  like  to 
understand  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  really  persists  in  the 
statement  that  a  cask  of  petroleum  was 
not  kept  in  one  of  these  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police  ?  I  repeat  that 
I  saw  it  myself.         

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  stated  with 
•extreme  explicitness  that  no  petroleum 
was  stored  in  any  of  the  houses  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  police,  under  their 
protection. 


personal  protection.    The  man  does  no 
appear  to  have  expressed  any  object  fo 
asking  for  the  goods  in  question,  no 
was  there  any  intimidation  practised  by 
emergency  men  or  police  in  the  matter. 


EMERGENCY  MEN  AND  BOYCOTTING. 

Mr.  CLANCY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  on  Saturday, 
March  30th,  an  "  emergency  man  "  and 
two  policemen  visited  the  establishments 
of  two  or  three  prominent  Nationalist 
shopkeepers  in  the  town  of  Newbridge, 
county  of  Kildare,  and  presented  orders 
for  food,  at  prices  fixed  by  themselves, 
and  not  accepted  by  the  traders  in  ques- 
tion ;    and   whether  the  object  of  this 
proceeding  was  to  lay  the  foundation  for 
a  prosecution  for  boycotting;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the   Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
with  a  view  to  the  institution  of  a  prose- 
cution against  the  emergency  men  and 
police  referred  to  for  intimidation  ? 

Mr.   a.  J.   BALFOUR:    The   Con- 
etabulary    authorities  report  that   the 
facts  are  not  accurately  represented  in 
the  question.    An  emergency  man  did 
visit  the  establishments  of  three  licensed 
publicans  on  the  day  named.    At  one  of 
the    establishments   he   was    informed 
that  he  would  not  get  the  provisions  for 
the  sum  of  lOs.  tendered  by  him ;  at  the 
next  he  was  told  that  the  bread  and 
groceries    were  engaged;     and  at  the 
next  he  refused  to  take  the  goods,  as  he 
considered  the  prices  extortionate.     But 
it  is  not  the  case  that  any  prices  were 
fixed  by  the  police,  nor  haa  they  any- 
thing to  say  to  the  matter,  their  presence 
being  merely  due  to  the  fact  that  they 
were   engaged    in    affording  the  man 
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WEDDING  RINGS. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
with  reference  to  the  case  of  ''  Buckley 
V,    Alexander,"    tried    at    the    recent 
Birmingham    Assizes,    in     which     the 
defendant,  a  jeweller  at  Southampton, 
was  fined  in  the  mitigated  penalty  of 
£60  and  costs  for  selling  rings,   now 
decided  to  be  wedding  rings,  without 
being  hall-marked  and  without  paying 
the  duty  of  1 7s.  per  ounce,  he  is  aware 
that  several  witnesses  of  high  standing 
swore  that  the  rings  in  question  were 
not  wedding  rings,  and  that  the  Assay 
Master  of  Edinburgh  swore  not  only 
that,  in  his  judgment,  they  were  not 
wedding    rings,    but    that    under    no 
circumstances  would   he  have   marked 
such  rinfl^  as  wedding  rings  if  presented 
at  the  Kdinburgh  Assay  Offiee  for  assay ; 
whether  he    is    aware  that  thousands 
of  similar  rings  are  scattered  throughout 
the  stocks  of  the  15,000  licensed  dealers 
throughout     the     United     Kingdom; 
whether,  under  such  circumstances  and 
such  conflicting  evidence,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  remit  the  fine  inflicted 
on    Alexander,   and    also    direct  that, 
pending  the  decision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Plate  Duties,  and  to  the  principle 
of  compulsion  as  applied  to  the  practice 
of  hall-marking  of  gold  and  silver  plate 
and  plain  sold  rings,  no  further  prosecu- 
tions shall    be  instituted  until  further 
notice  is  g^ven ;   and,  whether,  seeing 
that,   by  "The  Revenue  Act,    1884,^' 
certain    foreign    plate    was    exempted 
from  the  compulsory  obligation  of  assay 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  Her  Majesty's 
GK)vemment    will    concede    the   same 
principle  to  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country,  with  a  view  to  encourage  the 
exportation  of  British  wares  to  foreign 
countries  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURT  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) : 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
already  informed  him  that  the  definition 
of  a  wedding  ring  seems  to  be  a  ques- 
tion peculiarly  fitted  for  a  jury  to 
decide.    He  sees  no  reason  to  dispute 
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preii  him  to  answer  tfaia  qneition.  In 
That  sense  can  a  battering  ram  and 
maoliinerj  of  this  elaborate  charaoter  be 
used  for  proteotire  purposee  ? 
*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  presume 
tbe  orders  in  this  case  were  issued  by 
tbe  Dividonat  Oommiesioner ;  and,  as  I 
liare  Btated,  thej  are  in  accordance  with 
tbe  principles  laid  down  bj  the  Irish 
QoTerumeut.  If  the  police  are  to  be 
kept  in  fear  of  stones  and  hot  water,  if 
the;  are  to  be  attacked  by  pitchforks 
and  every  species  of  weapon,  surely 
they  may  adopt  the  best  means  to  over- 
come  illegal  resistance.  They  are  ex- 
posed to  great  risks,  and  tbe  ehorter 
you  make  these  operations  the  more 
effectually  you  protect  tbe  lives  of  those 
vbo,  after  aU,  are  only  doing  their 
duty. 

Ur.  J.  SXORLEY  :  I  quite  assent  to 
That  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
as  to  the  necessity  for  protecting  the 
police ;  but  I  do  not  see  the  need  of  a 
battering  ram  for  that  purpose ;  and  I 
WDu3d  ask  whether  it  could  be  used  for 
any  purpose  but  that  of  destroying  the 
cott^es  of  the  tenants,  and  whether 
that  is  work  which  the  poline  are  called 
upon  to  do  ? 
*Uk.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  follows 
with  sufficient  closeness  the  accounts  of 
the  perfectly  disgraceful  transactions 
that  have  occurred  at  recent  Irish  evic- 
tions, and  he  will  therefore  know  that 
in  the  caee  of  these  evictions  the  police 
have  been  subjected  to  very  great  risks. 
The  risks  are  proportionate  to  tbe 
length  of  the  proceedings,  and  therefore 
everything  should  be  done  to  expedite 
the  proceedings  and  diminish  the  risks 
to  aU  concerned. 

Mb.  J.  UORLET :  I  agree  to  what 
the  right  hon.  (gentleman  has  said  as  to 
the  necessity  of  protecting  tbe  police  ; 
hut  are  tbe  police  to  pull  down  the 
liousea  of  tenants  who  are  being 
evicted  ? 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  they  con- 
tain  rioters  I  conceive  it  would  be  tbe 
duty  of  the  police. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  I  wish  to  know 
how  the  Chief  Secretary  reconciles  his 
preseat  answers  with  the  statement  he 
made  a  day  or  two  ago  in  reference  to 
these  said  evictions — that  the  poli 
were  only  employed  to  protect  the 
bailiffs  and  emergency  men? 
Ur.  J.  MorUy 
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J.  BALFOUB:  I 
that  the  two  anawen  are   in   perfeot 
harmony. 

Mb.  SEIXTON;  I  wish  to  know 
whether  these  engines  are  to  be  brou^t 
by  tbe  police  to  all  eviotiona,  and  par- 
tioularly  if  they  are  to  be  employed  to 
evict  the  families  now  awaiting  erio- 
tion  on  the  estates  of  aiitt-ds-eawtp  of 
Dublin  Castle  1 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFODB:  I  oonoeive 
that  no  geueral  rule  oan  or  ought  to  be 
laid  down  on  the  subject.  This  kind  of 
implement  is  neoessatj  chiefly  in  the 
case  where  the  tenants  put  up  what  I 
may  call  elaborate  fortifioatione  in  order 
to  resist  legal  process. 

Mb.  OLANCT  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.) :    I 

ive  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  resistanoe  has  not  been 
the  bailiffs  of  the  landlords, 
and  not  to  the  police;  and  whether  he 
can  deny  that  the  resistance  has  in  eveiy 
caee  been  abandoned  the  moment  the 
police  oame  on  the  scene? 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  could  not 
imagine  that  euch  a  question  would  be 
put  to  me  in  this  House  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  has  followed  the  oourse  of 
these  proceedings.  I  am  not  aware  of 
a  single  case  where  elaborato  resistance 
to  the  bailiffs  was  abandoned  when  the 
police  appeared  upon  the  eoene. 

Mb.    CLANCY:    I  can    state    that 
was    abandoned    in    every  case    in 
Donegal. 

WALES  AND  THE  EOCIJSIAS'nOAL 
COMMISSIONERS. 

Ma.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merionath- 
sbire]  :  I  have  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tbe  Home  Department 
whether  he  will  grant  the  Betnxn 
relating  to  the  income  and  grants  In 
Wales  of  the  EoolesiastiMl  Oom- 
missioners  ? 

Thb  under  SEORETAKY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  HOME  DEPAKT- 
MENT  (Ur.  Stcabt  Wobtibt,  Shef- 
field, Hallam, :  I  learn  from  the  Eaol«- 
siastial  Commissioners  that  thej  hvn 
no  objection  to  granting  such  a  Batam 
with  respect  to  the  year  I8S8  alone. 

IRELAND— PRISON  ADMINISTRATION. 
Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  th* 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Iiieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  oan  nov  oommnnieate 
the  names  of  the  Commisaionera  to  i&> 
quire  into  prison  treatment,   and  tlw 
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terms  of  the  directions  upon  which  they 
are  to  act  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  cannot  yet  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  more  satisfactory  answer. 
Negotiations  are  proceeding  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Chairman  of  the  Oom- 
mittee,  but  have  not  yet  been  brought 
to  a  successful  conclusion. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  inform  the  House 
whether  the  acceptance  of  these  rules 
will  be  discretionary,  and  will  he  indi- 
cate the  principles  on  which  they  will  be 
enforced,  and  will  he  intimate  to  prison 
officials  the  force  to  be  g^ven  to  the 
rules? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  general 
principles  on  which  the  rules  will  be  en- 
forced are  pretty  much  as  was  laid  down 
in  the  recent  debate  on  the  Bill  affecting 
the  treatment  of  so-called  political 
prisoners  in  Ireland.  If,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  will  answer  it  on 
Monday. 

FATHER  FARRELLY. 

Mr.  sexton  :    I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  after   the  County 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  in  Wicklow 
had  received   and  left  unanswered  the 
letter  of  the  Rev.  Lawrence  Farrelly, 
declaring  his   readiness   to    submit    to 
arrest,  the  Constabulary  held  the  warrant 
unexecuted  for  several  weeka    during 
which  the  reverend   gentleman    might 
have  been  arrested  any  day  at  his  house 
or  in  the  streets  of  Arklow  ;  why,  having 
so    acted,  the  Constabulary  visited  his 
house  at  five  a.m.  and  broke  into  it ; 
why,  having  done  this,  they  afterwards 
allowed  the  reverend  gentleman,  without 
arrest  and  without  a  police  guard,   to 
travel  from  Arklow  and  surrender  him- 
self at  Wexford  Gaol ;  and  whether  the 
warrant  to  arrest  empowered  the  police 
to  break  into  the  house;   and,   if   so, 
what  provision  of  Law  authorized  the 
exercise  of  such  a  power  in  a  case  of 
misdemeanour  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUfi  :  I  understand 
that  though  the  letter  was  sent,  the  reve- 
rend gentleman  afterwards  changed  his 
mind  on  the  subject,  and  when  the  police 
went  to  his  house  they  found  it  barri- 
caded. They  went  to  the  house  at  an 
early  hour  in  the  mominff,  because  they 
thought  there  was  then  the  least  risk  of 


disturbance.  I  am  advised  that  the 
action  of  the  police  in  entering  the  house 
has  its  legal  authority  in  Common  Law. 

EXTRA   DUTY   IN   THE  POST  OFFICE 
SAVINOS  BANK. 
Mr.    JAMES    EOWLANDS    (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  extra  duty  performed  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  for  the  year  1888-9 
exceeded  the  amount  allotted  for  this 
purpose    in    the    Estimates  by  nearly 
£6,000,  he  will  state  from   what  source 
the  excess  has  been  paid  ;  and  whether 
the  reason  for  so  large  a  discrepancy  in 
this  and  previous  years    between  the 
sums  voted  by  this  House  for  extra  duty 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  and 
the  sums  actually  paid  is  to  be  found  in 
the  refusal  to  grant  the  increase  of  staff 
recommended  each  year  by  the  Comp- 
troller in  connection  with  the  Estimates 
as  submitted  by  him;  and,  if  not,  on 
whose  responsibility  was  the  Estimate 
for  1888-9  fixed  at  so  low  a  figure  ? 
*Mr.  BAIKES:  The  excess  referred 
to  can  be  met  out  of  savings  under  other 
sub-heads  of  the  Vote.     A  very  large 
increase  of  business  has  arisen  from  the 
closing  of  a  number  of  old  saving  banks. 
Representations  have  been  made  by  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Savings  Bank  from 
time  to  time  recommending  an  increase 
of    staff.     These    representations  have 
been  partly  met  in  various  ways,  but  the 
whole  question  is  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  I  hope  that 
a    decision   may  shortly  be  arrived  at. 
Meanwhile,  I  have  within  the  last  ten 
days  provisionally  assigned  15  additional 
clerks  to  the  Savings  Bank  Department 
in  order  to  relieve  the  pressure  of  work. 
The  responsibility  for  the  figures  in  the 
Estimates  rests  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

SWAZILAND. 

Me.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR 
(Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
received  a  Petition  from  King  Umban* 
dine  asking  that  Swariland  may  be 
placed  under  British  protection,  in  ac- 
cordance with  promises  said  to  have  been 
made  to  him  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  at  the 
time  of  his  rendering  assistance  to  the 
British  forces  during  the  Secoocsni  War : 
whether  in  view  of  the  persistent  and 
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♦Mb.  EITCHIE:  I  cannot  exactly 
state  the  time.  It  has  now  almost 
reached  a  form  in  which  it  can  be  intro- 
duced, and  I  hope  the  Bill  will  not  be 
very  long  delayed. 


NAVY  BILL. 

Viscount  CURZON  (Bucks,  Wy- 
combe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state 
when  the  Second  Iteading  of  the  Navy 
Bill  will  be  taken,  and  whether  the  Bill 
will  be  put  down  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  day  on  which  it  is  to  be  taken  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  yet  say 
■  when  the  Second  Reading  will  be  taken, 
for  it  is  not  yet  introduced.  But  on 
Thursday,  or  Monday  at  the  latest,  I 
hope  I  shall  be  able  to  name  a  day  for 
the  Second  Reading. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  H.  BYRON  REED  :  May  I  ask 
-  when  we  are  likely  to  reach  Glass  2  of 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :    The  Govem- 
xnent  are    anxious  to  make   as  much 
ipro^ress  as  possible,  but  unfortunately 
<  it  does  not  depend  on  them  how  rapid 
that  progress  is.     If  my  hon.  Friend  is  a 
diligent  attendant  in  this  House,  he  may 
be  able  to  form  his  own  estimate  of  the 
time  the  hon.  Members  think  it  necessary 
to  take  for  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates and  of  the  time  likely  to  elapse 
before  Glass  2  is  reached. 


'BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE, COMMITTEE 

OF  SUPPLY. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  this 
day  resolve  itself  into  the  Gommittee  of 
Supply  after  the  Fifth  Order  of  the  Day 
has  been  disposed  of. — {3fr,  William 
Henry  Smith,) 

ORDER  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE. 
Resolutions  reported — 

'*That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  (b)  the 
creation  of  a  Naval  Defence  Account,  to  which 
moneys  issued  for  the  aforesaid  purposes  may  bo 
carried,  and  the  advance,  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  the  temporary  borrowing,  on 
the  security  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of  any 
sums  which  may  be  required  to  meet  excess  of 
expenditure  in  any  financial  year." 

*'That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  (c)  the 
adoption  of  provisions  to  carry  the  above  objects 
Bto  effect." 


Sib  W.  PLOWDEN  ( Wolverhamptoii, 
W.) :  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Houaa 
for  more  than  a  moment ;  but,  Sir,  I 
desire  to  take  this  opportunity  of  asldng 
the  Government  to  give  us  assurance 
that  the  Naval  Estimates  Gommittee  of 
last  year  will  be  reconstituted  in  the 
present  year.  That  Gommittee  sat  for 
only  one  Session  and  was  not  able  to 
complete  its  labours,  reporting  on 
only  four  votes.  The  Army  Estimates 
Gommittee,  on  the  contrary,  sat  for 
practically  two  Sessions  and  completed 
its  labours. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  Order!  I 
am  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  he  is  not  in  order  in  raising  a 
discussion  on  this  subject  at  this  stage. 
Sib  W.  PLOWDEN :  Am  I  not  in 
order  in  asking  the  Government  for  an 
assurance  that  the  Naval  Estimates  Gom- 
mittee will  be  reconstituted  ? 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  GenUe- 
man  may  put  a  question. 

Sib  W.  PLOWDEN  :  Then  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  can 
give  me  such  an  assurance  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  received 
no  notice  of  this  question,  though  it  is 
of  a  character  which  renders  due  notioa 
most  desirable.  Speaking  offhand,  and 
having  in  view  the  large  amount  of 
work  before  the  House,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  desirable  to  re- appoint  the 
Naval  Estimates  Gommittee  in  the 
present  Session.  A  very  careful  con- 
sideration was  given  to  the  matter  by 
the  Government  last  Session,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
public  business  to  re- appoint  the  Gom- 
mittee. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  should 
like  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that,  while  the  Army  Estimates  Gom- 
mittee has  gone  through  all  the  Votes, 
the  Naval  Estimates  Gommittee  has 
not  dealt  with  several  important  Votes. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Again,  I  say,  I 
think  that  these  questions  ought  not  to 
be  sprung  upon  the  House.  While  I 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  re-appoint 
the  Gommittee  this  Session,  I  by  no 
means  wish  to  exclude  a  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Estimates. 

Sib  E.  reed  (Gardiff) :  I  should  like 
to  ask  what  opportunity  will  be  furnished 
to  the  House  in  the  course  of  pro- 
cedure after  the  introduction  of  the  fiill, 
for  discussing  and  taking  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  the   question   of  the 
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And  ezperienoed  Inspector,  refused  to 
take  further  action. 

THE    COAL    MINES    REGULATION 
AOT,  1887— WEIGHINa  CLAUSES. 

Mb.  PIOKAED  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  received  a  Petition 
•from  the  Better  Bed  miners  of  the 
Bowling  Coal  and  Iron  Company,  Brad- 
-ford,  Yorkshire,  again  praying  that  the 
Weighing  Clauses  of  *' The  Coal  Mines 
Begulation  Act,  1887,"  be  put  into 
operation ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
instruct  the  Mines  Inspector  for  the  dis- 
ixict  to  see  that  Clauses  12,  13,  and  14, 
are  applied  and  carried  out  at  this  firm 
at  once. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  received 
a  Petition  from  certain  miners  of  the 
Bowling  Coal  and  Iron  Company, 
asking  for  the  enforcement  of  Section 
12  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act,  1887,  and  I 
have  directed  the  Inspector  to  make  full 
inouiry  as  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
colliery  and  the  wishes  of  the  men. 
When  I  receive  his  Report  I  shall  be  in 
a  position  to  decide  whether  the  exemp- 
tion at  present  enjoyed  by  this  Company 
ought  to  be  revoked. 

wt:lsh  tithe  collections. 

Mr.  bo  wen  ROWLANDS  (Cardi- 
ganshire) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  an  application  was  made  by  the 
Ohief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire  to  the 
Swansea  Town  Council  for  the  loan  of 
mounted  police  for  the  purpose  of  assist- 
ing at  tithe  collections;  and  whether 
euch  application  was  made  before  or 
^ter  the  16th  of  March,  the  date  on 
which  information  as  to  the  intention  of 
the  peasants  in  the  parish  of  Penbryn  to 
ill-use  the  bailiffs  was  given  to  the 
Ohief  Constable  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Police  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes.  Sir ;  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Constable  that 
^uch  an  application  was  made.  The  oor- 
Tespondence  took  place  previously  to  the 
16th  of  March.  Though  the  Swansea 
Town  Council  placed  mounted  constables 
^t  the  disposal  of  the  Chief  Constable, 
he  did  not  make  use  of  them  at  any 
time. 

Mb.  bo  WEN  ROWLANDS:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  he 
xeconciles  this  with  his  previous  answer, 
lihat  no  application  was  made  for  the 


constables  until  after  the  16th  March, 
when  the  Superintendent  gave  informa- 
tion that  the  people  intended  to  resist  the 
police  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  correspond- 
ence, as  I  understand,  took  place  prior 
to  the  16th  March,  and  the  application 
was  renewed  after  the  16th  March. 

Mb.  bo  wen  ROWLANDS :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make  in- 
quiries as  to  how  it  is  that  statements  on 
this  subject  sent  to  the  Home  Office  are 
so  irreconcilable. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
cow  sold  by  auction  in  Carlisle  was 
knocked  down  to  the  first  bidder  for 
£3  10s.,  a  sum  manifestly  below  her 
value  if  sound,  he  will  direct  an  inquiry, 
independent  of  the  local  veterinary 
authorities,  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  case 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid):  Before 
the  question  is  answered,  I  should  like 
to  ask  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  cow  in 
question  was  a  bull  ? 

TUE  FACTORY  ACTS-OERTIFYING 
SURGEONS  IN  FACTORIES. 

Mb.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  has 
considered  the  representations  made  to 
him  by  the  important  deputations  from 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  of  both 
masters  and  men  in  favour  of  dispensing 
with  the  office  of  certifying  surgeons  in 
factories;  and  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject  in  the  present 
Session  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  representa- 
tions referred  to  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  have  been  under  my  considera- 
tion ;  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  introduce 
a  Bill  amending  the  Factory  Acts  this 
Session,  and  I  will  take  that  opportunity 
of  stating  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

THE  IMPORTATION  OF  DISEASED 

CATTLE. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  (Bucks,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  who  are  the 
officials  on  whose  information  the  Privy 
Council  rely,  when  they  prohibit  or 
allow  the  landing  of  animals  from 
foreign  oountries;  how  often  in  each 
year  such  officials  report  to  the  Home 
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GoTeniment  on  the  aanitaxy  condition 
of  the  auimals  of  the  foreign  country 
to  which  the  J  are  accredited ;  and  what 
was  the  ten  our  and  date  of  the  last 
Beport  from  Germanj,  in  consequence 
of  which  the  four  cargoes  of  sheep, 
suffering  from  foot-and-mouth  disease, 
were  recently  landed  at  Hull,  Grimsby, 
Hartlepool,  and  Deptford? 

The  vice  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count  Lewisham,  Lewisbam) :  The  Privy 
Council  receives  information  of  out- 
breaks of  disease  from  Foreign  Govem- 
ments,  and  also  from  Briti^  Consuls. 
From  countries  in  which  contagious 
disease  exists  Reports  are  sent  every 
month,  but  the  British  Consuls  are 
required  to  telegraph  immediately  on 
receiving  information  of  an  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease.  Information  of 
the  discorery  of  foot-and-mouth  disease 
at  Hamburg  was  received  from  the 
German  Embassy,  and  was  accompanied 
by  the  statement  that  the  export  of 
sheep  from  Hamburg  had  been  stopped 
by  the  Hamburg  authorities.  Before, 
however,  the  disease  was  detected  in 
Hamburg,  some  diseased  sheep  had  been 
shipped  and  were  on  their  way  to  this 
country. 

COLONIAL  CONSTITUTIONS. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  why 
it  is  that  no  replies  in  connection  with 
the  Return  issued  last  month  relating 
to  Colonial  Constitutions  were  received 
from  Canada  or  from  Tasmania,  al- 
though the  Circular  Letter  to  Colonial 
Governors  was  sent  on  the  26th  of 
March  1888  ;  and  whether  the  Colonial 
Office  took  proper  steps  to  expedite  the 
sending  of  replies  from  those  two  Colo- 
nies ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  I  am  unable 
to  say  why  Canada  and  Tasmania  have 
not  replied  to  the  Circular  of  26th 
March  1888  ;  but  they  were  reminded, 
and  a  reply  pressed  for,  in  a  despatch 
dated  18th  December  1888.  I  may 
add  that  accounts  of  the  Constitutions 
of  Canada  and  Tasmania  will  be  found 
in  the  Colonial  Office  List. 

BARRY  LINKS  ARTILLERY  RANGE. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  the  Government  have 
abandoned  the  Artillery  land  range  at 

Mr,  Hubbard 


Barry  links;  and,  if  bo,  will  theyallor 
the  gnnB  and  Gk>Yemnient  stores  to  be 
sent  to  Irvine  land  range  of  2,000 
yards,  secured  by  lease  of  seven  yean; 
and  if  the  cost  of  sending^  the  Militis 
Artillery  Corps  into  camp  at  Irvine  will 
be  less  than  sending  them  to  Barry  f 

*Mk.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  Govern. 
ment  have  not  abandoned  the  artillery 
range  at  Barry  links,  but  they  have 
not,  up  to  the  present  time,  been  able 
to  arrange  with  Lord  Dalhousie's  tutors 
for  its  use,  the  rent  demanded  being,  in. 
the  opinion  of  the  War  Department, 
excessive.  Pending  further  eonsiderap 
tion  of  this  point,  it  is  not  at  present 
contemplated  to  send  the  g^uns  and 
stores  to  Irvine.  The  cost  of  sendinff. 
the  Eastern  regiments  of  Scottish  Artif 
lery  Militia  to  Irvine  would  be  fi^reater 
than  that  of  sending  them  to  Bany. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART :  In  the  erent 
of  the  Government  not  beiog^  able  to 
secure  the  range,  will  the  Government 
be  willing  to  send  the  guns  and  stores 
to  the  Irvine  land  range  ? 

«Mb.  stanhope  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  not  press  me  on  that  point.  The 
whole  matter  is  awaiting  decision. 

THE  TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  BILLS. 

Mr.  BTKON  BEED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury when  the  Tithe  Bent-charge  Bills 
will  be  introduced;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  if  they  deem  it 
difficult  to  carry  the  Bills  of  last  year 
during  the  present  Session,  will  be  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  facili- 
tate the  simple  recovery  of  unpaid  Tithe 
Bent-charge  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  Sir,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  give- 
my  hon.  Fr-end  the  information  he  de- 
sires ;  but  if  he  will  be  so  good  as  to 
repeat  his  question  after  Easter,  I  Iuype> 
then  to  give  him  a  satisfactory  answer. 

Mh.  H.  GARDNER :  Do  the  Go- 
verament  intend  to  bring  in  the  Bills 
this  Session  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  listened  to  my  answer^  L 
think  he  would  have  gathered  from  it 
that  such  was  certainly  our  intention. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy 
whether  the  accounts  showing  "the- 
sums  received  and  expended  for  the- 
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purposes  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  for 
the  year  ending  31  st  March,  1889  "  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  of  the  House 
before  the  Vote  on  the  Metropolitan 
Police  is  taken. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Under  the 
Ist  Section  of  the  Act  30  and  31 
Vict.  ch.  89,  the  Beoeiyer's  accounts 
have  to  be  presented  to  Parliament 
within  30  days  after  the  31st  of  March 
if  Parliament  be  then  sitting ;  and  this 
enactment  will  be  observed. 

Mr.  J.  EOWLANDS  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  say  that  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Vote  will  not  be  taken  until  these 
accounts  are  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  shaU  be  ex- 
ceedingly glad  if  it  can  be  so  arranged. 

BURIALS  IN  WESTMINSTER  ABBEY. 

Mb.  summers  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  Section  13  of  ''The  Burial 
Laws  Amendment  Act,  1880;"  and 
whether,  under  this  Clause,  it  would  be 
perfectly  legal  to  bury  an  unbaptized 
person  in  Westminster  Abbey,  or  indeed 
any  church  in  which  burials  may  law- 
fully be  held  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Section  13  of 
the  Burial  Laws  Amendment  Act  of  1880 
was  brought  under  my  notice  when  the 
former  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  on  the  paper,  and  I  can  only 
reoeat  the  answer  I  then  gave  him,  that 
I  aid  not  feel  myself  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion  on  the  legal  points  of  the  case. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  Might  I  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  the  right  of  interment  in 
a  church  does  not  depend  on  the 
ecclesiastical  state  of  the  decea!>ed  per- 
son, and  whether  Sir  Rowland  Hill  was 
not  buried  in  a  church,  though  an  un- 
baptized person  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  have 
notice  of  that  question. 

CATTLE  DISEASE. 

Mb.  CHARLES  DARLING  (Dept- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Chamber- 
lain whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Priry  Council  to  permit  tne 
import  of  live  sheep  from  the  Nether- 
lands, and  not  to  require  them  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing,  on 


the  ground  that  the  sheep  of  the  Nether- 
lands  are  now  free  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease;  and  whether  the  Lords  of  the 
Priyy  Council  intend  no  longer  to 
enforce  the  law  concerning  the 
slaughter  of  infected  animals  at  ports  of 
landing,  but  to  permit  the  entrance  of 
live  sheep  from  countries  free  from 
disease,  and  absolutely  to  prohibit  those 
coming  from  infected  countries  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  any  provision  will  be  made 
for  the  hundreds  of  people  who  will  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  round  Dept-- 
ford  Cattle  Market  ? 

Viscount  LEWISHAM  :  The  Amend- 
ment Order  of  March  1,  which  does  not 
come  into  effect  until  June  1,  will  admit 
sheep  from  the  Netherlands  without 
slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing,  and  at 
present  the  landing  of  all  animals  from. 
Germany,  including  sheep,  in  this 
country  is  prohibited.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Contagious  Diseases  of 
Animals  Acts,  animals  may  be  landed  for 
slaughter  from  all  countries  if  not  pro* 
hibited  by  Order  of  Council,  and  the 
Priinr  Council  have  no  power  to  alter 
the  law  in  this  respect.  The  Privy 
Council  are  bound  to  exempt  from  these 
regulations  any  country  which  complies 
with  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Act  of  1878.  At  the  present  time  these 
countries  are  Scandinavia  and  Canada,- 
and  the  Netherlands  from  the  Ist  of 
June  next.  The  Privy  Council  are  not 
in  a  position  to  make  any  provision  for 
persons  who  may  be  affected  by  any 
Order  passed  by  them  in  the  exercise  of 
the  duties  imposed  on  them  by  Parlia- 
ment. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE)  BILL. 

Me.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  the  Committee  stage  of  this 
Bill  this  evening  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  it 
will  be  in  our  power  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  to-night.  lam  not  aware  that  there 
is  any  serious  objection  to  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  There  is. 


SANITARY  LAWS  AMENDMENT  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

♦Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras^ :  May  I 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  when  he  will  be  able  to 
introduce  his  Bill  to  amend  and  consoli* 
date  the  sanitary  laws  ? 
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r'\^^f  iVt"V,Je  stood  out  for 
h^'"^:i'^'J^'U  »e  think- 
^'"^',/,>r»'''''i.'ln  county  adminiatra- 

0.'""  jT^lrpi'iC-i^  conatrained  to   come 
(i"^,.J  be  f'^lZ   ^v3teIU.      \Vb  aball 
^i\  t^^  ^Jha  full  compltimBnt  of  fuac- 
A^  "-'/duties  fo«  the  County  Councaa 
(ion'  '"   >icotci>tIi  counties,  and  the  ad- 
in  '."     lion  of  the  roads  is  one  of  the 
•""""'inipoctant.      Now,    Sir,    I    have 
"""'Illy  niftiiioned  that,  while  the  roads 
"''a^n'y  and  the  power  of  rating  in 
"cuuaty  sre  vested  in  the  general  body 
?f  county  Eoad  Trustees,  the  mansRe- 
Qjeat  is  to  a  large  extent  vested  in  the 
],aD<la  of  Hubordiaate  bodies.     Diatrict 
Couiuiittees  are  i;anstituted  in  each  of 
tbb   counties  of    Scotland  to  supervize 
gnd  adminiator  the  roads  in  tliait  dis- 
trict.    1  think  my  hoii.  Friends  repre- 
senting Scottish  counties  will  agree  that 
that  system  has  worked  extremely  well 
— that  the  county  is  too  large,  and  cer- 
tainly the   parish  too  small,   to  enable 
satisfactory    management,    unless    you 
adopt   an   intermediate   area ;  and,   ac- 
cordingly, we  propose  nut  merely  that 
that  method — as  well  as,  I  may  say  in 
passing,  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Iload 
Act — shall    not    merely   pass  into  the 
hands  of  the  new  body,  but  shall  con- 
tinue practically   as   before.      But   we 
do    more.      We    have    in  the    District 
Road     Committee    a     very    important 
example    and    lesion,    and    wa    think 
that    this   is   an    occasion    on    which 
it    may    be    well    to   reconstitute    the 
district    committee  ^and    to  add  to   its 
duties.     It  has  sometimes    been    pro- 
posed that  in    our  Scottish   system  wo 
should  hare  district  couuciU,    and   no 
doubt  there  is  much  to  be  said  for  that. 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Rohertton 
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'"  !,'iil'''V}*^^  sections.  And,  accordingly, 
>  fi}aak  that  the  Scottish  people  gene- 
rally will  welcome  a  plan  which  enables 
^^,  •■-,  matters  which  are  better  administered 
'' !'■'"'''' h»f  ^y  districts  than  either  by  counties  on 
•  '^"'^...u^J  the  one  hand,  or  parishes  on  the  other, 
to  be  put  into  the  charge  of  a  body 
which  you  have  got  ready  to  hand. 
Well,  Sir,  we  constitute  it  in  this  way. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil to  divide  its  county  into  districts,  and 
I  should  think  probably  it  will  not  find 
much  difficulty  in  dotermiuing  districts, 
because  they,  again,  are  already  at  hand 
in  the  road  districts.  But  it  is  in  their 
power,  and  they  must  consider  the 
gensral  convenience  of  administration, 
to  divide  the  county  into  districts,  and 
in  the  matters  relegated  to  district 
management  the  district  committee  will 
he  constituted  thus.  It  will  contain  all 
the  members  of  the  County  Council  who 
sit  for  the  electoral  divisions  comprised 
within  the  district;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  of  two  members  Co  ba  elected  by 
ench  Parochial  Hoard  within  the  district. 
The  reason  why  wo  propose  tbis  change 
will,  I  think,  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
House.  I  liBve  hitherto  spoken  of 
transfers  of  powers  from  existing  county 
bodies  to  the  County  Council  and  its 
committees.  Dut  I  will  now  mention 
to  the  House  a  transfer  wo  make  from 
another  quarter.  At  present  the  law 
relating  to  public  health  is  administered 
by  the  I'arochital  Hoard  in  the  county  as 
the  local  authority,  and  judging  from 
the  opinions  of  those  concerned  in  the 
administration  in  all  its  regions,  I 
gather  that  that  administration  has  not 
been  completely  successful.  I  believe 
that  in  mauy  parts  of  Scotland  the  Pub- 
lic Health  Act  is  liitle  better  than  a  dead 
letter,  and  it  is  most  desirable  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  add  strength 
and  vigour  to  the  administration  of  it. 
Accordingly,  we  propose  to  divest  the 
Parochial  Board  of  its  powers  as  local 
authority  under  the  Public  Health  Act, 
and  to  transfer  those  powers  to  the 
County  Council,  to  be  exercised  through 
the  District  Committees.  We  fix  and 
settle  the  functions  of  the  District  Com- 
mittees in  this  way,  that  wo  make  tham 
the  Statutory  Local  Authority  for  their 
districts ;    and,   accordingly,    while  th6 
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description  of  vessels  to  be  built  ?  The 
French  Gh>yemment  is  building  fast 
•cruisers  ooyered  all  over  with  thin 
armour  to  keep  out  the  new  melenite 
flhells.  In  the  Admiralty  scheme  some 
of  the  60  cruisers  are  to  be  laid  down 
two  or  three  years  hence,  and  not  one  of 
them  has  this  kind  of  protection.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  must  see 
that  an  opportunity  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided for  discussing  and  taking  the 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  such  a  ques- 
tion. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  think  that 
the  question  is  one  which  can  be  dis- 
cussed either  on  the  Second  Heading  of, 
or  in  Oommittee  on,  the  Bill.  Although 
the  French  are  building  one  or  two 
cruisers,  there  is  only  one  covered  with 
thin  armour;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  CardifiP  declares  that  such  in  a  better 
mode  of  protection  than  that  adopted  by 
the  Admiralty,  I  am  prepared  to  combat 
that  view.  Undoubtedly  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  for  the  discussion  of  the 
•question. 

Hesolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Resolution  which  was 
upon  the  4th  instant  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Defence,  and  was  then  agreed 
to  by  the  House,  be  now  read  ; 

''That  it  is  expedient  to  nuthorize  (a)  the 
expenditure  of  a  sum  not  exceeding  £21,500,000, 
for  the  purpose  of  building,  arming,  equipping, 
and  completing  for  sea  vessels  for  Her  Majesty  s 
Navy ;  of  this  expenditure  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£10,000,000  to  be  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  in  the  seven  years  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1896;  and  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£11,500,000,  to  be  issued  out  of  moneys  pro- 
vided by  Parliament  for  Naval  Services  during 
the  five  financial  years  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1894." 

Ordered,  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the 
said  Kesolution,  and  upon  the  Hesolutions  this 
day  agreed  to  b^  the  House;  and  that  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  and  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach  do 
prepare  and  bring  it  in. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  186.] 

MOTIOy. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  FOR  SCOTLAND. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBERTSON,  Buteshire)  moved  for  leave 
to  introduce  the  followiog  Bills  :  — Bill 
to  amead  the  laws  relating  to  local 
government  in  Scotland  ;  Bill  to  make 
supplementary  provisions  for  amending 
the  laws  relating  to  local  government 
in  Scotland ;    Bill  to  amend  the  laws 


relating  to  the  election  of  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland ;  and  Bill  to  amend 
the  procedure  in  regard  to  Private  Bills 
relating  to  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said, — The  four 
Bills  which  stand  in  my  name  embody 
the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Governr 
ment  regarding  local  government  for 
Scotland  in  the  wider  sense  of  that 
term.  Before  closing,  I  shall  explain 
to  the  House  what  is  the  relation 
of  the  several  Bills,  and  what  are  the 
region  and  scope  of  each.  But  my 
main  purpose  is  to  explain  the  measure 
of  which  each  is  a  part,  and,  accordingly, 
I  shall  venture  to  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  whole 
of  the  Bills,  as  forming  a  scheme  for 
local  government  in  Scotland.  The 
matter  in  hand  is  large  and  detailed, 
and  I  shall  have,  I  fear,  to  make  a  large 
claim  upon  the  indulgence  and  patience 
of  the  House,  and  for  that  reason,  if  for 
no  other,  I  abstain  from  all  but  the 
fewest  general  observations  on  the 
importance  of  this  subject.  But  I 
think  that  the  statement  of  a  few 
principles  may  better  remind  the 
House  of  the  difficulties  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  also  of  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Government  undertakes  to  deal  with 
it.  In  the  first  place,  I  hope  that  all  in 
the  House  will  agree  that  a  satisfactory 
measure  of  local  government  for  Scotland 
must  be  distinctively  Scottish  in  its 
acceptance  of  characteristic  methods  of  ad* 
ministration,  in  its  development  of  them, 
and,  if  necessary,  also  in  its  terminology. 
Secondly,  while  the  primary  object  of  all 
such  measures  is  eood  administration,  yet 
it  is  right  as  largely  as  possible  to  apply  to 
local  government  that  popular  interest 
in  public  aflfairs  which  is  characteristic 
of  the  times.  Related  to  that  last  pro- 
position, I  may  sav  that  regard,  on  the 
other  hand,  must  be  had  to  the  serious 
problems  presented  by  the  existing  sys- 
tem of  rating  in  Scotch  counties,  in  view 
of  the  general  principle  that  the  ad- 
ministration and  rates  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  provide  them.  In 
the  next  place,  the  scheme  must  be 
one  applicable  to  the  whole  of  Scotland, 
and  it  must,  therefore,  be  fitted  to  stand 
the  strain  of  the  various  social  and  eco- 
nomic conditions  to  be  found  in  a 
country  which  extends  from  the  English 
border  to  the  farthest  Hebrides.  Lastly, 
I  think  all  will  agree  that,  however  am- 
bition might  prompt   in  the  opposite 
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direction,  the  scheme,  while  comprehen- 
sive, mast  be  of  such  reasonable 
dimensions  that  it  can  pass  through 
Parliament.  The  question  is  sometimes 
raised  whether  in  the  general  view  of 
local  government  one  should  begin 
with  the  larger  or  smaller  unit  or 
area  of  administration.  I  confess,  keep- 
ing especially  in  view  the  proposals 
with  which  I  am  charged,  that  comes  to 
be  much  more  a  question  of  rhetorical  or 
argumentative  arrangement.  But  mj 
grounds  for  saying  so  will  better  appear 
when  the  scheme  is  further  developed. 
I  propose  to  speak  first  of  the  govern- 
ment of  counties,  and  in  order  to  define 
that  word  I  must  deal  in  the  first  place 
with  burghs.  I  speak  of  burghs  rather 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  the  ground 
of  a  subject  with  which,  fortunately,  we 
do  not  require  to  deal.  The  Eoyal  and 
Parliamentary  burghs  in  Scotland  are 
very  numerous  ;  some  are  large 
and  some  are  small.  But  each 
one  of  them  is  a  completely  equipped 
and  self-contained  municipality.  The 
county  authorities  do  not  exercise  any 
jurisdiction  within  the  Hoyal  and 
Parliamentary  burghs,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  those  burghs  do  not  contri- 
bute to  the  county  rates.  Now,  I 
profess  to  a  predilection  for  the  Hoyal 
and  Parliamentary  burghs  of  Scotland, 
which  I  believe  is  common  in  that 
country;  and  I  have  a  superstitious 
dread  of  raising  a  hand  against 
the  organization  of  those  homes  and 
centres  of  civic  life  in  Scotland. 
But,  viewing  the  matter  in  a  more 
utilitarian  and  rationalistic  spirit,  I 
cannot  help  thinking,  in  a  Bill  the 
object  of  which  is  toi  extend  Municipal 
institutions  in  Scotland,  it  would  be  a 
singular  beginning  to  pull  them  down 
where  they  already  exist  ;  and, 
accordingly,  we  propose  to  leave  the 
Hoyal  and  Parliamentary  burghs  as 
they  stand,  subject  only  to  two  modifica- 
tions. At  present,  the  burghs  of  Scotland 
are  equipped  with  a  separate  and  inde- 
pendent police  force  where  they  have 
over  5,000  of  population;  and  it  has 
sometimes  been  a  matter  of  observation 
that  that  is  rather  too  small  an  area  to 
maintain  a  force,  and  that  the  general 
efficiency  would  be  greater  if  the  forces 
were  attached  to  larger  areas.  That  is 
a  point  to  which  attention  was  recently 
directed.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Select 
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Committee  on  the  Burghs  Police  and 
Health  Bill  that  the  oonolusion  come  to 
was  that  it  would  be  better  to  raise 
the  figure  from  5,000  to  7,000,  and  to- 
fix  7,000  as  the  limit  at  which  the  sepa- 
rate   burgh   police   forces    should   be 
merged  in  the  county  police.     We  pro- 
pose to  carry  out  that  recommendation. 
The  second  instance  of  deviation   from 
the  principle  I  have  stated  is  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  the  Oontagiouft 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act.    There,  again, 
every  Royal  and  Parliamentary  burgh 
is  a  separate  Local  Authority,  and  there 
again   we  propose  that  they  should  ht 
merged  in  the  county  when  under  7,000. 
A  word  now  as  regards  what  are  called 
police  burghs.    They  are,  again,  subject 
to  these  two  modifications,  and  subject 
to  the  limit  of  7,000  population  whidi  I 
have  mentioned ;    otherwise   we  leave 
the   police  burghs   just   as    they   are. 
They  will  retain  their  complete  inde- 
pendence and  autonomy.     Accordingly, 
I    part   with  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject by  saying  that  I  believe  we  shall 
fulfil  the  loudly-expressed  desire  of  the 
burghs  in  Scotland,  and  I  think  I  may 
also  consult  the  general  convenience  if 
we    leave    them    in    the    full    enjoy- 
ment of  their  pristine  independence  and 
autonomy.     That  leads  me  to  consider 
the  administration  to   be   provided  for 
the  counties  apart  from  the  towns.    I 
think  it  is  convenient  that  I  should  re- 
mind the  House  of  what  is  the  existing 
administration  and  what  axe  the  bodies 
which  at  present  wield  power  in  the 
counties.     Speaking  roughly,  we  may 
say    that  there  are  four  bodies  which 
require    to   be    mentioned — the    Oom- 
missioners  of  Supply,  the  HoadTrusteeSr 
the  Local  Authorities  under  the  Oon- 
tagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  and  the 
Justices  of  the  Peace  exercising  those 
miscellaneous     administrative     powers 
which  are  vested  in  them  by  Statute. 
I  desire  to  assure  the  House  at    the 
outset    that    it    is   only  administratiTe 
functions  we  propose  to  meddle  with  in 
the  government  of  the  counties.     The 
House  knows  that  for  the  peace  of  a 
county  the  Sheriff  is  responsibie.     With 
him  rests  the  duty  of  maintaining  orders 
and  in  his  hands  are  the  use  andthe  dis- 
position of  the  police  force,  which  is  pro* 
vided  and  equipped  by  the  county  body. 
Accordingly,    it    is    with    a    complete 
reservation    of   these  judicial  powers^ 
which   would  be    entirely  beyond  the 
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provinoe  of  any  such  measure,  that  I 
proceed  to  discuss  the  changes  we  pro- 
pose to  make.  The  Ck>mmi88ioner8  of 
Supply  are  a  body  in  which  are  vested 
considerable  and  yarious  powers.  They 
4ire  the  most  important  body  in  the 
County,  and  so  far  as  administration  is 
concerned,  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
do  not  figure  nearly  so  largely  among 
them  as  they  do  in  England.  The 
Oommissioners  of  Supply  consist  of 
the  owners  of  property  only — the 
owners  of  land  of  £100  annual 
Talue  and  the  owners  ,of  houses  of  £200 
jmnual  value.  It  is  therefore  a  body 
consisting  entirely  of  landowners.  If  it 
be  said  that  that  is  an  anomaly,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  at  the  same  time  that 
there  is  a  correlative  anomaly  in  the 
rating,  because  the  whole  county  rates 
which  are  levied  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply  are  levied  on  owners  only. 
Accordingly,  representation  and  rating 
have  gone  together  in  the  most  definite 
and  complete  way,  with  th  is  one  exception. 
The  Commissioners  of  Supply  levy  their 
rates  on  all  owners  of  property,  even  on 
those  under  £i00  value.  That  is 
the  only  defect  or  anomaly  in 
the  system  known  as  representing 
the  combination  of  representation 
and  rating.  I  will  mention  one  or 
two  of  the  leading  duties  of  the 
Oommissioners  of  Supply.  They  are 
-charged  with  the  duty  of  equipping  and 
maintaining  the  police  force  in  the 
county,  but  it  would  be  an  error  to  say 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  have 
all  the  functions  relating  to  police  which, 
at  first  siffht,  might  be  implied  from  that 
term.  They  rate  for  the  police ;  they 
maintain  the  police ;  but,  so  far  as  the 
management  of  the  police,  the  appoint- 
ing of  the  Chief  Constable,  suggesting  an 
alteration  in  the  numbers  of  the  force 
and  the  like,  are  concerned,  the  functions 
rest  not  with  the  Commissioners  of  Sup- 
ply, but  with  the  Police  Committee,  con- 
sisting of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  the 
Sheriff,  and  a  certain  number  of  elected 
•Commissioners  of  Supply  from  their  own 
body,  the  numbers  being  from  three  to 
15.  Another  important  duty  of  the 
-Commissioners  is  in  regard  to  valuation, 
and  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friends  behind 
me  will  not  object  to  my  saying  that  I 
ihink  that  the  Scottish  system  of  theValu- 
ation  Boll  is  one  which  has  points 
on  which  commendation  is  not  thrown 
away.    They  have  maintained  the  sys- 


tem of  valuation,  they  have  also,  through 
a  Statutory  Committee,  the  duty  of  dis- 
posing of  appeals  against  valuations. 
Besides  that,  they  have  duties  under 
the  Begistration  Act  and  under  the 
Lunacy  Acts,  and  they  have  a  general 
charge  and  custody  of  public  buildings 
in  the  county.  Such,  then,  is  the  first 
and  most  important  existing  County 
Authority  in  Scotland,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply.  I  now  come  to  the 
Boad  Trustees.  There  is  no  distinction 
in  Scotland  as  to  main  roads  ;  the  whole 
of  the  roads  in  the  county  are  vested 
in  the  County  Boad  Trustees  and  are 
subject  to  their  management.  This 
body  consists  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply,  with  certain  elected  members 
who  are  chosen  by  the  ratepayers  in 
every  parish,  the  only  persons  not  voting 
at  those  elections  naturally  being  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply,  who  have  already  a 
seat  on  the  Board.  This  body  acts  through 
'  an  executive  body  called  the  Boad  Board, 
and  it  also  divides  the  county  into 
districts  managed  by  District  Boad 
Committees.  A  half  of  the  Board  is  com  - 
posed  of  Commissioners  of  Supply  and  a 
half  of  elected  members,  and,  as  you 
have  one-half  of  the  rates  levied  on 
owners  of  property  and  a  half  on  occu- 
piers, the  prmciple  of  representation 
with  rating  is  consistently  adhered  to. 
But  there  is  one  exception  to  that  rule 
of  rating  which  is  of  considerable  im- 
portance and  significance.  Many  of 
the  roads  in  Scotland  are  charged  with 
debt ;  the  debt  on  new  works  is  met  by 
rates,  levied  solely  on  the  owners.  Here, 
therefore,  you  have  the  element  of 
capital  expenditure  falling  upon  owners 
only,  and  the  works  being  controlled  and 
ordered  by  those  who  pay  for  them. 
The  next  of  the  four  bodies  I  mentioned 
is  the  Local  Authority  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act. 
That,  again,  is  composed  of  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  and  of  representatives 
of  occupiers;  and  there,  again,  the 
rating  is  half  on  the  occupier  and  half 
on  the  owner,  and  representation  and 
rating  go  together.  With  regard  to  the 
fourth  body,  the  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
I  cannot  carry  the  illustration  into  that 
region,  because  they  have  no  authority 
to  levy  rates.  The  general  result,  there* 
fore,  is,  as  I  have  said,  that  in  all  cases 
representation  and  rating  at  present  go 
together.  There  is  another  feature 
which  completely  distinguishes  the  case 
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municipal  election,  and  at  the  same  time 
as  the  municipal  election.      This  will 
saye  the  worry  of  a  separate  election, 
and  will  also  saye  a  certain  amount  of 
expense.        Then     I     haye     here     to 
make    a    disclaimer,    and   I  probably 
shall     haye    to    make    one    or    two 
more.     We  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 
the  corrupt  practices  at  such  elections, 
and    for    this  reason,   that  the    whole 
subject  of  corrupt  practices  at   elections 
other  than  Parliamentary  elections  is  a 
large  one  of  itself,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  mopportune  and  inconyenient  if,  in 
dealing  with    each    elective  body,    we 
were  to  treat  separately  the  question  of 
corrupt  practices,  which  should  form  a 
chapter  in  legislation  of  itself.     I  need 
hardly  say  that  I  yery  much  sympathize 
with  the    anxiety  which    some    of  the 
constituents  of  the   hon.    Member  for 
Dundee  feel  that  this  subject  should  as 
fioon   as    possible  be  developed  into  a 
eatisfactory  conclusion,  but  I  may  say 
that  this  is  only  an  iD stance  of  the  very 
numerous  suggestions  which  haye  been 
made,   involving  our  taking  up    inci- 
dentally large  subjects   of    legislation. 
We  have  had  other  plausible  and  excel- 
lent practical  suggestions  made  about 
the    siniplification  of  the  collection   of 
rates.     We  haye  also  had  other  sugges- 
tions of  a  very  much  larger  character, 
but  I    am    sure    practiced    men    must 
recognize  that  it  is  absolutely  hopeless 
merely    because    some    branch    of    an 
administration  comes  into  contact  with 
the  County  Councils  that,  therefore,  we 
are  to  follow  up  the  clue  and  redress 
the  whole  law   relating  to  that  subject. 
It  is    for   practical  reasons    quite  im- 
possible.      Accordingly,      I       express 
the    hope    that     in    the     discussions 
on  the  Bill  there  will  be  some  recollec- 
tion of  the  practical  limits  within  which 
the  Bill  must  be  confined  if  it  is  to  at- 
tain the  chief  end  of  a  Bill,  that  is, 
passing   into    an    Act    of    Parliament. 
Kow,    I  come  to   the  finance    of   the 
County  Councils,  and  I  may  say  generally 
that  we  transfer  all  properties  and  lia- 
bilities of  the  existing   Administering 
l:)odies.  Therefore,  with  the  modification 
which  I  have  already  stated  as  to  rates, 
there  is  a  wholesale  transfer  just  as  it  is, 
of  the  system  of  rating,  and  also  of  the 
whole  property  of  the  bodies  which  are 
•divested.     I  need   not  repeat   what    I 
liaye  already  stated  as  to  the  incidence 
of  rating.     It  remains  as  before.     But 
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we  think  we  can  do  8omethiii|[^  inth« 
way  of  improying  the  method  of  laying 
on  and  coUeoting  the  rates*  and  witihont 
dwelling  on  the  subject  in  deta3, 1  may 
say  that  we  consolidate  the  ratee,  bnt  the 
demand  note  will  set  forth  the  varions 
particulars  which  make  up  the  total 
But  it  will  be  a  oonsoltdated  rate  whieh 
is  levied  on  owners  and  a  consolidated 
rate  which  is  levied  on  oooupiers.  In 
the  region  of  finance,  but  merely  as 
a  matter  of  machinery,  I  may  say  that 
it  is  proposed  that  there  shall  be  an 
annual  budget  setting  out  the  finaneial 
condition  of  the  county,  and  that  the 
budget  shall  haye  its  due  measure  of 
publication  and  discussion.  And  then 
I  come  to  another  matter  which  is 
of  somewhat  general  importance. 
There  is  at  present  no  effective  audit 
of  accounts  in  any  local  body  in 
Scotland,  and  I  believe  there  is  a  general 
feeling  that  this  state  of  matters  ought 
not  to  continue.  One  of  the  questioni 
is  how  to  provide  an  audit  which  shall 
meet  the  susceptibilities  of  persons  con- 
cerned and  at  the  same  time  be  effective. 
I  think  there  will  be  no  objection  to 
county  auditors  being  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  their 
duties  will  run  on  from  their  appoint- 
ment in  such  a  way  that  there  shall  be 
a  publication  and  a  regular  audit  of 
accounts  and  a  power  of  surcharge. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  auditor  to  state 
any  case  of  surcharge    and  there  are 

Eroyisions  made  for  putting  theresponsi* 
ility  on  the  proper  shoulders.  I  need 
not  deprecate  the  idea  that  that  is  anin- 
vidious  provision.  It  is  a  provision 
which  ought  to  belong  to  eviny 
business  establishment,  and  I  hope 
an  opportunity  may  be  found  far 
extending  some  such  system  to  other 
bodies  in  Scotland.  As  to  the  officers  of 
the  County  Council  I  do  not  think 
much  difficulty  will  be  found. 
There  is  at  present  existing  in  each 
Scottish  county  a  Clerk  of  Supply,  and 
it  is  only  fair  to  the  gentlemen  who  fill 
that  office  to  say  that  they  are  admirable 
public  servants  ^in  all  cases,  I  believe, 
men  of  high  standing  and  character, 
versed  in  public  affairs,  and  very  well 
qualified  to  help  in  their  administration. 
We  propose  that  the  Clerk  of  Supply 
shall  become  the  County  Clerk,  but  he 
necessarily  will  hold  office  at  the  plea- 
sure of  the  County  Council.  It  wiu  be 
an  immense  advantage  to  the  Oountj 
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Council  to  have  these  able  and  trust- 
worthy officers  at  the  initiation  of  the 
administration.      All    existing    officers 
will    be    transferred    to    the    Oounty 
Ck>uncil.     There  will  be  provision  for 
compensation  i^  the  event  of  abolition 
of  office  or  loss  of  emoluments,  and  the 
County  Council  will  be  masters  of  all 
appointments  which  may  subsequently 
be  made.     I  have  said  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  appoint  a  Boundary  Commission. 
Their  duties   will    be    the    permanent 
settlement  of  electoral  divisions,  but  I 
dare  say  hon.  Members  are  aware  that 
in  many  cases  the  existing  boundaries 
between  county  and    buro^h  are  very 
irregular,      and     these     irregularities 
lead     to    considerable    inconvenience. 
We  propose  that  there  shall  be  a  recti- 
fication where  that  is  convenient,    and 
accordingly    there    will    arise,     as    a 
necessary  consequence,  such  a  rectifica- 
tion of  g^ups    of  questions  probably 
admitting  of  an  amicable  solution,  but 
which,  if  allowed  to  drag  out,  may  end 
in    litigation.     We    propose  that    the 
Boundary  Commission  snould  have  the 
duty  of  adjusting  questions  arising  in 
this  way.     I  thought  on  the  first  view 
of  it  that  this  would  not  be  so  compli- 
cated a  matter  as  it  subsequently  appears 
to  be ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the  most 
expedient  way  of  rectifying  and  express- 
ing these  matters  is  by  this  machinery. 
We  have  provisions  in  this  Bill  for  cer- 
tain  counties    which  stand    in  special 
circumstances,  and   the    county  which 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hozier)  represents 
is  one  of  them.     I  do  not  think  that  I 
should  go  into  these  matters  which  are, 
after  all,  more  or  less  of  local  interest. 
As  regards    Lanarkshire,   and   also  as 
regards  other  counties,  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  are  put  in  the  Bill  as 
xepresenting  what  they  understood   to 
be  the  general  convenience  of  those  con- 
cerned ;  but  on  that  my  hon.  Friend  will 
believe  me  we  are  most  willing  to  hear  all 
that  may  be  said  by  way  of  modification, 
and  to  accept  any  suggestions    which 
may  be  made.     Now,  I  pass  to  a  ques- 
tion of  more  general  importance — the 
financial  relations  of  the  County  Councils 
to  the  Exchequer.     It  has  been  deter- 
mined   that    certain     grants     in    aid 
of     local     burdens     shall    ultimately 
cease,  and  these  are  the  g^nts  relating 
to   roads,    police,    medical  relief,    and 
pauper  lunatics.    Taking  their  amount, 
as  I  suppose  it  is  fair  to  do,   for  the 


year  1886-7,  which  was  the  year  when 
the  question  was  opened  for  England 
and  Scotland,  the  figures  are  these: — 
Roads,  £35,000;  police,  £147,000; 
medical  relief ,  £20,000;  pauper  luna- 
tics, £87,000~total  £289,000.  The 
Exchequer  surrenders  local  taxes  and 
licences,  £323,000,  which  if  they  stood 
alone,  would  represent  a  gain  of 
£34,000.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  ob- 
serve that  this  bears  a  fair  relation  to  the 
eain  which  ensued  in  England  when  the 
Hke  transfer  took  place.  Further  relief 
is  obtained  from  the  probate  duty,  eleven- 
tenths  of  half  of  the  probate  duty  giving 
£234,000.  I  have  said  my  figures  were 
given  as  regards  1886-7.  But  since 
then,  as  the  House  knows,  certain 
additional  grants  have  been  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
old  grants  have  in  the  interval  of  time 
grown.  Therefore,  in  the  current  year 
the  grants  distributed  are: — Heads, 
£70,000;  police  £156,000;  medical 
relief,  £20,000 ;  pauper  lunatics,  £90,000, 
giving  a  total  of  £335,000.  Besides 
that,  there  is  an  additional  grant  for 
pauper  lunatics  of  £15,000  ;  boarding-out 
children  and  deaf  mutes,  £6,000,  which 

fives  an  aggregate  of  £356,000.  The 
Vobate  grant  is  £234,000  and  licences 
£323,000  giving  a  total  of  £557,000. 
We  propose  that  in  the  first  place  the 
plants  distributed  this  (year — and  this 
IS  the  permanent  arrangement — shall  be 
continued  through  the  County  Councils 
and  Town  Councils.  That  amounts  to 
£356,000,  leaving  over  £201,000.  But 
there  comes  in  £30,000  which,  I  think 
there  is  general  agreement  should  go  to 
the  Highlands.  Taking  this  from 
the  £201,000  you  leave  a  sum  for  our 
disposal  after  the  Probate  duty  has  been 
met,  of  £171,000.  Now,  the  question 
is,  what  shall  be  done  with  that  ?  I  think 
I  shall  state  a  proposition,  which  hardly 
admits  of  cavil,  if  I  said  it  ought  to  go 
to  burdens  falling  on  the  inhabitants 
of  the  several  districts  to  be  benefited. 
If  the  principle  is  sound,  several 
methods  may  be  conceived  for  carrying 
it  out.  The  simplest  of  all  is  to  apply 
it  to  the  rates,  but  that  cannot  be  re- 
garded as  the  only  method  of  effecting 
Sie  object.  It  is  merely,  perhaps,  the 
most  obvious,  and  it  was  the  one 
which  was  adopted  in  England.  But 
when  one  examines  a  little  more  closely 
into  the  history  of  the  application, 
in  England,  I  think  this  is  clear,  that  it 
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to  be  reason  for  undue  caution  in  the 
construction  of  a  Board  of  this  kind ; 
and  what  we  propose  is  this,  that  the 
number  of  the  Parochial  Board  in  each 
case  shall  be  determined  (as  it  must  be 
determined  when  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
of  it)  with  regard  tu  the  peculiar  popu- 
lation and  circumstances  of  each  parish, 
by  the  Board  of  Supervision.  1  think 
the  House  will  agree  that  jou  cannot 
lay  down  in  a  Statute  the  appropriate 
number  for  all  the  multitudinous 
parishes  in  Scotland,  some  800  in  num- 
Der.  It  must  be  left  to  some  central  Board 
and  the  Board  of  Supervision,  from  its 
being  in  touch  with  all  the  Parochial 
Boards  in  Scotland,  is  the  body  upon 
wliich  naturally  that  duty  will  fall. 
Then,  how  are*  the  members  to  be 
elected?  Without  any  straining  after 
ingenuity,  one  tolerably  obvious  cours*) 
arises  in  this  situation.  We  propose 
that  half  of  the  Parochial  Board  shall 
be  elected  by  owners,  and  the  other  half 
by  occupiers.  This  is  a  case  where  you 
have  a  rate  which  is  levied  half  on  the 
o^ner  and  half  on  the  occupier;  and, 
accordingly,  it  does  not  require  very 
great  ingenuity  to  arrive  at  the  conclu- 
sion that  that  is  a  tolerably  fair  course 
to  adopt.  I  think  it  will  also 
be  fuund  that  that  will  bring  together 
various  elements  in  the  parish  which 
are  interested  in  the  subject.  There 
is  one  practical  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  working  out  that  system  which 
occurs  when  you  consider  the  number  of 
owners  in  some  of  the  parishes.  In  some 
the  number  is  very  small.  Some  parishes 
are  owned  by  one  proprietor,  and  in 
some  others  there  are  the  most  exi- 
guous numbers.  That,  however,  does 
not  occur  in  so  many  that  it  need 
present  any  fatal  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  carrying  out  the  proposal,  and  we 
leave  it  to  the  Board  of  Supervision  to 
determine  where  the  number  is  insuffi- 
cient to  procure  an  effective  election, 
and  in  that  case  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision are  to  make  up  the  owners'  half 
of  the  Board.  They  are  to  do  so  by 
choosing  owners  or  occupiers  of  over 
£50  in  value,  or  other  fit  persons.  The 
House  will  perceive  that  here  is  a  body 
in  which  you  have  no  political  objects 
to  serve,  in  which  adminstration  of  the 
direst  kind — and  of  a  kind  which  re- 
quires firm  and  decided  action — is  all 
that  has  to  be  considered.  We  think 
it    for    the    Board  of  Supervision    to 
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equip    the  Parochial  Board    in    those 
comparatively  few  inatanoea  where  the 
owning  constituenoy  is  not  large  enoaeh 
to  equip  it  themselvee.     Theo,  I  ahoiud 
add  that  we  propose  that  these  eleotionv 
should  take  plaise  at  the  same  time  as 
the  elections  for  the  Ooimty  OoomnlB, 
and  that  for  the  obvious  reason  of  saring 
multiplicity  of  elections,  and   also  ex- 
pense.     Then,   I    would    remind   th» 
Mouse  that  this  subject  is  one  which  is 
closely  linked  to  our  scheme  for  the 
counties,  because  these  Parochial  Boards, 
constituted  and  elected  in   the   way  I 
have  described,  are  the  Boards  whiok 
have  to  contribute  each  two  Members  to 
the  District  Committees,  which  form  the 
intermediate  organ  between  the  parish- 
and   the    county.      I    have  now   oom* 
pleted  what  I  have  got  to  say  in  regard 
to   the  Parochial  Boards  Bill,    and  I 
think  I  have  sufficiently  explained  its 
objects.     Now  I  pass  to  another  sab* 
ject  of  very  high  importance.     I  have- 
spoken  hitherto  of  affairs  appertaining 
to  counties,  to  burghs,  and  to  parishes. 
I  now  pass  to  a  wider  region,  because 
here  we  enter  the  province  of  Parlia- 
ment.    But  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the- 
matters    dealt  with    here,    as    in    the- 
other    branches    of    this    subject,    are- 
distinctly    local;     for     every     Private* 
Bill,   such  as  we  are  concerned    with 
here,  afiects,  directly  and  primarily,  some* 
Scottish  locality — it  may  be  a  oounty, 
it  may  be  a  burgh,  it  may  even  be  u 
parish.     And  accordingly  I  am  not  tres- 
passing out  of  the  region  we  assign  to 
ourselves  by  dealing  with  this  particular 
subject.     Nobody  disputes— certainly  I 
am  not  here  to  suggest  a  doubt  of  tho 
soundness  of  the  Constitution  Rule  whicb 
places    such  Private  Bills  within  the 
province    and   arbitrament   of   Parlia- 
ment.     The   question  is  merely  as  to* 
the  mode  of  conducting — the  method  by 
which  Parliament  shall  best  ascertain 
the  facts  which  will  enable  it  to  dispose* 
of  them.     And,  accordingly,  in  our  pro- 
posals  the  power  of  Parliament  remains 
intact.     Private  Bills  for  Scotland  will 
come  into  Parliament;  will  be  read  ai 
second  time,  if  Parliament  so  judge,  in 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  as   before ;. 
but  when  the  i^eoond  Heading  staffs  is* 
passed  then,  tjp«o  facto^  by  force  of  onr 
Act,  these  Bills  will  stand  transferred 
for  ascertainment  to   a  Scottish   Oom- 
mission.     They  will  be  reported  upon 
by  the  Commission  to  the  House  frook 
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which  the  referenee  comes,  and  with 
their  Report  the  function  of  the  Com- 
mission in  the  matter  terminates. 
The  matter  then  falls  back  into 
the  hands  of  Parliament.  I  feel  that, 
in  speaking  upon  this  subject,  I  am 
trenching  on  a  provioce  to  which  one 
hon.  Member  has  established  a  peculiar 
claim.  The  subject  of  Private  Bill 
legislation  has  largely  advanced  in  recent 
years,  and  it  has  reached,  owing  to  the 
Keport  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  the 
two  Houses  last  Session,  a  sta^e  in  the 
history  of  public  questions  which  gives 
it  a  commanding  interest.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  that  result  was  largely 
due  to  the  intelligent  and  persistent 
advocacy  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Partick  Division  of  Lanark  (Mr. 
Craig  Seller).  I  am  sure,  when  he  hears 
the  proposals  which  I  am  now  going  to 
make,  his  generosity  and  public  spirit 
will  make  him  rejoice  at  the  further  step 
which  his  favourite  subject  has  taken  ; 
but  I  desire  to  the  full  to  acknowledge 
how  largely  the  position  is  due  to  him- 
self. The  Joint  Committee  reported 
upon  the  question  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation as  a  general  question  affecting  the 
Three  Kingdoms.  The  Bill  which  I  pro- 
pose relates  to  Scotland  only  ;  and  there 
is  a  certain  appropriateness  in  Scotland 
coming  first,  because  while  on  the  reason 
of  the  thing  the  Joint  Committee  were 
satisfied  of  the  expediency  of  referring 
such  Bills  to  a  Commission,  yet  if  you 
turn  to  national  sentiment  and  national 
opinion,  it  must  be  allowed  that  the  case 
of  Scotland  is  much  stronger  than  that 
of  the  other  parts  of  the  country.  In 
Scotland  there  has  come  to  be  of  recent 
years  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion 
upon  this  subject  among  those  who  are 
directly  affected  by  it.  Our  munici- 
palities, our  public  bodies,  our  commer- 
cial bodies,  our  business  men,  are  all 
most  strongly  in  favour  of  this  change. 
It  has  also  taken  hold — I  will  not  say 
the  imagination,  but  the  reason,  of  the 
people  in  the  several  districts  in  Scotland 
in  a  way  which  entitles  it  to  our  fullest 
consideration ;  and  the  mode  in  which 
we  propose  to  deal  with  it,  I  think,  will 
show  that  hazard  is  run  by  no  interest 
involved,  and  that  great  good  may  be 
done  in  the  way  of  simplicity  and 
economy.  We  propose  that  a  Commis- 
sion shall  be  ap(»ointed  to  deal  with  such 
Bills.  It  will  be  so  constituted 
that    each    inquiry  will  be    conducted 


by  one  Scottish  Judge  and  two 
appointed  Commissioners.  We  desire 
to  say  that  the  view  of  the  Government 
is  that  it  is  specially  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  blending  of  lay  and  public 
views  on  these  questions  upon  the  Com- 
mission. It  is  not  a  proposal  to  make  it 
a  legal  question.  It  is  rather  a  proposal 
to  strengthen  the  body  which  investi- 
gates the  fact,  by  placing  at  its  head  a 
man  trained  in  the  ascertainment  of 
facts,  and  one  who  is  likely  to  concen- 
trate the  attention  of  the  Commission 
upon  what  is  really  relevant  matter. 
The  two  appointed  Commissioners  will 
be  selected  m  such  a  way  as  to  bring  the 
views  of  public  men,  men  of  affaira, 
men  of  business,  into  contact  with  the 
views  of  the  Judge.  Then  as  regards 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission,  we 
propose  that  they  shall  hold  their  sittings 
for  each  investigation  in  such  one  of 
the  several  principal  towns  in  Scotland 
as  is  most  convenient  for  the  locality 
involved.  It  is  not,  therefore,  to  sit 
solely  in  Edinburgh  or  Glasgow,  but 
is  to  go  to  whatever  centre  of  the 
country — using  the  word  centre  in  a 
very  wide  sense — as  is  most  accessible 
for  those  who  are  concerned.  There  is 
another  provision  which  we  think  will 
be  useful  in  introducing  a  formulated 
statement  of  local  option  to  the  notice 
of  the  tribunal  which  is  investigating 
the  facts.  We  propose  that  the  County 
Council,  or  Town  Council,  within  whose 
jurisdiction  are  the  matters  involved  in 
a  Private  Bill,  shall  have  the  right,  or 
the  duty,  to  report  upon  the  measure^ 
and,  accordingly,  the  Commission  will 
be  furnished  with  the  matured  views 
of  the  local  representatives  of  the 
district  of  the  county.  Here,  again,  I 
think  there  is  an  opportunity  for  linking 
the  various  parts  of  the  scheme  which 
have  been  submitted  to  the  House,  so  as 
to  show  that  it  is  practicable  and  ex- 
pedient to  bring  together  the  various 
subjects  which  pass  under  the  phrase 
Local  Government,  and  at  once  and  in 
one  view  to  pass  practical  legislation 
upon  it.  And  now  I  have  to  thank  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  as  well  as  my  hon. 
Friends,  for  the  extreme  patience  with 
which  they  have  listened  to  what  I  am 
afraid  has  been  a  somewhat  dry  and 
detailed  statement.  I  hope  I  have  pre* 
sented  the  Bills  to  the  fiCouse  so  tnat 
they  are  understood.  I  invite  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  await  the  presentation  of 
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the  Bills  in  type  before  comiDg  to  any 
definite  conclusion  upon  their  merits. 
I  daim  for  these  Bills  this:  I  think 
they  are  coherent  and  logical.  I  have 
already  said  that  I  deprecate  the 
treatment  of  this  subject  piecemeal. 
I  think  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  a  right  treatment  of  it,  that  it 
should  be  thought  out  from  beginning 
to  end .  Ton  may  have  plausible  sugg^s  • 
tions,  and  liberal  suggestions,  and 
popular  suggestions  ;  but  if  you  adopt 
them  in  one  part  without  thlnKing  of  the 
others,  they  will  land  you  in  irremedi- 
able confusion.  It  is  in  that  spirit,  and 
encouraged  by  the  kindness  6f  the 
HousA,  that  I  venture  to  make  a  further 
appeal  to  patient  consideration  of  the 
Bills  I  hare  presented.  I  think  they 
will  be  found  to  be  coherent.  I  go 
further.  I  think  they  will  be  found  to 
be  such  a  solution  of  those  questions  as 
would  be  arrived  at  by  men  divested  of 
Party  spirit,  and,  looking  at  this  subject 
from  the  point  of  view  of  social  welfare, 
I  think  it  will  be  found  when  those  sub- 
jects are  probed  that  there  is  no 
part  of  them  should  pass  into 
the  region  of  Party  politics.  On 
the  contrary,  there  are  vast  in- 
terest to  be  advanced  and  conserved  in 
which  we  have  all  a  common  interest. 
I  am  afraid  that  much  that  I  have  had 
to  treat  of  is  prosaic  and  detailed,  and 
although  they  cannot  be  said  to  be 
trivial  matters,  some  of  them  are  small. 
Yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  aggregate  of 
these  matters  bulks  largely  in  the  civic 
life  of  a  country.  I  believe  if  measures 
of  this  sort  are  passed,  there  will  be  a 
quickened  interest  in  public  affairs  in 
the  various  localities  in  Scotland,  and  I 
believe  also  that  they  will  further  in- 
duce Scotsmen  to  pride  themselves  upon 
what  is  the  highest  franchise  they 
possess,  that  they  are  the  masters,  along 
with  Englishmen  and  Irishmen  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  derive  from  the 
British  Parliament  their  laws. 
♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNER  MAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  Sir,  I  imagine  that 
it  will  not  be  the  desire  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  indeed  it  would  not  be  possible 
even  if  they  did  desire  it,  to  enter  upon 
any  detailed  discussion  to-night  of  the 
measures  which  the  learned  Lord  has 
brought  before  them.  But  I  am  sure 
that  I  am  expressing  the  general  senti- 
ment of  the  House,  and  in  particular 
the  opinion    of  my  hon.  Friends  and 
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right  hon.  Friends  near  me,  and  of  thoea 
sitting  on  this  aide  of  the  House  who 
do  not  usually  associate  themselTes  with 
the  Government  and  the  Party  opposite, 
when  I  congratulate  the  learned  Lovd 
upon  two  distinct  g^unds — in  the  first 
place,  upon  the  exceedingly  dear,  lueid, 
andeffective  statement  which  he  has  made 
on  a  most  complicated  and  involved  sab- 

t'ect;  and,  in  the  second  place,  upon  hii 
Laving  been  the  spokesman  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment  in  introducing  the  measures 
which  he  now  brings  forward — measures 
so  comprehensive  in  their  nature.  There 
was,  I  think,  some  danger  of  what  is 
commonly  called  a  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Scotland  being  framed,  which  would 
not  be  so  comprehensive  as  we  now 
find  it  is.  We  all  know  that  last 
year  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England  dealt  only  with  the  superior 
government  of  counties,  and  that  the 
arrangement  and  the  machinery  of  the 
subordinate  areas  was  left  over  to 
a  more  convenient  season.  It  would 
have  been  a  great  mistake  had 
this  example  been  followed  in  Scot- 
land, because  County  Government 
in  Scotland — although  I  am  far  from 
underrating  the  importance  of  the  re- 
forms which  may  be  introduced — is  not 
of  such  immense  importance  as  to  excite 
the  great  interest  it  did  in  the  case 
of  England.  But  the  Government  have 
very  wisely,  as  I  think,  determined  to 
include  the  reform  and  re-arrangement 
of  the  subordinate  bodies  as  well. 
Now,  as  I  have  said,  this  is  not  the 
occasion  to  enter  upon  any  criticisms  of 
the  proposals  now  submitted  to  us  on 
the  part  of  the  Governmeot.  There  are, 
no  doubt,  many  parts  of  the  scheme,  as 
unfolded  to  us  by  the  learned  Lord, 
which  will  excite  considerable  criticism — 
indeed,  some  opposition.  I  am  afraid 
that,  although  he  has  gone  a  great 
length  in  liberalizing  the  whole  system 
of  Local  Government  in  Scotland,  there 
are  many  things  omitted  which  we  should 
have  liked  to  have  seen  dealt  with,  and 
they  will  be  matter  for  discussion  after- 
wards. I  would  mention  at  once  the 
fact  that  the  new  County  Council  is  not 
to  have  the  control  of  the  police,  and 
that  the  whole  question  of  licensing  is 
to  be  removed  from  their  hands.  The 
learned  Lord  has  at  all  events  dealt, 
with  great  ingenuity,  with  the  thorny 
question  which  arises  on  any  proposal 
of  this  sort — namely,  how  far  you  oan 
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reconcile  ia  a  country  like  Scotland  the 
maxim  of  taxation  and  representation 
g^ing  together  ?    We  have  always  been 
accustomed  to  adhere  to  the  maxim  that 
taxation  and  representation  should  go 
together ;    but  it  is  rather  difficult  when 
you  come  to  invert  the  maxim,  and  say 
that  taxation  shall  follow  representation. 
In  Scotland  that  is  the  difficulty  expe- 
rienced by  anyone  who  seeks  to  interfere 
with  the  present  arrangements  of  County 
Oovemment.     The  learned    Lord    has 
dealt  with  that  part  of  the  subject,  as 
I  say,  in  a  very  ingenious  manner,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  not  much 
to   be    said  for  his  proposal ;     but  if 
I  might  borrow  a  phrase  of  iiis  own, 
which  struck  me  as  an  admirable  phrase, 
as  a    means  of    conveying    a    certain 
modified  opinion — I  should  say  ''  it  has 
points  upon  which  commendation  is  not 
thrown   away."     I   think,   if  I   go   so 
far    as    that,    I    am    not    committing 
myself  to  an    entire    approval  of  the 
learned  Lord's  proposal  in  that  respect. 
A  great  number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House   will    have    heard  with   delight 
what  the  learned  Lord  said  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  relief  of  School  fees.     It 
must  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
triumph  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ior    Aberdeen    (Mr.    Hunter)   to  find, 
although,  perhaps,     not    according    to 
the     particular      method      which      he 
advocated,     that    the    principle    which 
he     has      been     urging     so     strongly 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Government. 
I   am   afraid,    however,  there    will   be 
•considerable  resistance  to  the  proposal 
to  extend  further  the  assistance  g^ven  to 
denomicatitmal  schools.     But  that  is  a 
matter  which  I  leave  for  the  present. 
Then  I  come  to  another  criticism,  which 
I  think  the  learned  Lord  must  have  ex- 
pected.     When  he  has  made  so  good 
and  so  homogeneous  a  constituency  for 
all  other  local  bodies,  why  does  he  fall 
back  in  the  case  of  the  Parochial  Boards 
upon  the  division  between  owners  and 
occupiers?    It  is,  even  in  itself,  iocon- 
Venient,  because  he  has  told  us  that  he 
must  devise  a  mode  of  introducing  the 
Board    of    Supervision,    in    order    to 
£11   up    the  Voids   which   would    have 
been     created     in     Parochial     Boards 
by  the  system  of  election  which  he  pro- 
poses.    The    fact    that  the   Parochial 
boards  are  to  contribute  each  of  them 
two   Members   to  the  District  Gouucil, 
which  is   to    be  the  chief  authority  in 


other  matters,  besides   the  question  of 
Poor  Law,  makes  this  question  of  really 
great  importance.    I  say  nothing  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  Private  Bill  legislation.     I  do 
not  see  why  it  was  introduced  into  the 
general  scheme,  but  when  it  comes  fully 
before  us,  we  will  give  it  all  the  con- 
sideration which  the  subject    so  fully 
deserves.     I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
any  ai:gument  upon  any  of  these  Bills, 
and  I  would  only  say  to  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  that  he  and  his  colleagues  may 
depend  upon  receiving  from  this  side  of 
the  House  the  utmost  co-operation  and 
the  manifestation  of  every  desire  to  facili- 
tate the  great  task  which  the  Government 
have  undertaken.     We  fully  recognize, 
although  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  point 
out  some  of  the  details  upon  which  we- 
differ,  the  bold  and  comprehensive  spirit 
in    which    these  measures  have   been 
framed ;  and  I  can  assure  the  Govern- 
ment, as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I 
am  sure  I  speak  for  my  hon.  Friends 
behind  me,  that  they  shall  have  our  best 
assistance  in  carrying  these  proposals 
into  effect  in  an  amended  form. 
♦SiE      AKOHIBALD     CAMPBELL 
(Renfrewshire) :    I   must   congratulate 
my  Friends  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  way  in 
which  he  has  introduced  these  Bills  to 
the  House,   which,   I  think,  must  also 
agree  with  me  in  congratulating  him  on 
the  success  he   has   achieved,  not  only 
because  of  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
introduced  the  Bills,  but  also  because  of 
the    matter    of  the    Bills    themselves, 
which,  I  think,  will  meet  the  desire  of 
those  who  wish  to   see  Local  Govern- 
ment carried  on  on  a  broad,  firm,  and 
consistent  basis  in  the  country  of  Scot- 
land.     As  convener  of  my  country,   I 
must  say  that  we  feel  the  kind  words  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  when 
he  spoke  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
who  have  ere  now  done  great  and  good 
service  in  that  position,  and  I  trust  that 
those  to  whom  we  shall  hand  over  the 
authority  vested  in  us,  will  carry  out  the 
traditions  of  economy   which   we   have 
followed,  and  do  their  best,  as  we  have 
done  in  the  past,  to  discharge  their  duty- 
towards  our  country   and  our  counties. 
Then,  Sir,  I  must  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  on  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  proposed  to  use  the  surplus  funds 
that  have  come  to  hand.       I  think  that 
when  that  is  flashed  by  telegraph  to 
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tlie  Bills  in  type  before  coming  to  any 
definite  conclusion  upon  their  merits. 
I  claim  for  these  Bills  this :  I  think 
they  are  coherent  and  logical.  I  have 
already  said  that  I  deprecate  the 
treatment  of  this  subject  piecemeal. 
I  think  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  a  right  treatment  of  it,  tliat  it 
should  be  thought  out  from  beginning 
to  end.  You  may  have  plausible  sugges- 
tions, and  liberal  suggestions,  and 
popular  suggestions  ;  but  if  you  adopt 
them  in  one  part  without  thinking  of  the 
others,  they  will  land  you  in  irremedi- 
able confusion.  It  is  in  that  spirit,  and 
encouraged  by  the  kindness  of  the 
HousA,  that  I  venture  to  make  a  further 
appeal  to  patient  consideration  of  the 
Bills  I  have  presented.  I  think  they 
will  be  found  to  be  coherent.  I  go 
further.  I  think  they  will  be  found  to 
be  such  a  solution  of  those  questions  as 
would  be  arrived  at  by  men  divested  of 
Party  spirit,  and,  looking  at  this  subject 
from  the  point  of  view  of  social  welfare, 
I  think  it  will  be  found  when  those  sub- 
jects are  probed  that  there  is  no 
part  of  them  should  pass  into 
the  region  of  Party  politics.  On 
the  contrary,  there  are  vast  in- 
terest to  be  advanced  and  conserved  in 
which  we  have  all  a  common  interest. 
I  am  afraid  that  much  that  I  have  had 
to  treat  of  is  prosaic  and  detailed,  and 
although  they  cannot  be  said  to  be 
trivial  matters,  some  of  them  are  small. 
Yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  aggregate  of 
these  matters  bulks  largely  in  the  civic 
life  of  a  country.  I  believe  if  measures 
of  this  sort  are  passed,  there  will  be  a 
quickened  iuterest  in  public  affairs  in 
the  various  localities  in  Scotland,  and  I 
believe  also  that  they  will  further  in- 
duce Scotsmen  to  pride  themselves  upon 
what  is  the  highest  franchise  they 
possess,  that  they  are  the  masters,  along 
with  Englishmen  and  Irishmen  of  the 
British  Empire,  and  derive  from  the 
British  Parliament  their  laws. 
*Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNER  MAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  Sir,  I  imagine  that 
it  will  not  be  the  desire  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  indeed  it  would  not  be  possible 
even  if  they  did  desire  it,  to  enter  upon 
any  detailed  discussion  to-night  of  the 
measures  which  the  learned  Lord  has 
brought  before  them.  But  I  am  sure 
that  I  am  expressing  the  general  senti- 
ment of  the  House,  and  in  particular 
the  opinion    of  my  hon.  Friends  and 
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right  hon.  Friends  near  me,  and  of  those 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
do  not  usually  aseooiate  themselves  witli 
the  Government  and  the  Party  opposite, 
when  I  congratulate  the  learned  Lnd 
upon  two  distinct  grounds — ^in  the  fint 
place,  upon  the  ezoeedinelj  clear,  lucid, 
andeffective  statement  which  he  has  made 
on  a  most  complicated  and  involved  sab- 
ject ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  apon  his 
having  been  the  spokesman  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  introducing^  the  measures 
which  he  now  brings  forward — measures 
so  comprehensive  in  their  nature.  There 
was,  I  think,  some  danger  of  what  is 
commonlyoalled  a  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Scotland  being  framed,  which  would 
not  be  so  comprehensive  as  we  now 
find  it  is.  We  all  know  that  last 
year  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England  dealt  only  with  the  superior 
government  of  counties,  and  that  the 
arrangement  and  the  machinery  of  the 
subordinate  areas  was  left  over  to 
a  more  convenient  season.  It  would 
have  been  a  great  mistake  had 
this  example  been  followed  in  Scot- 
land, because  County  Government 
in  Scotland — although  I  am  far  from 
underrating  the  importance  of  the  re- 
forms which  may  be  introduced — is  not 
of  such  immense  importance  as  to  excite 
the  great  interest  it  did  in  the  ease 
of  England.  But  the  Government  have 
very  wisely,  as  I  think,  determined  to 
include  the  reform  and  re-arrangement 
of  the  subordinate  bodies  as  welL 
Now,  as  I  have  said,  this  is  not  the 
occasion  to  enter  upon  any  oritioisms  of 
the  proposals  now  submitted  to  us  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  There  are, 
no  doubt,  many  parts  of  the  scheme,  as 
unfolded  to  us  by  the  learned  Lord, 
which  will  excite  considerable  criticism— 
indeed,  some  opposition.  I  am  afraid 
that,  although  he  has  gone  a  grieat 
length  in  liberalizing  the  whole  system 
of  Local  Government  in  Scotland,  there 
are  many  things  omitted  which  we  should 
have  liked  to  have  seen  dealt  with,  and 
they  will  be  matter  for  discussion  after- 
wards. I  would  mention  at  once  the 
fact  that  the  new  County  Council  is  not 
to  have  the  control  of  the  police,  and 
that  the  whole  question  of  licensing  is 
to  be  removed  from  their  hands.  The 
learned  Lord  has  at  all  events  dealt, 
with  great  ingenuity,  with  the  thorny 
question  whicn  arises  on  any  proposal 
of  this  sort — namely,  how  far  yon  can 
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reconcile  in  a  country  like  Scotland  the 
maxim  of  taxation  and  representation 
going  together  ?     We  have  always  been 
accustomed  to  adhere  to  the  maxim  that 
taxation  and  representation  should  go 
together  ;    but  it  is  rather  difficult  when 
you  come  to  invert  the  maxim,  and  say 
that  taxation  shall  follow  representation. 
In  Scotland  that  is  the  difficulty  expe- 
rienced by  anyone  who  seeks  to  interfere 
with  the  present  arrangements  of  County 
Oovemment.     The  learned    Lord    has 
dealt  with  that  part  of  the  subject,  as 
I  say,  in  a  very  ingenious  manner,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  not  much 
to   be    said  for  his  proposal ;     but  if 
I  might  borrow  a  phrase  of  his  own, 
which  struck  me  as  an  admirable  phrase, 
as  a    means  of    conveying    a    certain 
modified  opinion — I  should  say  '*  it  has 
points  upon  which  commendation  is  not 
thrown   away."     I   think,    if  I   go   so 
far    as    that,    I    am    not    committing 
myself  to   an    entire    approval  of  the 
learned  Lord's  proposal  in  that  respect. 
A  great  number  of  the  Members  of  this 
House    will    have    heard  with   delight 
what  the  learned  Lord  said  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  relief  of  School   fees.     It 
must  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
triumph  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for    Aberdeen    (Mr.    Hunter)   to   find, 
although,  perhaps,     not    according    to 
the     particular      method      which      he 
advocated,     that    the    principle    which 
he      has      been     urging     so     strongly 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Government. 
I   am   afraid,    however,  there    will   be 
^considerable  resistance  to  the  proposal 
to  extend  further  the  assistance  g^ven  to 
denominational  schools.     But  that  is  a 
matter  which  I  leave  for  the  present. 
Then  I  come  to  another  criticism,  which 
I  think  the  learned  Lord  must  have  ex- 
pected.     When  he  has  made  so  good 
and  so  homogeneous  a  constituency  for 
all  other  local  bodies,  why  does  he  fall 
back  in  the  case  of  the  Parochial  Boards 
upon  the  division  between  owners  and 
occupiers?    It  is,  even  in  itself,  incon- 
venient, because  he  has  told  us  that  he 
must  devise  a  mode  of  introducing  the 
Board    of    Supervision,    in    order    to 
£11   up    the   voids   which   would    have 
been     created     in     Parochial     Boards 
by  the  system  of  election  which  he  pro- 
poses.    The    fact    that   the   Parochial 
boards  are  to  contribute  each  of  them 
two   Members   to  the  District  Council, 
which  is   to    be  the  chief  authority  in 


other  matters,  besides   the  question  of 
Poor  Law,  makes  this  question  of  really 
great  importance.     I  say  nothing  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  Private  Bill  legislation.     I  do 
not  see  why  it  was  introduced  into  the 
general  scheme,  but  when  it  comes  fully 
before  us,  we  will  give  it  all  the  con- 
sideration which  the  subject    so  fully 
deserves.     I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  any  of  these  Bills, 
and  I  would  only  say  to  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  that  he  and  his  colleagues  may 
depend  upon  receiving  from  this  side  of 
the  House  the  utmost  co-operation  and 
the  manifestation  of  every  desire  to  facili- 
tate the  great  task  which  the  Government 
have  undertaken.     We  fully  recognize, 
although  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  point 
out  some  of  the  details  upon  which  we 
differ,  the  bold  and  comprehensive  spirit 
in    which    these  measures   have   been 
framed ;  and  I  can  assure  the  Govern- 
ment, as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  I 
am  sure  I  speak  for   my  hon.  Friends 
behind  me,  that  they  shall  have  our  best 
assistance  in  carrying  these  proposals 
into  effect  in  an  amended  form. 
♦Sir      ARCHIBALD     CAMPBELL 
(Renfrewshire) :    I   must   congratulate 
my  Friends  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  way  in 
which  he  has  introduced  these  Bills  to 
the  House,    which,   I  think,  must  also 
agree  with  me  in  congratulating  him  on 
the  success  he   has   achieved,  not  only 
because  of  the  manner  in  which  he  has 
introduced  the  Bills,  but  also  because  of 
the    matter    of  the    Bills    themselves, 
which,  I  think,  will  meet  the  desire  of 
those  who  wish  to  see  Local   Govern- 
ment carried  on  on  a  broad,  firm,  and 
consistent  basis  in  the  country  of  Scot- 
land.    As  convener  of  my  country,   I 
must  say  that  we  feel  the  kind  words  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of  when 
he  spoke  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
who  have  ere  now  done  great  and  good 
service  in  that  position,  and  I  trust  that 
those  to  whom  we  shall  hand  over  the 
authority  vested  in  us,  will  carry  out  the 
traditions  of  economy   which   we   have 
followed,  and  do  their  best,  as  we  have 
done  in  the  past,  to  discharge  their  duty- 
towards  our  country  and  our  counties. 
Then,  Sir,  I  must  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  G^ndeman  on  the  manner  in  which 
he  haa  proposed  to  use  the  surplus  funds 
that  have  come  to  hand.      I  think  that 
when  that  is  flashed  by  telegraph  to 
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Scotland,  it  will  carry  to  many  homes  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  great  satisfaction, 
inasmuch,  as  the  relief  of  a  large 
number  of  ratepayers,  to  whom  relief 
will  be  given  by  the  use  of  the  surplus 
funds  and  probate  duty  will  be  very 
great  indeed.  There  are  large  numbers 
of  those  ratepayers  who  are  struggling 
on  the  very  verge  of  difficulty,  and  to 
them  it  will  be  a  very  great  boon  indeed. 
I  am  sure  that  that  part  of  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  re- 
ceived with  great  pleasure  and  much 
satisfaction.  With  regard  to  other 
parts  of  the  Bill,  it  is  very  difficult  for 
us  at  preseat  to  enter  into  their  dis- 
cussioQ,  and  I  will  not  attempt  to  do  so 
at  the  present  moment.  I  can  only 
hope  that  they  will  be  met  in  the  same 
spirit  that  has  been  evidenced  by  the 
right  hon. Gentleman  theMember  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs' (Mr.  Campbell  Banner- 
man)  and  that  ere  long  we  shall  be  able 
to  pass  into  law  a  Bill  that  will  be  a 
credit  to  the  Government  and  do  good 
to  the  country. 

*Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  We 
must  all,  I  think,  agree  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  in  the  opinion  that  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  clear  and  distinct  in  every 
detail,  so  clear  that  it  seems  to  me  to  carry 
with  it  a  certain  disadvantage  to  himself 
— the  disadvantage  that  it  exposes  him 
to  comments  and  speeches  from  hon. 
Members  who  have  listened  to  it  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  who  feel  that 
they  are  almost  in  as  good  a  position  to 
meet  what  he  has  put  before  them  as  if 
they  had  the  Bill  before  them.  There 
were,  however,  two  or  three  points  in  the 
Statement  which,  it  seems  to  me,  are  open 
to  a  certain  amount  of  criticism.  There 
was  a  phrase  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
repeated  more  than  once,  namely — that 
taxation  and  representation  should  go 
together.  That  is  an  excellent  maxim 
in  so  far  as  it  means  that  your  represen- 
tation  id  to  go  at  least  as  far  as  your 
taxation.  In  the  first  place,  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  is  looked  on  with  great  anxiety 
in  a  country  like  Scotland  because  of  the 
enormous  power  which  its  provisions 
may  exercise.  It  is  to  be  of  advantage 
not  only  to  the  people  directly  affected, 
but  it  is  also  to  be  of  even  more  general 
advantage  that  you  shall  impose  on  all 
the  citizens  of  the  country,  whatever 
their  situation  in  life,  some  responsibility 
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in  regard  to  administerinK  the  Mibm 
which  concern  them,  whether  thej  are 
taxed  and  rated  or  not.   The  people,  rich 
and  poor,  are  concerned  in  matten  affect- 
ing  their  sanitary  condition  and  eflb»ent 
Local  Government  of  ererjr  kind,  and 
you  cannot  limit  the  principle  of  that 
representation    or    of    that     reeponn- 
bility  which    exists    in     reference    to^ 
these    things    by  merely    asking    the 
question  whether  rates  and   taxes  fall 
upon  the  people  concerned.    In  saying 
this  I  go  at  once  to  what  seems  to  me 
the  most  serious  blot  on  the  proposal  of 
the  Lord  Advocate— I  allude  to  what  he 
said  as  to  the  service  franchise.    He 
says    it    is    to    be   provided     by   this 
Bill   that  persons  in  ooonpatian,   who- 
are  only  nominally  rated,  snail  be  able 
to  get  themselves  put  upon  the  list  of 
ratepayers;    and  they,  no  doubt,  when 
they  are  in  service  will  enter  into  some 
arrangement  with  the  person  in  whose 
service  they  are.     He  conveyed  to  the 
House  that  they  will  possibly  put  them- 
selves in  some  better  position  for  gotting^ 
the  benefit  of  the  franchise.     If  there  be 
any  analogy  between  what  has  taken 
place  in  England  and  what  is  to  take 
place  in  Scotland  under  this  Bill,  it  will 
not  have  the  least  effect  of  that  kind, 
because,  as  has  been  said  over  and  over 
again  with  reference  to  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people,  that  where  the  ocea- 
pation  that  does  not  mean  physical  occa* 
pation  but  a  mere  techniccd  occupation, 
like  that  of  a  servant  as  the  occupation 
of  his  master,   the  mere  rating  of  the 
servant  does  not  bring  him  within  the 
category  necessary  to  put  him  within  the 
law  as  a  rated  occupier.    If  you  are  in 
earnest  about  the  service  franchise,  you 
must  provide  what  you  have  provided 
in  regard  to  Parliamentary  elections-' 
that  not  a   technical,   but  a  physicsli 
occupation,  and  an  occupation  of  a  much 
more  general  character  than  the  Lord 
Advocate  appears  to  contemplate,  shall 
give  the  right  to  vote.     You  must  maks 
up  your  mind  between  two  principles— 
whether    you   will   exclude   altogether 
a    substantial    part     of     the    service 
franchise      in      reference      to      Local 
Government    in    Scotland,  or   whether 
you    will     take    it    in    complete^     as 
would  be  necessary  if  you  were  to  ex* 
tend  the  full  benefit  of  the  service  fran- 
chise, and  propose  an  efficient  measure 
on  the  subject.    Unless  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate  is  prepared  to  go  a    good    deal 
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further,  it  seems  to  me  that  his  proposal 
is  simply  nugatory.     It  may  be  that,  by 
brineiug  in  a  large  class  of  Toters  of 
this  kind,  you  will  go  somewhat  beyond 
the   principle  of    taxation  and  repre- 
sentation  goiog  hand-in-hand ;   but   I 
affirm  that,  unless  you  take  the  step  I 
suggest,  you  will  not  pass  any  measure 
of  Local  Government  for  Scotland  which 
will  either  be  satisfactory  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  or  to  the 
people  of  Scotland.     You  will  not  ex- 
tend the  area  very  much  unless  you  draw 
the  elective  area  sufficiently  wide  to  make 
it  coincide,  or  nearly  coincide,  with  the 
people  whose  interests  are  immediately 
concerned.      I    now    come  to    a  plea- 
santer  feature  of  the  Bill — namely,  that 
which  relates  to  District  Committees. 
This  is  certainly  better  than  what  is  in 
the  English  Act.     It  was  not  the  fault 
of    the     right    hon.    Gentleman     (Mr. 
Hitchie)  that  in  the  English  Act  of  last 
year  District  Committees  were  not  dealt 
with  as  is  now  proposed  in  the  case  of 
Scotland.     It  was,  I  believe,  originally 
contemplated  that  there  should  be  such 
District  Committees,  but  the  matter  was 
held  over  for  further  consideration.     I 
should  certainly  like  to  know  a  little 
^more  clearly  before  coming  to  a  conclu- 
'sion  on  the  subject,  what  are  to  be  the 
functions  of  these  District  Committees, 
and  how  much  they  are  to  take  from  the 
functions  of  the  Parochial  Boards?   The 
Lord  Advocate  will  probably  say  that 
this  will  only  be  understood  when  we  get 
the  Bill  and  criticize  it.  I  shall  certainly 
listen  with  great  interest  to  what  are 
to  bo  the  functions  those  District  Com- 
mittees  are    to     exercise ;    because    it 
appears  to  me  that  unless  they  are  to 
take  over  a  number  of  those  functions 
which  the  Lord  Advocate  has  not  yet 
given  us  any  indication  of,   they  will 
not  satisfactorily  discharge  the  duties 
which  we    desire    to    see  carried  out. 
There  is  another  provision  which  I  think 
very   bad   in  spirit  — that  is  the  two 
registers.     I  know  the  difficulties  of  the 
attempt  to  assimilate  the  Parliamentary 
and  local  franchise.     I  know  it  has  not 
been  done  in  England  yet,  but  I  know 
of  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  done 
in    Scotland.      Surely,    when    we    are 
having  a   comprehensive   Bill  of   this 
kind,  it  would  have  been  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  have  made  the 
measure  still  more  comprehensive  by 
putting  the  two  registers  as  nearly  as 


as    possible    on    one    footing.      If    it" 
be  said  that  the  Parliamentary  register 
would  not  include  all  that  it  is  intended 
to  bring  within  the  scope  of  the  Local' 
Government  register,  then  it  would  have- 
been  better  to  have  had  a  supplemental 
register  for  Local  Government  than  to 
have  had  a  wholly  distinct  register,  with 
different  franchises  and  with  different 
ways  of  dealing  with  the  matter,  and 
which  can  only  lead  to  litigation,  con- 
fusion,   and  expense.      I  say  nothing 
about  licensing.     I  do  not  think  it  is^ 
altogether  to  the  advantage  of   those^ 
who  desire  that  the  licensing  should  be* 
excluded    from     popular     local    con- 
trol, that  this  step  should   have   been 
taken,     because    the    exclusion     will 
only  lead  to  further  agitation  upon  the 
part  of  temperance  reformers  in  Scotland 
for  the  constitution  of  separate  Boards, 
dealing  with  liscenses  on  a  separate  basis- 
from  that  of  the  general  Boards.     As 
regards  the  Parochial  Boards,  which  is 
to  be  constituted  partly  of  owners  and 
partly  of  occupiers,  I  will  say  nothing 
more  than  has  been  said  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs,    excepting    this,   that   it  doefr 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  rather  retrograde 
step,  when  you  have  already,  in  the  case- 
of  the  County  Councils,  got  over  those 
scruples,  not  to  put  the  Parochial  Boards- 
on  the  same  basis  as  the  County  Coun- 
cils.    As  to  the  provisions  with  regard 
to  school  fees,  we  recognize  them  as  a 
step  forward,  and  we  thank  the  Lord 
Advocate  for  having  gone  so  far.    Then 
there    is    another    proposition     which- 
seemed    to  me  to  be    a    curious  one^ 
that   is  the   proposition  as  to   capital- 
expenditure  and  the  appointment  of  a 
Joint  Committee  of  Control  of  owners 
of  property  who  are  to  bear  the  inci- 
dence of  this  capital  expenditure  and  of 
the    representatives    of    the    ordinary 
electoral   body   in   the   country.      Sir,, 
what    would    be  said    in     liondon    if 
you  proposed  to  control  the  operations 
of  the  County  Council   by  constituting 
a  Joint  Committee  representing  partly 
the  owners  of  property  to  control  the  - 
capital  expenditure  ?    The  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  ^Hy  that  the  most,  if  not  the 
whole  of  those    rates    fall    upon    the- 
owners.     Yes,    but    the    rates    levied- 
in    London    on    the    occupiers,  not  ia- 
all  cases,  but  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,. 
come  out  of  the  rents  in  the  long  run*^ 
To  me  it  seems  that  to  prevent  the  per— 


1847 


Local  Oovernment 


{COMMONS} 


fir  ScoiUmd. 


1641 


flons  who  represent  the  Government  of 
the  country  having  control  of  the  capital 
expenditure,  is  a  very  retrograde  step. 
The  proposals  with  regard  to  Private 
Bills  are  certainly  a  step  forward.  It 
is  right  that  the  inquiry  should  take 
place  in  Scotland,  but  I  do  think  that 
many  people  will  be  disappointed  that 
there  is  no  proposition  in  this  Bill  for 
an  extension  of  the  Provisional  Order 
system.  I  do  not  want  the  details  of  these 
Bills  to  be  thrashed  out  in  this  House, 
nor  will  I  be  considered  disrespectful 
when  I  say  that  there  are  not  20  per 
cent  of  the  Members  of  this  House  who 
care,  or  will  ever  care,  anything  about 
Scotch  Private  Bills.  The  details  of 
PrivateBills could  in  threecasesoutof  four 
be  settled  on  the  spot ;  and  I  do  think 
it  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  given  some 
power  of  remitting  Provisional  Orders 
to  a  Commission  sitting  dow  in  Scot- 
land, than  to  have  observed  a  proce- 
dure which  cannot  be  altogether  satis- 
factory, and  must  lead  to  nearly  as 
.  great  expense  as  in  the  case  under  the 
present  system,  simply  to  perceive  the 
nominal  control  which  Parliament 
exercises  over  Private  Bill  legislation. 
I  am  perfectly  certain  before  many  years 
are  over,  we  shall  recognize  in  one  form 
or  another  the  principle  of  sending 
these  Private  Bills  to  Scotland  to  be 
dealt  with  by  people  who  are  more 
competent  to  consider  them  than  we 
can  be.  Having  said  so  much,  I  wish 
to  join  in  what  I  am  sure  is  the  expres- 
sion of  satisfaction  on  this  side  of  the 
House — though  vre  shall  have  to  enforce 
these  points  of  criticism  to  the  best  of 
our  ability — with  the  thorough-going 
and  comprehensive  set  of  Bills  which 
we  have  before  us.  It  will  be  our  duty, 
in  no  spirit  of  carping  criticism,  to 
make  amendments,  but,  at  the  same 
time  to  accept  the  Bills  in  an  appreciative 
spirit  as  a  good  foundation  to  build 
upon. 

Mr.  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright- 
shire) :  Everybody  must  agree  that 
under  the  Bills  a  great  advance  will  be 
made  in  popular  government.  They 
deal  purely  with  Scotch  questions,  which 
they  settle  on  Scotch  lines  ;  and  they 
are  based  on  the  principle  of  extending 
representative  and  popular  government 
in  Scotland.  There  are  one  or  two 
things,  however,  which  I  regret  to 
£ud  are  not  inoludeed  in  the  scheme  of 

J/ir.  Haldane 


the  (Jovemment,  and  espeoiallj  that  th 
Licensing  Question  is  left  antouched 
With  regard  to  Private  BillB,  the  moi 
expensive  part  of  thA  boainewi  will  In 
dealt  with  in  Scotland,  where  thi 
present  Bystem  is  held  np  as  a  greiJ 
grievance.  Private  proprietors  wk 
are  anxious  to  benefit  the  distrieti  ii 
which  they  live  often  find  their  good 
intentions  thwarted  owing  to  the  giMl 
expense  which  would  be  incnrred  ii 
approaching  Parliament.  I  am  glad  ti 
think  that  the  influence  of  the  Paio 
chial  Boards  will  be  strengthened  ratlia 
than  diminished.  There  has  been  i 
strong  feeling  among  the  people  ii 
favour  of  a  reform  of  this  kind,  and  om 
of  the  most  satisfactory  parts  of  thi 
measure  will  be  the  proposal  to  a«iil 
the  local  rates  from  the  probate  dntj 
I  could  have  wished  that  the  Oovern- 
ment had  seen  their  way  to  oontinmni 
the  name  of  Commissioners  of  Supplji 
which  is  so  familiar  and  is  hela  ii 
general  favour.  The  economy  prifr 
tised  in  the  Scotch  counties  will  oontml 
favourably  with  that  in  any  oounty  ii 
the  Kingdom,  and  my  own  county  ii 
at  the  head  of  the  list.  Seeing  that  thi 
assessment  only  amounts  to  one  pennj 
in  the  pound,  if  it  continues  at  thil 
sum  we  are  not  likely  to  be  worse  ofl 
with  a  County  Council  than  we  hvn 
been  with  Commissioners  of  Supply. 
I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  m 
his  very  explicit  statement  on  this  ab- 
struse subject,  and  I  would  express  i 
hope  that  the  House  will  see  its  «a| 
to  pass  the  Bills  into  law  at  an  esd] 
day. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  & 
not  ifropose  to  trouble  the  House  at  sn] 
length  upon  the  numerous  qaestumi 
which  arise  from  the  clear  and  admir 
able  statement  of  the  Lord  Advooafts^ 
but  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  l 
question  in  which  I  take  a  spemal  m 
terest — ^namely,  the  application  of  flu 
Probate  Duty  in  Scotland.  I  heardt] 
rejoice  that  the  Government  have  abaa 
doned  the  proposal  of  last  year  as  to  d» 
application  of  the  duty.  The  proposi 
then  was  to  allocate  it  to  the  rslii 
of  ratos ;  but  such  an  allocatioi 
would  have  given  no  relief  to  any  das 
of  people  in  Scotland.  I,  therefore,  cos 
gratulate  the  Government  upon  havinj 
made  up  their  minds  to  allooate  itt 
the  purpose  of  free  education.  There  arfl 
however,  one  or  two  points  upon  whid 
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I  think  the  House  would  be  glad  to 
haTe  more  specific  information.  Accord- 
ing to  the  financial  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  sum  of  about 
£171,000  will  be  allocated  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  school  fees,  but  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  fall  short  of 
the  required  amount  by  £180,000.  I  do 
not  quite  understand  whether  the  Go- 
vernment contemplate  the  application  of 
the  money  to  the  entire  abolition  of  the 
school  fees  or  to  their  reduction.  The 
figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are 
open  to  some  criticism.  The  total  sum 
from  licences  in  Scotland  is  £323,000 ; 
and  against  that  there  are  to  be  put 
the  Imperial  grants  which  are  with- 
drawn, including  £36,000  which  is  g^ven 
to  the  roads,  beyond  what  was  given 
in  1876-7,  and  which  creates  an  unfair 
distinction  between  the  counties  and  the 
burghs.  That  sum  I  claim  for  free 
education.  There  is  a  sum  of  £30,000  to 
be  g^ven  for  the  Highlands,  but  as  the 
Government  have  not  informed  us  how 
we  are  to  spend  the  money,  I  can  ex- 
press no  opinion  upon  it.  I  do  not  see 
why  any  special  grant  should  be  given 
to  the  Highlands.  I  would  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
money  should  be  kept  in  hand  for  nine 
months ;  we  should  then  have  a  nest  egg 
of  £170,000  or  £180,000,  and  if  we 
abolished  school  fees  in  1890  we 
should  have  that  sum  in  hand  to  make 
up  the  difference  between  £240,000 
and  the  sum  required  for  the 
complete  payment  of  school  fees. 
That  sum  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
make  up  the  difference.  If  the  House 
sees  its  way  to  provide  without  any  fresh 
taxation  for  a  period  of  four  years,  we 
should  then  be  entitled  to  take  into 
consideration  the  enormous  im- 
provement there  would  be  in  the 
average  attendance  of  children 
in  the  schools,  and  the  consequent  in- 
crease which  we  should  have  from 
the  Government  grant,  an  improvement 
irhioh,  judging  from  the  results  of  the 
abolition  of  school  fees  in  foreign 
countries,  I  cannot  put  at  less  than  10 
per  cent.  If  that  result  were  realized 
before  four  years  have  elapsed,  we 
shoidd  be  earning  something  like 
£50,000  a  year  more  than  the  Govern- 
ment g^ant,  and  whatever  hiatus  there 
might  be  between  the  total  of  this  g^ant 
and,  the  total  of  the  sum  now  re- 
presented     by     school     fees     would 


be  so  infinitesimal  that  it  would 
not  make  any  material  addition 
to  the  rates.  I  trust  that  the 
Government  having  gone  so  far,  in> 
deference  to  the  almost  unanimous 
opinion  of  Scotland,  will  not  in  a 
niggardly  spirit  deal  with  the  details, 
but  will  give  as  much  money  as  may  be 
necessary  to  avoid  any  addition  to  the* 
School  Board  rate.  I  think  the  term 
''denominational  schools"  is  unfortu- 
nate in  its  application  to  Scotland.  In 
Scotland  all  of  our  schools  are  denomina- 
tional in  this  sense,  that  every  school, 
whether  Board  school,  Catholic  school' 
or  Episcopalian  school,  teaches  Christi* 
anity  and  the  shorter  Oatechism.  The^ 
distinction  is  not  between  denomina- 
tional and  undenominational  schools,  but 
between  those  managed  and  controlled 
by  popular  authority,  and  those  managed 
and  controlled  by  private  individuals. 
The  tendency  of  the  School  Boards  so 
far  has  been  to  absorb  the  denomina* 
tional  schools,  but  another  and  more 
difficult  matter  has  been  the  63,000- 
children  who  are  Catholics.  I  do  not 
know  if  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  those 
who  belong  to  that  religion,  or  what  will 
be  the  view  taken  of  the  question  by  the 
people  of  Scotland ;  but  bearing  in  mind 
the  fact  that  all  the  Board  schools  are 
denominational  schools  in  the  sense  of 
teaching  religion,  if  the  Catholics  of 
Scotland  are  willing  to  put  their  schools 
under  School  Board  control,  it  would  not 
be  unreasonable  that  some  prorision 
should  be  made,  in  a  district  where  there 
is  a  sufficient  number  of  Catholics  to 
justify  it,  for  the  teaching  of  religion  by 
Catholic  teachers  just  as  in  other  dis* 
tricts  the  Presbyterian  religion  is 
taught  now  by  Presbyterian  teachers.. 
That,  however,  is  merely  a  suggestion 
by  the  way.  Whatever  view  may  be 
taken  upon  the  thorny  question  of  re- 
ligious education,  I  trust  that  on  neither 
side  of  the  House  will  anything  be  done 
to  prevent  the  Government  from  carry- 
ing out  their  plan  in  whole  or  in  part. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
on  the  question  of  Private  Bill  legislation^ 
Although  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  the  proposal  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  put  forward,  I  venture  to* 
say  with  the  greatest  possible  respect 
for  him  and  those  who  entertain  his 
views  that  he  is  legislating  in  the  wrong 
direction.  If  hon.  Members  will  analyie 
the  Private  Bill  legislation  for  Scotland 
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they  will  find  that  about  75  per  cent  of 
.  it  is  railway  legislation  and  only  about 
20  per  cent,  legislation  by  the  towns, 
Jburghs,  and  other  public  authorities. 
I  recognize  the  grievance  under  which 
corporations  suffer  under  the  present 
system,  but  the  true  direction  in  which 
reform  ought  to  be  sought  is  so  to  im- 
prove the  general  legislation,  and  so  to 
increase  the  powers  of  municipalities 
and  public  authorities  that  the  occasions 
will  be  rare  on  which  it  will  be  necessary 
to  apply  for  any  Private  Bills  whatever. 
I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  en- 
courage Private  Bill  legislation,  which 
after  all  is  the  legislation  of  privilege, 
and  I  believe  it  is  possible  to  avoid 
the  necessity  of  applying  to  Parliament 
at  all.  With  respect  to  the  bearing 
of  the  scheme  on  the  railway  companies, 
I  confess  that  I  see  no  advantage  in  it 
either  to  them  or  to  the  public.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  railway  system 
of  Scotland  is  so  interwoven  with  the 
railway  system  of  England  that  special 
legislation  for  Scotland  would  give  no 
advantage,  nor  would  it  be  economical. 
If,  therefore,  the  companies  think  they 
would  be  better  uader  the  present  system, 
I  should  be  prepared  to  support  their 
contention  in  that  respect.  It  is  a 
curious  facit  that  the  only  part  of  the 
work  of  this  House  which,  by  universal 
consent,  is  done  well — namely,  the  work 
in  Committee  upstairs — is  the  one  which 
the  Government  are  going  to  take  away 
from  the  House  of  Commons  and  confer 
on  a  tribunal,  small  in  number,  which 
will  be  apt  to  fall  into  a  narrow  and 
-professional  groove. 
*Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clackmannan 
and  Kinross) :  Allow  me  to  add  my  con- 
.eratulations  to  those  which  have  already 
been  offered  to  the  Lord  Advocate  upon 
the  admirable  clearness  of  the  statement 
he  has  submitted,  and  aUo  for  the  com- 

Erehensive  spirit  in  ^hich  the  Bills 
ave  been  prepared.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  appropriate,  at  this  moment, 
to  enter  into  a  detailed  criticism  of  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made.  We 
shall  see  the  Bills  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days  and  will  then  have  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  details  more  fully. 
There  are  points,  of  course,  which  will 
jrequire  grave  consideration  in  the  later 
stages  of  the  Bills,  but  there  are  one  or 
two  matters  to  which  reference  has 
already  been  made  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words.     The  first 
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of  these  is  in  ragard  to  the  manner  i 
which  the  oontribution  hitherto  ma^ 
from  the  county  rate  in  Sootkad— tl 
assessment  levied  bj  the  Oommissiona 
of  Supply  on  owners — ought  to  be  det 
with,  for  I  am  not  entirely  satiafied  tiu 
the  ingenious  method  in  whieh  theLn 
Advocate  proposes  to  deal  with 
is  altogether  free  from  objection.  Tl 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlenii 
will,  in  my  opinion,  hare  to  be  carefbll 
considered  in  order  to  prevent  di 
stereotyping  the  present  amount  of  thi 
tax  upon  the  land  without  having  regw 
to  the  possible  future  increase  in  tfa 
value  of  the  land.  The  proposal,  at 
understand,  is  to  ascertain  the  prean 
value  of  that  tax — ^to  leave  it  a  pa 
manent  burden  upon  ownersy  bat  t 
divide  any  increase  in  the  tax  eqnaO] 
between  owners  and  ocoupierSy  thereb; 
relieving  land  at  the  expense  of  laboia 
Another  point  is  the  proposal  to  keep  thi 
Commissioners  of  Supply  in  life  for  oneo 
two  purposes  only,  and  to  provide  tim 
all  capital  expenditure  shaU  in  fatnn 
in  counties  be  dealt  with  by  a  body  ooB' 
sisting  of  a  Standing  Ck>mmittee  to  b( 
made  up  of  seven  County  Oonncillon 
and  seven  Commissioners  of  Supply 
That  is  a  proposition  to  deal  with  capital 
expenditure  in  a  very  exceptional  way. 
No  doubt  there  is  die  precedent  of  thi 
Heads  and  Bridges  Act,  for  putting 
capital  expenditure  on  a  diflbrent 
footing  from  current  expendituiei 
but,  as  far  as  I  know,  that  is  the 
only  instance  of  such  a  thing — it  standi 
alone.  It  is  a  very  anomaloas  mode 
of  treating  these  important  matten 
to  have  separate  tribunals  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  capital  expenditUN 
as  against  expenditure  which  is  not 
capital.  There  is  another  matter  whidi 
it  IS  proposed  to  hand  over  to  the  JoiBi 
Committee,  and  that  is  the  control  ol 
the  police.  There,  again,  it  appears  tc 
me  that  very  careful  consideration  will 
be  needed,  because  we  know  that  thi 
Burgh  Councils  have  hitherto  adminis 
tered  their  police  to  the  satisfactum  cd 
all  concerned,  and  some  very  distinel 
cause  must  be  shown  why  the  Oounfrj 
Councils  should  not  have  the  like  fiu 
power  of  managing  their  police.  And 
now  I  come  to  the  question  of  the  servMi 
franchise,  which  in  some  parts  of  thi 
country  will  prove  a  very  importanj 
factor.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  o^ 
the  great  mining  communities,  in  whiol 
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by  far  the  larger  proportion  of  the 
number  of  Parliamentary  voters  vote  on 
-the  service  franchise.  Surely  it  would 
be  unfortunate  if  they  were  to  have  no 
power  of  taking  part  in  the  election  of 
County  Oouncus.  I  hope  the  House 
will  carefully  consider  this  matter,  for 
it  does  not  soem  to  me  to  be  at  all  clear 
that  the  Parliamentary  franchise  and 
^e  County  Council  franchise  should  not 
•be  the  same.  I  will  say  nothing  now 
with  regard  to  the  licensing  question 
beyond  that  I  am  sure  very  many  of  us 
are  exceedingly  desirous  that  the  question 
should  be  dealt  with  in  some  satisfactory 
way  in  these  Bills,  because  undoubtedly 
there  is  no  matter  which  is  more 
closely  connected  with  the  daily  life 
and  well-being  of  a  community  than 
the  licensing  question.  But  I  will 
say  nothing  about  that,  as  we  are  told 
it  is  not  to  be  comprehended  in  this 
Bill.  There  is,  however,  the  point  as 
^o  the  Parochial  Boards.  It  seems  to 
me  that  there,  again,  it  is  exceedingly 
doubtful  whether  there  can  be  any 
sufficient  reason  given  for  the  restric- 
tive franchise  which  is  proposed.  If  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  aright,  it  was  to  the  effect 
that,  in  order  to  give  a  qualification  for 
a  seat  on  the  Parochial  Board,  a  person 
must  be  an  owner  or  an  occupier  of  not 
less  than  £50  assessment. 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  In  the 
ordinary  case,  one -half  of  the  Board 
will  be  elected  by  owners.  In  those 
parishes  in  which  the  owners  are  so  few 
in  number  that  an  election  by  owners 
would  be  inappropriate,  the  Board  of 
Supervision  will  nominate  that  half  of 
the  Board,  selecting  owners,  occupiers 
over  £50,  or  other  fit  persons. 

♦Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  This  is 
certainly  a  very  singular  mode  of  elect- 
ing such  a  body.  In  our  School  Board 
system  in  Scotland — a  body  which  has 
certainly  to  perform  very  delicate  func- 
tions, and  to  administer  large  funds — 
the  members  are  elected  on  a  perfectly 
free  and  open  franchise.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  it  will  have  to  be  carefully 
considered  whether  it  would  not  be  wise 
and  just  to  give  a  franchise  for  the 
Parochial  Boards  similar  to  the  School 
Board  franchise— or,  at  any  rate,  to  the 
County  Council  franchise.  The  School 
Board  franchise  is  limited  to  £40 
occupiers,  and  even  now  there  la  a 
strong    feeling    that    that    restriction 


should  be  removed.  I  am  elad  it  is 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  important 
subject  of  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  I 
hope  that  it  is  not  proposed  to 
interfere  in  any  way  with  the  Pro- 
visional Order  system,  under  which 
local  inquiries  are  now  conducted  satis- 
factorily at  a  cheap  rate.  I  can  assure 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  Bills  will  receive 
fair  and  dispassionate  consideration  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  that  there 
is  every  desire  that  they  may  pass  into 
law  with  such  Amendments  as  may  be 
thought  right. 

♦Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E.) :  I  may,  I  hope,  join  in  the 
chorus  of  congratulation  with  which 
the  House  has  received  these  Bills. 
Certainly,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
introduced  a  very  important  subject,  in 
a  manner  entirely  worthy  of  himself, 
and  in  a  manner  which  has  made  it  very 
much  more  easy  for  us  to  understand 
and  discuss  them  than  it  would  have 
been  if  he  had  not  displayed  this  great 
lucidity  of  exposition.  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said  this  was  a  subject  which  must 
be  dealt  with  in  a  comprehensive  manner. 
I  am  glad  he  has  so  accurately  stated  the 
principle  on  which  Bills  of  this  kind 
shoula  proceed,  and  if  I  ventured  to 
make  any  general  criticism  to  make 
on  the  scheme  which  has  been  put 
before  us,  it  would  be  that  that 
principle  has  not  been  carried  to  its 
logical  conclusion,  and  that  we  might 
have  a  still  more  simple  and  compre- 
hensive plan  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  only  make  a  few  alterations  in  his 
scheme.  Sir,  I  think  it  is  matter  for 
g^eat  congratulation,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  Government  have  adopted  the 
principle  which  they  have  done  in  the 
election  and  constitution  of  the  County 
Councils,  and  that  in  spite  of  any 
temptation  to  the  contrary  they 
have  unreservedly  adopted  a  popular 
franchise.  I  heartily  congratulate  them 
on  taking  a  step  from  which  beneficent 
consequences  must  flow.  But,  Sir,  I 
complain  that  the  principle  and  sim- 
plicity of  the  whole  plan  has  not  been 
followed  out  in  all  its  details,  and  I 
would  ask  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
look  at  the  matter  in  this  way.  When 
we  are  talking  about  County  Govern- 
ment, we  refer  chiefly  to  the  spending  of 
the  rates  which  are  raised  in  the  coon- 
ties.    That    is   the  chief  business   of 
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county  administration.   Now,  it  is  worth 
while  for  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  money  which  is  administered  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  at  present,  and 
the  administration  of  which  it  is  proposed 
to  transfer  to  the  new  County  Councils,  is 
really  a  very  small  portion  of  the  money 
raised ;  and  accordingly  if  we  do  no  more 
than  transfer  to  County  Councils  elected 
on  a  popular  franchise  the  rates  which 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply  now  ad- 
minister,   and  give    the  rest  to    other 
Boards  elected  on  an  imperfect  fran- 
chise,   we    only  carry  out  the  system 
of    County  Government    reform    to    a 
limited     extent.      I   do    not     suppose 
that  the  rates  which  are  administered 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  exceed 
more    than     14    or    15    per    cent,    of 
the  county  rates,  and  therefore   I  am 
anxious  that  Government  should  con- 
sider whether  it  is  not  possible  not  only 
to  embrace  in  their  scheme  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  but  also  to  apply  the 
same  franchise  to  the  Parochial  Boards 
by  whom  the  greatest  amount  of  money 
in  the  county  is  raised ;  and,  further,  to 
draw     into    their    scheme    the    School 
Boards  which  raise  and  expend  a  con- 
siderable   proportion    of   money.       To 
pass    to    another     point,     there     can 
surely  be  no  reason  for  keeping  up  the 
Commissioners  of    Supply   for    special 
purposes  in  the  way  proposed  by  the 
Government   for  checking  and   taking 
part  in  capital  expenditure  by  County 
Councils?    I  would  suggest  that  that 
part  of  the  Bill  could  be  easily  dropped ; 
it  is  a  part  which  it  will  prove  exceed- 
ingly dif&cult  to  defend.     Let  us  assume 
for    a    moment    that   the    proposal    is 
adopted,  that   the  present   amount  of 
rates  the  owners  pay  should  be  stereo- 
typed, and  all  future  additions  be  di- 
vided— is   not   that   sufficient  security, 
without    providing   that  the  Commis- 
sioners of    Supply   should    be    joined 
with  the  County  Council  in  matters  of 
capital    expenditure?    If    the    capital 
expenditure  involves  an  addition  to  the 
rates,  it  will  fall  equally  on  the  owners 
and  occupiers.     And,  again,  the  burghs 
have  controlled  and  managed  their  poUce 
in  so  satisfactory  a  manner ;  surely  that 
should  encourage  the  Government    to 
entrust  the  administration  of  the  force 
to  the    County   Councils.      What  the 
people  of  Scotland  desire  is  not  merely 
to  popularize    the  constitution  of  one 
single   body  which  administers  only  a 
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small  portion  of  the  affairs  of  the  ooxmfjf 
but  to  reform  the  whole  ooantj  eoniti- 
tution    and   Bystem  of    adminietntioa 
from  top  to  bottom,  so   that  thej  may 
be  put  into  harmony  and  form  a  sym- 
metrical     whole.       Oounty     Oonneib, 
Parochial  Boards,    and    rSstriot  CSom- 
mittees  should  all  stand   on   the  same 
franchise,  and  be  parts  of  a  systematic 
and  organic  whole.    Local  administra- 
tion  requires  three  g^ups  of  bodies  fbr 
parishes,  districts,  and  counties ;  and  as 
Parochial  Boards  and  Sohool  Boards  are 
recent   creations,  it  would  be  easy  to 
make    any   necessary  change  in  their 
constitutions  for  the  purpose  of  adapting 
them  to  a  general   scheme.     There  is 
much  in  the  Bill  that  can  be  welcomed ; 
but  there  are  many  important  defects, 
which,  however^  may  be  easUj  reme- 
died without  marring  in  any  degree  the 
symmetry  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
I  wish  to  add  my  share  to  the  oongrata* 
lations  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  extremely  clear  way  in  which  he  ex- 
plained the  principles  of  his  Bills,  and 
on  the  manner  in  which  he  secared 
the  interest  of  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  for  an  hour  and  a  half.  I  am 
not  going  to  allude  to  any  subject 
dealt  with  by  other  speakers;  but  I 
desire  elucidation  on  one  point.  The 
principle  of  the  English  Bfll  was  that 
the  county  franchise  should  be  assimi- 
lated to  the  municipal  franchise,  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  proposes,  on  the  whole^ 
to  follow  that  principle ;  but  he  makes 
one  somewhat  essential  departure  from 
it  in  giving  to  the  service  franchise  Toter 
who  has  no  vote  in  a  borough  the 
privilege  of  becoming  a  oounty  Toter 
under  certain  conditions.  The  important 
question  arises  whether  the  same  privi- 
lege will  be  given  to  the  service  fran- 
chise voters  in  boroughs,  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  not  follow  that  the  lodgers 
in  bori>ughs,  a  much  more  numerous 
and  important  class  than  the  service 
franchise  holder,  must  not  also  be  put  on 

the  municipal  list.  If  so,  I  shall  apneal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Preaiaent  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  know  if 
he  is  prepared  to  copy  in  England  the 
amended  provisions  of  the  Scotch  mei^ 
sure?  This  raises  a  serious  Cbnstita- 
tional  question,  and  the  House  will  be 
glad  of  an  answer  from  both  Ministers. 

«Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith): 
The  very  admirable  speech — ^whidb  was 
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appreciated  on  this  side  of  tbe  House  no 
less  than  on  the  other^-of  my  right  hon. 
Friend    the    Lord    Advocate    acquired 
additional  interest  not  only  from  the 
indication  it  gave  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Oovemment  towards  the  reform  of  local 
government  in  Scotland,  but  from  the 
terse  and  luminous  summary  of  the  past 
history  of  local  government  in  Scotland 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
prefaced  his  remarks.     As  a  Commis- 
sioner of  Supply,  I  can  only  say  that  if 
I  had  any  regret  that  my  duties  are 
deceased,    it  would  be  that  I  am  so 
much  better  qualified  to  perform  them 
than    I    ever    was  before.    The  Lord 
Advocate    has    spoken    of    the    basis 
of  his  scheme  as  if  it  must  be  excep- 
tionally    Scotch.      I     hope     he     will 
follow    up    that    admirable    train    of 
reasoning,     and     ag^ee     at    a     later 
stage    to  allow   the   Bills  to    be   re- 
ferred to  a  Oommittee  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers.   I  do  not  think  that  English  Mem- 
bers who  have  to  listen  to  the  debates 
on  these  Bills  are  likely  to  be  more  in- 
terested in    them  than    I  was    in  the 
English  Local  Government  Bill  of  last 
Session,  and  I  believe  a  Oommittee  of 
Scotch  Members  would  be  the  natural 
outcome  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman's 
speech  ;  indeed,  with  a  little  more  atten- 
tion paid  to  the  sentiment  of  national 
feeling,  I  have  no  doubt  we  should  soon 
•see  a  great  improvement  in  the  conduct 
of  Scotch  affairs.     As  to  the  areas  of 
local  government  mentioned  in  the  Bill, 
so  far  as  burghs  are  concerned,  some  of 
the  smaller  ones  ought  to  be  merged 
into  the  larger  areas,  because  they  have 
populations  which,  in  many  instances, 
can  only  be  compared  with  that  of  Old 
Sarum.  In  one  or  two  cases,  such  as  the 
Hebrides,    special    provision    must    be 
made,  because  it  would  be  unreasonable 
to  expect  representatives  to  go  from  the 
Hebrides  to  their  county  town.     Oom- 
missioners  of  Supply  have,  no  doubt,  dis- 
charged their  duties  well ;  but,  as  they 
are  going  to  disappear  partially,  it  is  a 
pity  they  do  not  aisappear  altogether. 
The  purposes  for  which  they  are  to  sur- 
vive   will    scarcely    bear  examination. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  in  some  counties 
some  means  of  safeguarding  the  finances 
and  the  efficiency  of  the  police  force 
might  be  found  very  desirable ;  and,  if 
that  be  so,  I  think  there  might  be  some 
provision  similar  to  that  in  the  English 
Bill,   restraining   the  Oounty  Councils 
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from  running  into  excessive  debt.     I  do 
not,  however,  wish  to  go  into  details  at 
this  stage  of  the  discus^on.    As  to  the 
officials  which  it  is  proposed  to  leave  in 
the  first  Countv  Council  elected  under 
the  new  franchise,  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  in  that,  but  I  think 
it  may  just  as  well  be  lefb  out.    If  they 
are  good  men  they  will  be  returned  on 
that  account,  and  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  trusted  to  the 
common  sense  of  the  electors  in  the  mat- 
ter.    It  is  not  a  necessary  provision  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  might  arouse  a  certain 
amount  of  hostile  popular  feeling.     But 
the     really    important     point    as    to 
the    election  of    the  County  Councils 
is  the  adoption  of  the  service  franchise. 
I  understand  the  Lord  Advocate  wishes 
to  encourage  farm  servants  and  others 
to  take  part  in  local  affairs.     No  doubt 
we  ought  to  exert  every  means  in  our 
power  to  secure  the  development  of  local 
self-government  in  Scotland,  and  to  ac- 
custom people  in  the  country  districts 
to  manage  their  own   affairs.     But  I 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Parochial  Boards  are  really  the 
only  bodies  on  which  farm  servants  and 
people  in  a  small  way  of  business  can 
be  expected  to  sit  in  order  to  take  a  part 
in  county  affairs;  and  if  we  desire  to 
secure  the  good  which  may  be  derived 
from  local  government  as  an  educational 
system,  we  ought  to  press  for  the  widest 
possible    extension    of    the    franchise. 
What  we  really  want  is  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise.  The  franchise  should 
be  the  same  for  every  kind  of  public 
body  that  is  elected,  either  for  imperial 
or  for  local  purposes.    There  are  many 
matters  connected   with  the   franchise 
which  are  of  goeat  interest ;  for  example, 
there  is  the  queotion  whether  women 
will  be  capable  of  sitting  on  the  Scotch 
County  Councils.     I  am  sorry,  Sir,  that 
some  means  have  not  been  taken  for  deal- 
ing with  the  licensing  question.     I  had 
hoped  that,  either  in  this  Bill  or  by  some 
other  Bill,  the  people  of  Scotland  would 
have  been  g^ven  the  control  of  their 
licensing  system.    Justices  of  the  Peace 
might  be  equally  well  swept  away  in 
Scotland  as  the  Commissioners  of  Supply. 
I,  indeed,  think  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  find  some  other  system  by  which 
the  licensing  system  may  be  regulated. 
The  only  other  specific  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  allude  has  reference  to  the  School 
Boards.    Now  I  am  exceedingly  sorry 
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of  denominational  education  he  may  not 
find  it  all  plain  sailing.  There  is  a  third 
Bill  the  Lord  Advocate  seeks  to  intro- 
duce— ^the  Parochial  Boards  Bill.  That, 
undoubtedly,  is  a  purely  retrogprade 
measure  so  far  as  the  large  towns  are 
concerned.  For  years  past  I  myself 
have  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
which  I  consider  to  be  much  simpler, 
and  which  I  venture  to  say  is  likely  to 
become  law  sooner  than  that  introduced 
by  the  Lord  Advocate.  In  great  towns 
there  exists  to  a  certain  extent  a  repre- 
sentative element  in  Parochial  Boards, 
elected  by  owners  and  occupiers  jointly, 
and  as  the  latter  greatly  outnumber  the 
former,  the  Board  is  elected  on  a  sound 
though  complex  basis.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  subvert  all  that 
by  dividing  the  electors  into  two  classes, 
and  allowing  each  class  to  elect  half  the 
Parochial  Board.  I  believe  that  when 
this  comes  to  be  understood  in  towns 
there  will  be  such  an  amount  of  oppo- 
sition as  will  prevent  the  Bill  becoming 
law.  In  certain  counties  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  an  im- 
provement on  the  absurd  existing  con- 
stitution of  Parochial  Boards,  but  the 
proposal  to  place  the  election  of  half  the 
Members  of  these  Boards  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Supervision  is  absolutely 

Ereposterous.  There  are  on  that  Board 
alf-a  dozen'  Sheriffs,  who  sit  on  it 
4x  officio.  It  has  no  representative 
character ;  It  is  not  responsible  to  Par- 
liament, and  complaints  have  again  and 
again  been  levelled  against  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Private  Bill  portion  of  the 
scheme,  I  have  only  one  observation  to 
make.  When,  a  couple  of  years  ago,  a 
Bill  was  passed  through  this  House — 
I  think  it  was  the  Criminal  Procedure 
Bill— there  were  some  clauses  in  it 
devoted  to  a  re-arrangement  and 
increase  of  the  salaries  of  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  and  the  then 
Lord  Advocate,  in  explaining  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill,  told  us  in  con- 
nection with  this  proposal  that  he  had  in 
•view  for  purposes  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation the  imposition  of  additional  duties 
on  these  Judges,  and  pay,  therefore,  was 
^ven  in  consideration  of  these  prospec- 
tive additional  duties.  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  which 
-throws  upon  them  this  additional  duty, 
the  Government  will  remember  that  the 
Judges  have  already  been  paid,  by 
Anticipation,  and  that  we  shall  not  have 
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financial    clauses   askings    for    further 
increase  of  their  salary  on  this  aooonnt. 
•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEBTSON :  I  think 
it    is    now  deeirable   that    I    should 
refer  to  some    of    the    points    raised, 
and     in     doinff    so    let      me    retain 
my    sincere     thanks     for    the    more 
than  courtesy  with  which  I  have  been 
treated  in  my  duty  of  submitting  the 
Government  proposals,    and    the  con- 
ciliatory spirit  in  which  those  proposals 
have  been  received  by  all  who  have 
spoken.    I  will  touch  upon  the  several 
points  that  seem  to  demand  an  answer 
now,  and,  seeing  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  in  his  place   I  will 
refer    first    to   the   servioe   franchise* 
which  he  made  subject  of  remark.    I 
am  sorry  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member   for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  is   not   present,    because    he 
could  have  furnished  some  information 
of  an  interesting  kind.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  as  to  the  state  of 
the  law  in  reference  to  servioe  firanehise 
voters  in   Municipal  Elections,  and  I 
have  to  say  the  existing  law  is  doubtful 
in  this  sense — that  in  certain  towns  the 
service   franchise  people  are   de  fiuU 
on  the  register  in   most  of  the  lam 
towns;  but  in  some — I  may  mention,  rar 
instance,   Dunfermline — they    are  not, 
owing  to  the  legal  opinion  expreeshd  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Clackmannan,  that    ihey  are   not 
entitled  to  be  on  the  municipal  register. 
Indirectly  we  may  clear  up  the  law  on 
this  point  by  keeping  on  all  those  who 
are  on  the  register  and  putting  on  those 
who  are  not  on,  but  are  otherwise  qaali- 
fied  for  the  municipal  register.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  follows  up  his questionhj 
asking  what  we  propose  to  do  in  regara 
to  burghs  as  regaras  the  roll,  and  I 
say  we  propose  the  same  terms  as  in 
counties.    These  terms,  let  me  say—  and 
I  answer  the  hon.  Member  for  Had- 
dington    (Mr.    Haldane)— are :  —  We 
desire  to  enable  service  franchise  holders 
CO  come  on  the  County  Council  roU,  and 
they  can  do  so  by  giving  notice  of  tiieir 
desire    to    contribute    to   the    OounlJ 
Council  rates.    In  doing  so  they  will  be 
entered  on  the  registcor.    Then  I  am 
asked  whether  we  pro^se  to  open  up 
another  vista,  as  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  will  answer  for  himself  at 
the  right  time,  but  I  may  say  now  that 
we  do  not  propose  that  in  these  elections 
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lodgers  should  exercise  a  vote.  I  am 
asked  how  we  justify  the  control  of  the 
capital  expenditure  in  counties,  while  in 
burghs  there  is  no  such  control.  The 
first  and  most  obvious  answer  is  that  in 
burghs  occupiers  are  rated  equally  with 
owners.  The  functions  of  the  District 
Committee  will  relate  to  roads  and  public 
highways  ;  but  possibly,  if  experience 
should  justify  it,  other  functions  may  be 
added.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said  he  hoped  our  proposals 
upon  Private  Bill  legislation  would  not 
do  away  with  the  beneficial  system  of 
local  inquiry  which  takes  place  when 
Provisional  Orders  are  being  obtained. 
We  do  not  interfere  with  these  inquiries 
unless,  and  until,  a  Provisional  Order 
comes  as  a  Bill  before  Parliament. 
Various  remonstrances  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  on  account 
of  some  of  the  claims,  and  which  are 
apparently  likely  to  lead  to  discussion, 
and,  as  I  do  not  wish  now  to  enter  upon 
controversial  argument,  I  will  not  refer 
to  them  except  as  to  one  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  ll^ast  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Esslemont).  The  hon.  Member, 
taking  an  interest  in  the  subject  which 
is  well  known,  has  stated  a  claim  for 
part  of  the  money  which  at  present  is 
proposed  should  be  devoted  to  other 
purposes  than  education,  £36,000  for 
Koads,  and  £30,000  for  the  Highlands. 
On  this  point,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  wait  until  he  can  see  the  pro- 
visions, I  think  he  will  see  that  the 
arrangements  are  more  or  less  of  a  com- 
plicated character  not  to  be  entered  upon 
piece- meal,  and  when  we  have  not  the 
means  of  full  discussion  before  us. 
Lastly,  I  am  asked  a  much  simpler 
question  when  the  Bill  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members?  On  that  I  can 
only  say  that  I  do  not  anticipate  any 
long  delay,  and  hope  it  will  be  ready 
during  this  week. 

♦Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) :  There 
are  one  or  two  questions  I  should  like  to 
put  to  the  Lord  Advocate.  I  am  sure  it 
must  be  his  desire  that  the  country 
should  have  the  opportunity  as  soon  as 
possible  of  understanding  not  only  the 
broad  principles  but  the  working  of  his 
proposals,  and  though  I  join  with  every 
other  hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  in 
congratulating  him  on  the  extreme  clear- 
ness and  lucidity  of  the  account  he  gave 
us  of  them,  it    was,   of  course,   as  a 


question  merely  of  time,  impossible 
within  the  period  at  his  disposal  to  make 
clear  everything  about  these  four  Bills. 
I  desire  information  first  as  to  the  Pri- 
vate  Bill  legislation,  and  next  as  to  the 
school  fees.  I  assume  that  the  Commis- 
sion is  intended  to  supersede  the  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
But  will  there  remain  possible  any  such 
appeal  as  at  present  exists  from  one 
House  to  the  other  on  the  details  of 
Bills  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  some  appeal 
might  very  well  remain  in  the  event  of 
parties  not  being  satisfied  with  the  de- 
cision of  the  tribunal,  but  I  should  be 
glad  to  know  whether  that  is  the  view 
of  the  Government.  If  there  is  to  be 
anything  like  an  effective  appeal  this 
can  only  be  provided  by  the  House 
still  occasionally  appointing  a  strong 
Committee  to  review  clauses,  instead 
of  the  whole  House  dealing  with  them. 
A  strong  Committee  would  be  more 
easily  appointed  under  the  new  system 
because  the  House  will  be  relieved 
of  much  ordinary  Committee  work. 
I  should  like  to  know  also  whether  it  is 
contemplated  that  the  Judee  who  is  to 
form  part  of  the  tribunal  shall  give  the 
whole  of  his  time.  The  other  ques- 
tion on  which  I  should  like  a  little  more 
information  is  a  totally  different  one, 
namely,  as  to  school  fees.  Will  all  that 
is  proposed  appear  in  the  Bills  which 
are  going  before  the  country  during  the 
Easter  Recess  ?  I  presume  there  is  no 
intention  to  eompulsorily  abolish  fees, 
either  in  Board  or  other  schools.  But 
how  is  it  proposed  to  apportion  the  re- 
lief from  fees  among  the  different 
schools?  There  is  the  embarrassing 
denominational  question.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  people  of  Scotland, 
though  they  are  mostly  Protestant,  will 
support  such  utterances  as  we  have 
hewi  lately  in  public  about  making  an 
absolute  stand  agaiust  giving  their  fair 
share  of  such  relief  to  Catholic  schools. 
The  large  Protestant  majority  would 
not  be  so  unjust  as  to  say, ''  We  will  take 
this  probate  duty  to  remit  fees  in  our 
Protestant  schools,  but  we  will  let  none 
of  it  be  g^ven  to  the  Catholics ;  we  will 
drive  them  into  the  Board  Schools, 
however  contrary  that  may  be  to  their 
religious  principles."  Again,  there  was 
a  phin  put  before  the  public  lately  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain)— who  proposed  to  ascertain  what 
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amoant  of  feea  at  present  is  bein^  paid 
at  the  aeyeral  schooU,  or  claaaes  of 
sciiooU,  and  to  dl^trlbate  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  driven  in  exactly  the  same 
proportion.  That  would  be  exceedingly 
unfair  in  its  operation,  and  more  so 
in  Scotland  than  in  England.  In 
Glasgow  there  are  Board  Schools — 
take  the  case  of  Gamett  Hill  School  for 
example — where  the  education  is  so 
high  that  parents  whose  children  might 
go  to  the  Academies  send  them  to  these 
'  schools,  to  prepare  more  cheaply  for  the 
University,  and  for  the  Indian  Civil 
Service  and  other  examinations.  On 
Mr.  Chamberlain's  principle,  these 
schools  would  receive  a  much  larger 
share  than  the  Catholic  schools  and 
others  where  the  poorest  children  go, 
which  would  be  very  unfair.  I  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether,  in  the  first 
place,  the  grant  will  go  to  pay  the  fees 
of  those  poor  children  whose  parents 
at  present  have  to  apply  to  the  Parochial 
Boards.  In  that  way  some  relief  would 
be  given  to  the  g^^neral  ratepayer  as 
well  as  to  the  parents.  That  would 
be  equitable;  and,  next  to  that,  the 
fees  to  be  provided  might  go  for  those  in 
the  lower  standards,  which  would  include 
most  of  the  poorest.  Lastly,  passing  to 
another  subject,  I  think  there  is  con- 
siderable force  in  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
with  respect  to  the  additional  functions 
which  it  is  proposed  to  assign  to  the 
Board  of  Supervision.  That  Board, 
and  as  it  is  not  a  representative  body, 
as  the  hon.  Member  said,  is  not  repre- 
sented in  this  House — at  any  rate,  it  is 
only  represented  in  the  way  that  the 
Prisons  Board  or  any  other  Department 
iu  Scotland  is  represented ;  that  is  to  say, 
when  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  in 
the  other  House,  we  can  only  regard 
them  as  represented  by  the  Lord 
Advocate.     But,  considering  the  com- 

foftition  of  the   Board  of  Supervision, 
do  think    it    unwise    to    throw    on 
them  in  this  Bill  the  additional  function 
of  determining  the  number  of  members 
to  sit  on  the  Parochial  Boards,  or,  still 
more,  such  a  function  as  to  determine, 
in  parishes  where  the  owners  are  few, 
which  of  the  occupiers  shall        < 
Board  in  the  interest  of  the  oi 
that  is  done  at  all,  I  should  HI 
whether  it  is  proposed  that  it 
done  subject  to  some  active 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 

3Ir.  a  8.  Parker 


ICr.    C.\LDWELL    (Olaagov,    St 
BoUox; :  I  join  in  whmt  hmm  been  Mid 
as  to  the  clear  statement  oi  the  Lord 
Advocate ;   bat  while  hia  statement  id 
the  Bill  has  been  in  ererj  reepect  clear, 
at  the  same  time  these  are  points  on 
which  a  considerable  amoont  of  diflEer- 
ence  of  opinion  will  exist  in  Seodand. 
The  majority  of  the  people  of  Seotiand 
belong  to  the  Liberal  Party,  and  noees 
sarily  they  will  look  at  this  Bill  from  a 
Liberal  point  of  view.      Now,  one  of 
the  points  I  was  veir  sorry  to  see  the 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  go  in  Ibr  was 
the    Psrochial  Boards    being    entitcly 
elective  bodies.     He  seems  in  some  way 
to  mistmst  the  ratepayers  aa  a  body, 
and  to  insist  on  one-half  of  the  Board 
being  elected  by  the  owners  and   the 
other  half  by  the  oecnpiera.      Now,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  reason  for  dis- 
trusting the  ratepayers  in  the  matter  of 
the  Parochial  Boards.     As  haa  been  al- 
ready pointed  out,  the  School  Boarda 
are  elected  by  the  ratepayers  without 
distinction  of  class,    and    the    School 
Board  members  who  have  been  elected 
have  belonged  generally  to  what  might 
be  termed  the  owners'  class.    Althoo^ 
you  have  representation  withoot  distinc- 
tion of   class,   yet,    in    point  of  fact, 
when     the     ratepayers     elect    repie* 
sentatives,     they      elect      those      who 
have    time    to    devote    to    the    worfc, 
and  who  have  also  shown  capacity  for 
the   management  of  local  aflhirs*   and 
there  has  been  no  occasion  whatever  for 
treating  with  the  slightest  distrust  Mem* 
bers  who  have  been  elected  by  the  ordi* 
nary  ratepayers.      Take,    for  inatanea, 
the  case  of  Parochial   Boards.     It  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  ratepuyera' 
members  are   more  likely  to  be  laviah 
than  the   owners'   members.      On  the 
contrary,    all    experience    shows    that 
the  ratepayers'  members  would  be  mors 
on  the  side  of  economy  than  even  tlie 
owners' representatives ;  and  it  must  alio 
be  recollected  that  if  you  are  to  have 
owners'  representativee  you  will  have 
di     actions  on  the  Board  whidi  ought 
not   to   exist.    You   would  be  apt    to 
ha^    v-  i)oud  divided  half  on 

other 
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As  regards  the  management  of  counties 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  resort  to  what  we  may  term 
District  Councils.  It  is  evident  that 
under  the  Bill  the  Members  of  these 
Councils  as  well  as  of  the  County 
Councils  will  principally  belong  to  the 
owner  class,  iixperience  has  shown  in 
connection  with  the  Boad  Trustees  that 
where  you  have  representatives  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  and  represen- 
tatives of  ratepayers,  the  representa- 
tives of  the  ratepayers  are  not  able  to 
attend,  and  that  the  work  devolves  upon 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply.  The  Dis* 
trict  Councils  in  the  Counties  will,  prac- 
tically, therefore,  be  managed  by  the 
owner  class.  That  being  so,  I  think  it 
is  a  pity  that  the  Lord  Advocate  should 
have  introduced  a  distinction  between 
-capital  outlay  and  ordinary  mainten- 
ance, and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  take  any  measures  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  landowners.  If  such 
measures  are  adopted  they  will,  I 
think,  give  rise  to  a  great  amount  of 
friction.  The  system  of  introducing  into 
the  District  Councils  members  from  the 
Parochial  Boards  is  practically  intro- 
ducing the  system  of  Aldermen.  A  man 
irom  a  Parochial  Board  will  have  the 
same  status  as  one  elected  by  thousands 
of  ratepayers,  which  will  militate  against 
the  honour  of  his  position  on  the  District 
-Council.  Besides,  men  will  seek  the 
portal  of  the  Parochial  Board  as  an 
-entrance  to  the  Council  to  save  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  an  election,  and  in  that 
way  the  prestige  of  the  Council  will  be 
injured.  With  respect  to  the  grants 
for  free  education,  there  is  in  Scotland 
a  greater  reason  for  taking  such  a  step 
than  in  England,  as  the  compulsory  age 
is  14,  and  the  standard  to  be  reached  is 
the  fifth,  whereas  in  England  the  age 
for  leaving  is  one  year  earlier  and  the 
-compulsory  standard  to  be  attained  is 
only  the  fourth,  so  that  Scotch  parents 
are  deprived  for  one  year  more  than 
English  of  their  children's  earnings. 
This  loss  will  amount  to  £10,  averaging 
the  earnings  at  4s.  a  week,  whereas  the 
yelief  which  will  be  received  on  school 
at  an  average  of  Ids.  a  year  for  six 
will  only  be  £5.  With  regard  to 
ig  education  free,  I  venture  to  say 
should  only  be  free  up  to  Stan- 
.— the  compulsory  standard.  It 
go  beyond  that,  and  it 
tlwsed  on  a  reasonable  amount 


of  school  fees.  That  would  be  found 
to  be,  perhaps,  about  10s.  per  child  in 
average  attendance,  or  perhaps  less,  and 
the  principle  on  which  the  Government 
should  proceed  in  giving  the  allocation 
to  denominational  schools  as  well  as  the 
School  Board  schools  should  be  to  fix 
on  a  certain  amount  per  child  in  average 
attendance  as  given  out  of  the 
local  rates  in  respect  of  there 
being  no  school  fees  exacted.  With 
regard  to  those  who  object  to  the 
denominational  schools,  such  as  those  of 
the  Roman  Catholics,  getting  gp*ants  in 
respect  of  the  abolition  of  school  fees,  it 
is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  those  schools 
do  not  relieve  the  ratepayers  of  an 
enormous  amount  of  expense,  the  fact 
being  that  if  they  were  to  be  shut  up  a 
very  heavy  additional  burden  would  fall 
on  the  local  taxpayers,  who  would  be 
called  on  to  provide  a  largely  increased 
number  of  school  buildings.  The  rate- 
payers have  a  considerable  interest  in 
the  question  whether  every  child  should 
be  driven  into  the  Board  Schools — that 
interest  lying  in  the  other  direction, 
namely,  that  as  far  as  possible  the  chil- 
dren should  be  educated  out  of  the  Board 
Schools  and  so  effect  a  saving  in  the 
rates.  Moreover,  it  cannot  be  contended 
that  when  it  is  making  education  com- 
pulsory the  State  has  a  right  to  dictate 
the  kiLd  of  religious  instruction  the 
children  ought  to  receive.  It  is  suffi- 
cient if  the  children  are  able  to  undergo 
an  examination  showing  that  they  can 
comply  with  the  particular  standards 
they  are  in ;  but  on  the  question  whether 
religious  education  should  be  given  in 
the  denominational  or  the  Board  Schools 
the  State  can  have  no  claim  to  interfere. 
There  can  be  no  right  of  any  such  inter- 
ference founded  on  any  principle  of  jus- 
tice. With  regard  to  the  proposals  made 
in  reference  to  Private  Bill  legislation, 
I  am  not  quite  sure  how  far  the  system 
intended  by  the  Bill  would  prove  of  ad- 
vantage. It  seems  to  me  that  it  would 
simply  amount  to  this,  that  you  will 
have  the  Counsel  in  Scotland  nstead  of 
keeping  us  under  the  Counse  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  it  is  very  much  a  question 
of  whether  the  ESdinburgh  lawyers  are 
anxious  to  appear  before  the  Commis- 
sioners in  reference  to  these  local  Bills. 
We  have  had  some  experience  of  com- 
missions in  Scotland,  among  them  being 
the  recent  Commission  on  the  Boundaries 
Bill ;  and  with  regard  to  that  particular 
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OommisaioD,  I  venture  to  say,  that  if 
the  inquiry  had  been  held  in  London  it 
would  have  been  much  cheaper  than  it 
was,  the  feee  then  paid  to  counsel  beine 
much  larger  than  the  fees  paid  to  couns^ 
before  Oommittees  upstairs.    Another 
objection  to  this  scheme  for  dealing  with 
Private  Bills  is  that  the    proposal  to 
remit  the  consideration    of  legislative 
enactments    to     Commissioners    is    a 
somewhat  serious  innovation  on  long 
established  usage,  and  that  in  making 
it  you  will  be  giving  rise  to  a  practice  of 
acting  upon  precedents,  whereas  what 
we  expect  when  a  Bill  is  brought  before 
Parliament  is  that  we  should  have  the 
advantage  of  the  enlightened  considera- 
tion which  Members  of  Parliament  are 
willing  to  give  to  matters  of  legislation. 
This,  however,  will  be  set  aside  by  the 
Commissioners,  who  will  not  act  on  the 
liberal  and  advanced  notions  which  pre- 
vail here,  but  will,  in  the  main,  confine 
themselves    to  considerations    founded 
on  prescription  and  precedent.     I  think, 
therefore,  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
due  progress  of  legislation  to  have  our 
Bills  judged  by  Commissioners,  instead 
of,  as  heretofore,  by  those  who  repre* 
sent  the  interests  of  the  people.  If  tnere 
ifl  to  be  a  body  sitting  in  Scotland  to 
deal    with    questions    of   Private   Bill 
legislation,   I  venture  to  say   that    it 
ought  to  be  a  Committee  of  Members  of 
the  Houses  of  Lords  and  Commons,  ap- 
pointed by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
for  in  that  way  we  should  have  our 
political  interests  specially  represented 
in  all  matters  affecting  our  Private  Bill 
legislation.     We  should  thus  have  so 
many  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  so  many  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  specially  selected  for  the  purpose, 
sitting  as  a  joint  Committee,  hearing  the 
evidence  and  arguments  for  and  against 
the  Bills,  and  judging  on  the  principles 
which    guide    the    Committees    sitting 
upstairs.     This,  I  maintain,  would  be  a 
more  workable  system,  and  would  be 
more  likely  to  command  the  confidence 
of  the  parties  concerned  than  the  plan 
now    proposed    of  dealing  with  these 
matters  by  Commission,  because  when 
the  Bills  deliberated  upon  by  the  Com- 
missioners come  up  to  this  House  there 
will  necessarily  be  a  considerable  amount 
of  discussion  and  wire-pulling,  with  the 
view  of  overbearing  the  decisions  arrived 
at  on  points  upon  which  Members  of 
this  House  will  differ  from  the  Commis-  I 
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sioners  as  to  matters  of  fact  or  questions' 
of  expediency.  These  are  the  only 
observations  I  feel  it  necessary  to 
make  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill.  There* 
is  no  doubt  that  it  is  a  considerable  im- 
provement on  what  has  hitherto  been 
the  practice  in  Scotland ;  but  it  is 
evident  that  a  g^eat  deal  more  will  have- 
to  be  done  in  order  to  make  it  thoroughly 
satisfactory  to  the  Scottish  people.  At 
present  we  cannot  expect  more  than  the* 
mere  skeleton  of  a  measure ;  but  it  is  to 
be  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  time,  as- 
the  County  Councils  get  developed,  we 
may  be  able  to  acquire  much  larger 
powers  than  are  now  suggested,  combin- 
ing, at  the  same  time,  efficiency  with 
economy.  There  seems  to  me  to  be  no- 
reason  why  the  County  Councils  should 
not  ultimately  have  the  revision  of  the 
Local  Boards  over  each  county,  and  so- 
get  rid  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
difficulty  such  as  has  hitherto  occurred. 
I  simply  point  out  these  matters  as  re- 
quiring to  be  dealt  with  at  some  future- 
time,  and  I  complain  that  they  have  not 
been  introduced  into  the  present  Bill. 
In  conclusion,  I  will  only  add  that  I 
think  the  Lord  Advocate  has  introduced 
a  Bill  which  is,  upon  the  whole,  a  great 
advance  on  the  existing  state  of  things,, 
and  that,  in  what  I  have  said  I  have  only 
indicated  what  I  should  regard  as  aui 
improvement  of  the  measure. 

Sik  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
think  we  all  join  in  the  congratulations 
that  have  been  offered  to  the  righl  hon. 
Qentleman  the    Lord  Advocate  on  the^ 
manner  in  which  he  has  introduced  the- 
Measure  now  before  the  House,  although. 
I  must  confess  that,  while  listening  to 
his  impressive  periods,  I  felt  somewhat 
disappointed    at    finding  that  the  Bill 
had  not  a  larger  scope.    At  any  rato 
there  are  many  on  this  side  of  the  House- 
^ho  will  agree  with  me  in  saying  it  is 
not  so  large  a  Measure  as  we  had  hoped.. 
It  is,  I  think,  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Bill  does  not  touch  on   matters    witlL 
which  it  might  well  have  dealt.     For  in- 
stance, it  does  not  in  any  degree  deal 
with  what  I  may  call  the  province  of 
home  rule  or  central  rule  in  Scotland ;. 
and,    further,    1  ma^  say  that  in  my 
opinion  there  is  nothing  iu  the  Bill  that 
will  tend  in  any  way  to  relieve  the  con- 
gestion of  business  in  the  British  Parlia- 
ment, although  I  hope  it  may   bring 
about    a  considerable  improvement  in^ 
regard  to  Legislation  in   Scotland.    It 


Id7d  Local  Government  {April  8,  1889} 


for  Scotland. 


U7^- 


seems  to  me  that  one  of  the  main  prin- 
ciples   of  the    Bill  is    to    deprive    the 
parishes    of    the    little    administrative 
power  they  now  possess ;  though  in  this 
reepeot  it  is  a  somewhat  smaller  measure 
than    the    English   Act.     I    think    we 
might  have  had  apian  which  would  have 
given    us    larger  areas    in   which   the 
burghs  of  the    counties    might     have 
been  united  for  some  purposes,  and  I 
cannot  but  regret  that  no  attempt  has 
been  made  in  the  Bill  to  group  together 
some  of  the  smaller  areas,  such,  for  ex  - 
ample,  as  the  counties  of  Kinross  and 
Clackmannan,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Bill.     When  the  Lord  Advocate  came  to 
speak  of  the  unit  of  administration,  I 
was  in  hopes  he  was  going  to  make  the 
parish  the  unit  of  administration ;  and 
what  I  find  is  done  iu  the  English  Bill 
is  to  take  away  from  the  parish  what 
little  administration  it  possessed,  under 
the  head  of  sanitation,  and  to  leave  it 
simply  an  organization  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor.     It  is  my  impression  that  for 
the  administration  of  the  smaller  rural 
areas  what  is  wanted  is  something  in  the 
nature  of  the  village  communes  on  the 
Continent,  such  as  are  to  be  found  in 
France  and  Hussia,  and  also  in  India. 
As  regards  the  District  Councils  they 
are  to  be  mere   delegations  from   the 
County  Councils.     Let  me  say  one  word 
about  Local  Government  finance,  as  ex- 
plained in  this  Bill.     I  will  not  enter 
into  the  question  of    the  so-called  de- 
centralization of  finance,  and  the  locali- 
zation of  taxes,  but  my  opinion  is  that  in 
Scotland,  where  some  counties  are  rich 
and    others    poor,    the    expenses    will 
be  thrown   on  large  and   poor  areas, 
while  some  of  the  ncher  counties  will 
gain.     As  regards  the  aiding  of  local 
taxation  Scotland  gets  only  £171,000  out 
of  the  whole  amount  in  aid  of  local  tax- 
ation   which    has    been    given   to  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  I  think  Scotland 
has    not    been     treated    very     fairly. 
As    regards    the    application    of    that 
sum,  such  as  it  is,  I  am  one  of  those 
who  have  always  been  very  strongly  in 
favour  of  free  education,  and  I  rejoice 
to  hear  that  in  that  direction  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  mean  to  make  some 
use  of  this  money.     At  the  same  time 
I     fear    they     will    find    rocks   ahead 
in   the   shape  of  this  voluntary  ques- 
tion,   which    is    a     very    difficult    one 
indeed  to  deal    with.      I  was    rather 
surprised    to    hear    of    our    Parochial 


schools  being  regarded   as  denomina- 
tional schools.    In  one  sense  they  are, 
but  the  managers  have  the  Conscience 
Clause,  and  I  hope  hon.  Members  will 
see  no  danger  in  the  Shorter  Catechism. 
I  was  taught  the  Shorter  Catechism  in 
my  youth,   and  anything  more  appro- 
priate to  use  I  cannot  conceive.  I  believe 
in  Scotland  we    are  rapidly  becoming 
free  from  religious  bigotry,  and  that  we 
are  approaching  the  time  when  we  shall 
be  able    to    supply    secular   teaching, 
leaving    religious    education    to    those 
I  whom  it  concerns.     My  feeling  is  this, 
that  if  people  who  have  denominational 
crotchets  choose  to  set  up  schools  along- 
side the  Board  School,  let  them  pay  for 
them.     Now  as  regards  the  Aldermen. 
The  Lord  Advocate  said  that  we  have 
no  Aldermen  in  Scotland,  but   I    beg 
to  assure  him   that   Aldermen  are   an 
ancient  institution  in  that  country.     I 
find  that  there  was  an  Alderman  at  the 
head  of  the  burgh  of  Cupar  several  hun- 
dreds of  years  ago.  However,  the  Alder- 
men in  English  counties  have  turned 
out  such  a  failure,  that  I  am  very  glad 
they  are  omitted.     At  the  same  time,  I 
should  have   been  very  glad   had  the 
Government    proposed  County  Bailies, 
who  perform  excellent   functions,   and  ■ 
are  magistrates.      I  should  have  been 
very  glad  if  the  people  of  the  counties,  • 
as  in  the  burghs,   could   have  elected, 
their  own  magistrates.    As  to  the  Ser- 
vice Vote,  I  entirely  agree  with  what  was  • 
said  in  reference  to  it  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Haddington.     I  altogether  ob- 
ject to  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Service  Vote.     The 
Government  ought  either  to  give  this  Ser- 
vice Vote  or  to  refuse  it.   It  seems  to  me  - 
that  practically  the  Service  voter  has  to 
pay  the  rate.     He  is  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  a  compound  householder.     He 
has  his  house  as  part  remuneration,  and 
if  the  landlord  pays  the  rates,  it  has  to- 
be  accounted  for  by  the  service  holder. 
I  hope  very  much  that  Her  Majesty's  • 
Government    will    admit    the    service 
holders  to  the  vote.     The  service  holder 
in  Scotland  is  a  most  excellent  and  gene- 
rally a  most   useful   man.     I  know   a  ■ 
gardener  who  is  a  service  holder,  and 
who  is  also  Chairman  of  the  local  School 
Board,  the  laird,  a  most  excellent  mem- 
ber of  the  Board,  being  under  him.     I 
do  hope  that  this  most  useful  class  of 
men  will  be  brought  into  this  scheme  of  ' 
the  Government.    As  regards  the  whol» 
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j  question  of  registration,  I  quite  agree 
that  there  should  be  a  coincidence  be- 


tween the  county  and  the  burgh  regis- 
ter, that  is  to  say,  the  county  register 
should  be  based  on  the  burgh  register, 
and  every  county  voter  should  be 
allowed  to  vote  for  the  burgh;  and 
vou  should  have  a  supplementary 
list  for  women,  if  women  are  to  be 
in  County  Councils,  though  •  I 
hope  we  shall  not  have  them 
.anywhere    else^     As    to    Private    Bill 

legislatioD,  I  am  very  glad  that  Her 

Majesty's  Oovernment  propose  to  make 
.  an  experiment,  though  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  how    far    I    think    that 
.  experiment  will  be  a  success.    I  hope 

we  shall  come  to  what  we  have  in  some 

of  the  States  of  America,  where  distinct 

rules  are  laid  down  by  law  as  to  how 

and  under  what  circumstances  a  railway 

may  or  may  not  be  made.    It  would  be 

an  exceedingly  difficult  thing  for  any 

body  of  a  judicial  character  to  decide 

«uch  a  question  as  that  raised  the  other 

•  day  in  reference  to  the  Highland  Kail- 
way  and  the  railway  to  the  West  Coast 
of  Scotland.  One  part  of  the  proposal 
seems  to  me  an  excellent  one — namely, 
that  local  Bills  should  be  submitted  to 
the  opinion  of  the  County  Council ;  for 
instance,  as  to  whether  a  railway  was 
desirable  or  not.     There  might  be  some 

•  difficulty  in  respect  of  the  Bills  of 
burghs  being  reviewed  by  the  County 

'  Council.  As  regards  Railway  Bills, 
however,  I  think  the  proposal  to  submit 
them  to  the  opinion  of  a  popular  body  is 
a  most  excellent  one.  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  longer. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
Amend  the  laws  relating  to  Local  Oovernment 
in  Scotland." 

♦Dr.  CAMERON :    I  wish  to  ask  the 

Lord  Advocate  whether  the  results  of  the 

revision   arrived   at   after  considerable 

expense    by    the  Glasgow   Boundaries 
-  Commission  a  couple  of  years  ago,  are 

proposed  to  be  revised  by  the  Boundary 

Commission  ? 
♦Me.    J.    P.    B.  ROBERTSON  :  The 

Boundary  Commission,  under  this  Bill, 

will  be  con6ned  to  the  rectification  of  the 

frontiers  between  burghs  and   counties 

or  counties  and  counties.     The  case  to 

'which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  does 
.  not  come  under  that  class  at  all. 

♦Mr.   C.   fi.   PARKER    (Perth):    At 
vwhat  stage  will  the  learned   Lord  be        Agreed  to. 

Sir  G.  Campbell 


able  to  give  us  any  further  infonnation 
about  the  scheme  of  school  fees? 

♦Mr.   J.    P.    B.    ROBERTSON:    I 
doubt  whether  I  am  in  order  in  answer- 
ing the  several  interrogatories  of  tiie 
hon.  Member ;   but,    if   it    is  permis- 
sible,   I  will  answer    them   categori- 
cally.    When  a  Bill  is  sent  from  one 
House  to  the  other,  we  do  not  prevent 
the  appointment  by  the  Second  House, 
so    to   speak,  of   a  Select  Committee. 
That  is    for    the  consideration  of  the 
House  itself.     The  second  point  is  that 
as  to  whether  the  Judge  will  give  his 
whole  time  ?    Certainly  he  will  during 
the  progress  of  the  inquiry,  but  that 
would  not   mean  for  the  whole  year. 
Would  the  Government  abolish  all  fees? 
Certainly  not.     As  to  the  portion  of  the 
fees  to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred, 
it  is  necessarily  a  matter,  more  or  les8| 
of  detail.    I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say 
anything  more    useful    than  that  our 
general  object  will  be  somewhat  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  views  of  the   hon. 
Gentlemen. 
♦Mr.    ESSLEMONT    (Aberdeen):  If 
in  order,  I  would  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate to  what  extent  he  means  to  relieve 
school  fees  in  Scotland  ? 
♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  That  is 
not  a  matter  which   can   be  properly 
entered  into  lit  this  stage.     I  would  bejj 
the  hon.   Member  to  observe  that  this 
is  a  matter  which  involves  a  considerable 
amount  of  detail  in  the  practical  work- 
ing out   of    the  methods.      I   think  I 
have  sufficiently  indicated  the  principle 
on  which  the  Government  propose  to  act, 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  reserve 
his  judgment,  I  am  certain  he  will  have 
abundant  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
views. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Are  the  Bills 
in  type  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  Thev 
are  not  ready  for  issue,  but  I  do  not  think 
they  will  be  long  delayed.  As  I  have 
said  to  an  hon.  Gentleman  before.  I  hope 
they  will  be  out  before  the  end  of  the 
week. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Question  put, 

'*  That  leave  be  granted  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  supplementary  provisions  for  amending 
the  laws  relating  to  Local  Goverment  in  Scot- 
land." 
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Question  put. 


"  That  leave  b«  granted  to  biiDg  in  a  Bill  to 
BineDd  the  laws  relating  to  thQ  election  of 
Parochial  Boardiin  ScoUaDd." 

Agreed. 

QueBtioD  put, 

"  That  leave  be  granted  to  bring  ii 


•Mb.  0HILDEE8  (Edinburgh) :  I  do 
aot  think  hon.  Members  quite  under- 
stand  from  the  answer  which  the  Lord 
Advooate  gave  just  now,  whether  after 
an  inquiry  into  a  Bill  in  Scotland  under 
the  authority  of  one  House,  it  might  then 
be  referred  by  the  other  House  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

♦Mr.  J.  P.B.  ROBERTSON  :  No,  Sir. 
Ihe  object  of  the  Bill  is  really  thia,  that 
there  shall  be  a  local  inquiry  by  a  Com- 
mission. That  will  be  accepted  pro- 
bably by  the  House  which  has  directed 
the  inquiry  as  to  existing  facts.  At  the 
same  time,  that  is  not  a  matter  on  which 
it  could  with  propriety  control  the  action 
it  the  other  House,  and  consequently 
that  should  be  left  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House  which  comes  second  in 
irder. 
The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

IjOCAL  OOVEaNMENT  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

■'  On  Motion  of  The  I^td  Advocate,  BiU  to 
Unend  the  Laws  relating  to  Local  OoverDinent 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The 
Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.  Mr. 
Dhancellor  ot  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
3en«nl  for  ijcotland." 

Bill  preeented,  and  read  firettime.  [BiUlST.] 

LOCAL  OOVBRNUSNT  (eCOTLAND)  8UPPLB- 
IfBNTAKY  PROTI8ION3  BILL. 
"On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate. Bill  to  make 
Sapplementary  Froviaions  for  amending  the 
Law*  relating  to  Local  Qovemment  in  Scot- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Lord 
Uvocate,  Mr.  William  Henry  .Smith.  Mr. 
Jhancellorof  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
3ennal  for  Scotland." 
Bill  preMnted,  aod  read  flnt  time.  [Bill  IBS.] 

FABOCBIAL  BOARDS  (SCOTLAHD)  BILL. 

"On  Blotion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
UDBnd  the  Law*  reUting  to  the  electiun  of 
Parochial  Boarda  in  Scotland,  ordered  lo  be 
jTonghtinby  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  WiUlam 
Jeniy  Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  uf  the  Exche-  , 
[ner,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Ueneral  tor  Scotland."    | 

Bill  prenntud,  and  read  fint  time.  [Bill  IBS.]  ' 
PRITATB  BILLS  (a<X>TLA:fD)  BILL. 

"On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate.  Bill  to  | 
iBkSnd  the  procedare  in  regard  to  Private  Billi 


relating  to  Scotland,  ordered  to  he  brou^t  ill 
by  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.   WiUiam   Henn 
Smith,  Hr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  ana 
Mr.  Solicitor  Qenaral  for  Scotland." 
Bill  prewntad.  and  read  Brat  time.  [BiU  tSO.} 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLT-CrVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES; 

Supply — Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Cominittee.) 

CXABB  I. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

••That  a  mm,   not  exceeding  £36,379,  b« 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 

neceasary  to  defray   the   Charge   which    will 

come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 

ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 

Bnildinga  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament." 

•Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Oaaory) :  Mr.  Courtney,  when 
I  wsa  interrupted  in  my  remarks  upon 
this  vote  the  other  night,  I  was  en- 
deavouring to  point  out  the  distinction, 
to  me  a  very  real  one,  between  the 
ventilation  of  the  House  itself,  and  of  the 
rest  of  the  building.  With  regard  to  the 
ventilation  of  the  House  itself,  1  said, 
I  did  not  wish  to  speak  at  any  length, 
because  I  had  not  such  scientific  know- 
ledge aa  would  enable  me  to  speak 
wisely  upon  the  question,  but  I  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  that  I  was  by  any 
means  sstisfied  with  the  results  achieved 
even  in  this  Chamber.  The  effect  pro- 
duced in  our  heads  very  often  is  in 
itself  Bulficient  to  prove  that  we  are 
suffering  from  bad  ventilation.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  hot  air  pumped 
into  the  House  is  not  particularly  con- 
ducive  to  health.  But  what  I  have 
been  mainly  considering  is  the  ventila- 
tion of  the  rest  of  the  building,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  labour  under  the 
great  defect  that  the  ventilation  is  not 
systematic,  that  there  is  no  attempt  to 
ventilate  according  to  any  deGnite  rule 
or  principle.  Occasionally  a  windoT 
may  be  opened,  and  a  door  swung;  back, 
but,  speaking  generally,  the  House  is 
hermetically  sealed.  The  temperature 
of  the  HouM  is  kept  up  to  a  certain 
height,  but  I  believe  I  am  right  in  say- 
ing it  is  the  opinion  of  those  best  com- 
petent to  form  a  judgment,  that  reason- 
able changes  of  temperature  are  good 
for  the  human  body.  We  may  be 
breathing  the  most  pestilential  atmos- 
phere, while  the  thermometer  is  register- 
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ing  what  ifl  sapposed  to  be  the  proper 
temperature,  namely,  64  de^eee.  1  think 
we  should  l^  all  healthier  and  better  if 
we  had  an  average  mean  temperature 
in  the  Houae  of  about  60  degrees.    One 
source  of  the  pestilential   atmosphere 
is  the  employment  of   gas.      I    wish 
we  could  have  the  electric  light— cer- 
tainly in  most  parts  of  the  building — 
although  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  we 
should  then  get  rid  altogether  of  bad 
air.     The  introduction  of  the   electric 
light  may  be  costly,  but  then  the  con- 
stituencies of  the  country  are  interested 
in  the  health  of  their  Bepresentatives ; 
they  are  interested  in  the  legislators 
of    the    country    haTing    clear    heads, 
good   constitutions,   and  good  tempers 
when    discharging    the    work    of    the 
country.     I  think  it  is  most  important 
that  the  ventilation  of  the  House  should 
be  condded  to  some  instructed  person. 
If   we   are  to    have    thoroughly   good 
ventilation,  it  must  be  scientific  ventila- 
tion :    it   must   be    conducted    upon    a 
rational    principle    by   one    man    who 
quite  understands  the  matter.     I  beg 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  Item  E,  of  £  1 6,000,  for  Warming, 
Ventilating,  Lighting,  &c.,  be  reduced 
by  £500"— (/l/r.  fV.  A.  Macdonald). 

♦The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkbt,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  desire  to  say,  in  the  first 
place,  that  I  have  never  heard  many 
of  these  points  raised  before  to- 
night; in  the  second  place,  that  the 
system  of  ventilation  adopted,  not 
only  in  this  Chamber,  but  through- 
out these  buildings  generally,  is 
according  to  the  most  approved 
principles  of  ventilation  modern  science 
has  been  able  to  suggest;  and  in  the 
third  place,  that  one  officer,  as  able  and 
experienced  and  trustworthy  an  officer 
as  we  could  have,  has  charge  of  the 
whole  establishment  as  regards  ventila- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed 
a  desire  that  the  system  of  electric  light- 
ing should  be  carried  further.  The 
House  is  aware  that  we  have  since  the 
last  Session  been  able  to  extend  the 
system  of  electric  lighting  to  a  certain 
extent,  that  is  to  say  to  the  Members' 
entrance  and  to  some  of  the  rooms  con- 
nected with  the  reporters'  gallery.  We 
hope  during  the  Easter  Recess  to  extend 

Mr.  W.  A,  Afacdonald 


it  to  the  Lobby  oataidethia  House  and  to 
some  other  portiona  of  the  buildings, 
but  I  do  not  think  the  Ctouunittee  would 
approve  of  cor  entering  afion  a  vscy 
large  scheme  of  electric  ughting  in  the- 
prasent  state  of  adenoe  on  the  subject 

GoLonL  NOLAN  (Gklway) :  I  do  not 
quite  agree  with  the  views  of  mj  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  A.  Meodonmld),  as 
to  the  ventilation  of  the  Hoose  itself. 
My  hon.  Friend  finds  very  little  fanlt 
except  in  one  partioulsr;  he  thinks 
there  ought  to  be  a  varying  temperatnrer 
We  have  at  the  head  of  the  Yentilatiog 
Department  one  of  the  most  sdentifie 
men  in  England — ^indeed  he  is  on  the 
question  of  ventilatioa  the  standard 
authority  in  England — and  at  the  present 
moment  I  understand  that  medical  men 
recommend  uniform  temperature.  I 
think  that  considering  the  immense 
number  of  people  accommodated  in  this 
building,  it  is  wonderful  how  well  the 
place  is  ventilated.  Personally^  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  upper  smoloDg 
room  is  continually  overcrowded. 

Thb  chairman  :  That  is  not  rele- 
vant to  this  item. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Then  I  will  simply 
say  I  trust  we  shall  have  an  eztensioQ 
of  the  system  of  electric  lighting.  It  is 
no  answer  to  us  to  say  that  the  Office  of 
Works  are  waiting  until  the  system  is 
properly  developed.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  to  wait  until  siuh 
time  as  that,  the  electric  light  will  be 
no  use  to  the  present  Parliament  What 
is  the  use  of  our  proriding  for  the  next 
Pariiament?  We  have  to  provide  for 
our  comfort  and  health,  and  I  think  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  shoold 
see  that,  as  soon  as  possible,  the  arrange* 
ments  for  a  development  of  electric  light- 
ing in  the  House  are  extended. 

Mr.  BADCLIFFh:  COOKE  (Newiiu^ 
ton,  W.)  :  I  cannot  help  thinking  the 
temperature  of  the  House  is  kept  too 
high.  I  have  noticed  that  it  is  kept  st 
64  or  65  degrees,  while  in  the  Lobby  the 
other  night  it  was  as  high  as  68  degress. 
Unfortunately,  I  have  had,  during  the 
last  week,  serious  illness  in  my  houss^ 
and  the  doctor  ordered  that  the  temper*- 
ture  of  the  sick  room  should  be  kept  st 
64  degrees.  It  occurs  to  me  that  if  64 
degrees  is  a  proper  temperature  for  a 
sick  room,  it  is  scarcely  a  fit  temperatoie 
for  the  House  of  Commons. 

SiK  W.  FOSTER  (Derbyshire,  Ilkes- 
ton) :  I  must  confess  I  was  disappointsd 
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with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment  as  to  the  introduction  of  the 
electric  light.  Whatever  be  the  con- 
dition of  science,  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  have  the 
advantage  of  the  best  form  of  light  yet 
invented.  When  we  remember  that 
every  gas  burner — even  of  the  most 
improved  kind — consumes  as  much 
oxygen  as  five  Members  of  the  House, 
he  will  see  that  we  ought  to  have  all  the 

fas  burners  not  only  in  the  House  itself, 
ut  in  the  lobbies  and  other  pans  of  the 
building,  replaced  by  a  means  of  light- 
ing which  would  not  interfere  with  the 
-purity  of  the  air.  The  risrht  hon. 
'Gentleman  says  this  is  the  first  time 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  bad 
atmosphere  of  the  House.  I  remember 
that  in  the  last  Parliament  we  were 
obliged  to  suspend  a  sitting  on  account  of 
the  noxious  atmosphere.  It  is  essential 
that  in  this  Chamber  we  should  have  the 
purest  air,  in  order  that  we  may  bring 
to  our  work  the  best  possible  intellectual 
vigour.  One  cannot  get  that  intellectual 
-vigour  and  clearness  of  sight  which  we 
need  unless  we  breathe  the  purest 
atmosphere.  The  general  temperature 
of  the  House  is  not  conducive  to  vigorous 
intellectual  effort.  It  is  probabfy  five 
or  six  degrees  too  high.  But  when  we 
leave  the  House  and  pass  into  the  outer 
apartments,  especially  the  Division 
Lobbies,  and  the  Lobby  just  outside, 
the  atmosphere  is  still  worse.  We  do 
not  have  the  building  flushed  with  fresh 
air  as  it  ought  to  be.  Every  part  ought 
to  be  flushed  every  night  and  morning, 
and  on  Tuesdays  between  the  morning 
and  evening  sittings.  I  have  noticed 
that  when  hon.  Members  make 
speeches  in  this  Chamber  they 
always  require  some  kind  of  bever- 
age to  sustain  them  in  the  effort. 
That  is  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
atmosphere  we  breathe  is  unnaturally 
dry.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  ventilation  of  the  House  is  con- 
ducted on  the  most  approved  scientific 
principles.  I  know  a  little  about  ven- 
tilation. It  has  been  a  study  of  mine 
for  many  years,  and  I  have  never  had 
much  faith  in  scientific  ventilation.  I 
believe  an  open  window  or  an  open 
door  is  after  all  the  best  form  of  ven- 
tilation. When  one  goes  through  the 
hospital  wardn,  as  I  do  every  other  day, 
often  during  the  Session,  I  find  an  open 
window  the  best  system  of  ventilation. 


I  should  like  to  see  a  similar  means  of 
ventilation  adopted  here,  even  at  the 
risk  of  producing  a  draught.  I  have 
observed  that  the  complexions  of  hon. 
Members  become  bleached  by  continuous 
attendance  in  the  House,  and  I  believe 
that  a  cooler  and  moister  air  in  the 
House,  its  rooms  and  lobbies,  would 
conduce  to  the  efficiency  of  the  work, 
the  personal  comfort  and  the  longevity 
of  the  Members  of  the  House,  of  the 
officers  of  the  House,  and  of  those 
engaged  in  reporting  the  Debates.  On 
that  account  I  urge  very  strongly  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  intro- 
duction of  electric  light  and  a  Jarger 
flushing  with  pure  air  of  the  House 
and  the  adjoining  apartments. 

Mb.  TATTON  EOERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) :  I  think  that  the  system 
of  ventilation  is  as  nearly  perfect 
as  it  can  be.  What  is  wrong  is  the 
source  of  the  air  with  which  the  House 
is  supplied.  That  air  is  already  vitiated 
instead  of  being  fresh  and  pure.  Indeed, 
it  has  already  been  breathed  before  we 
breathe  it.  The  subject  is  worthy  of 
being  reported  upon  by  a  Committee, 
and  a  Committee  on  which  I  served, 
which  was  known  as  the  *'  Stink  Com- 
mittee," was  anxious  to  make  the 
necessary  inquiry,  but  was  precluded 
from  doing  so.  If  the  House  can  be 
supplied  with  purer  air,  that  alone 
would  do  something  to  preserve  the 
health  and  prolong  the  life  of  Members. 
♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  point  I  wish  to  raise  is,  compara- 
tively speaking,  a  small  one,  namely, 
the  lighting  in  the  Dining  Boom,  which 
is  open  to  Members  and  their  friends. 
The  electric  light  there  is  so  bad  that  on 
several  occasions  candles  have  had  to  be 
placed  on  some  of  the  side  tables.  I 
nave  already  made  this  the  subject  of 
formal  written  complaint  to  the  Eatohen 
Committee,  and  trust  that  it  may  receive 
attention  from  the  First  Commissioner. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  8.): 
I  wish  to  support  my  hon.  Friend  (Mi, 
W.  A.  Macdonald)  in  his  protest  against 
the  scientific  torture  which  is  inflicted 
upon  Members  of  the  House  by  means 
of  what  I  can  prove  to  be  vitiated  atmo- 
sphere. The  symptoms  which  a  man 
experiences  when  he  obtains  a  seat  in 
the  House  are  most  trying,  but  they  are 
nothing,  after  all,  to  the  83rmptom8  he 
experiences  when  he  has  the  honour  to 
catch  your  eye*     First  of  all,  he  sits 
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hnnt  |KiHfii)ily  for  a  cample  of  hours.   His 
ihjIpm)  hwyinmm   wimk,  the  action  of  his 
hfiari  iMMioinoH  hIow.  There  is  no  doubt — 
an  yon,   Hir,   have  no  doubt  observed 
from    tinio    to    time — a    difftcultj    in 
brimthin^.       Any    keen   observer   will 
iiotioe  thiit  hon.  (lentlemen  who  sit  on 
thitNii  itMiKihos  are  breathing  more  or  less 
from  Ihiiirahtlominal  ref^ions.     There  is 
AdiirioiiN  Nnnsaiion  of  hun^^or,  and  one 
imniiot  fiat  wh<m  food  in  nresented  to  him. 
Thn   wholo   Mystom   euuuinates   in   the 
Nt.iit.it  of  noma,  which  wo  oilen  see  ex- 
hihiloil  hy  (lonlhtmon  who   sit  on  the 
Mimohim   linhiw   thn    (ianf^way.     These 
am  l.hi)  iinilonlilocl  HymptoniH  of  poison- 
xw)^  hy  luirhonifs  acid  f^an,  and  the  air 
whi(!h  proiiunoN  thoHoHympioms  muHtbe 
very  hoavily  ohar|fod  witti  the  f^as.  Well, 
Hir,  thoro  aro  many  ways  of  ventilating 
thii    chamhor.     Y(»u    may   do    it   in   a 
natiiriil,  and  you  may  do  it  in  an  un- 
natural   way,   but,   I  think,  of  all  the 
pimjiiH  of  Hdiuntific  blundering  that  was 
ever    perpotratod    upon   an    intelligent 
body  of  men,  it  is  that  which  has  been 
iidoptnd  ill  ventilating  this  Chamber.     I 
am    told,  and  1  buiiove  it  cannot  very 
well  hn  contradicted,  that  the  air  which 
we  hreiithe  here  is    obtained  from  the 
cellars.     Now,  Hir,  1  am  sure  you  will 
agree  with  me  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  world  which  keeps  well  in  a  cellar 
but  wine.     This  air,  passing   into  the 
House,   is  charged  with   carbonic  acid 
gas   whidh  passes  through  the  floor  in 
an  unnatural  way,  and  in  so  doing  it 
obtains   a    double  charge   of  the  gas, 
which  is  in  turn  thrown  out  through  the 
skins  of  hon.  Members.     Surely  you  do 
not  want  to  be  scientists  to  know  that 
this  carbonic  acid    gas  must  go  some- 
where.    It  is  bad  enough  that  it  should 
be   inflicted    upon    us,  but    you   must 
remember      it     passes     through     the 
gratings   into  the  ladies'  gallery;  and 
therefore   you   are  not   only  poisoning 
yourselves,  but  you  are  poisoning  those 
poor  ladies  who  are    good   enough  to 
come  down  here.     Now  you  will  say  it 
is   of   no    use   complaining   about  the 
ventilation   unless   you   can   suggest  a 
remedy.     I  propose  presently  to  suggest 
a  remedy,  and  hope  that  it  will  be  put 
into  operation.     No  man  in  his  senses, 
except  one   suffering  from  acute  bron- 
chitis, would  live  in  ?n  atmosphere  of 
over  60  degrees,  and  here,  therefore,  we 
have  proof  in  the  first  place  that  soien- 
tists  are  humbugs,  and  in  the  second 
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place,  thmt  we  are  Imu^  ■riiMflfssny 
poisoned.    What  is  dke  zesah  of  finif 
in  an  atmosphoe  of  M  dcgieea,  aad  a 
a  vitiated  atmoqihege  like  tfcia?    It  it 
the  symptomfi  of  vhich  I  ]ia;ve  ipofai. 
and  the  effects  are  twofold.    Tiawwn 
present,  and  they  are  raniofee.  I  haveic- 
ferred  to  the  preeent;  to  the  laaioti  I 
propose  now  to  eall  attenlioa.    After 
you  have  sat  in  this  House  lor  six,  cagkt, 
or  ten  months,  your  bead  benrmws  ti 
bare  as  a  billiard  balL  aad  I  chink  it 
may  be  obserred  that  loar^fifUis  of  tkt 
Members  of   this  House  eannot  rssd 
without  glasses,  and  are.  in  fact,  Uf 
blind.  Now,  thisisaelearcasectf  poHOS- 
ing  by  carbonic  acid  gas.    Thonsaadiof 
pounds  have  been  spent  on  the  Tsatils- 
tion  of  this  Ghamb«r,  but  I  am  goiag  to 
perform  a  service  to  this  eonntiy,  and 
to  Parliament,  by  suggesting  a  lemsdy 
gratuitously,  and  I  think  thatiemedf 
can  be  applied  at  a  cost  of  fram  £20  lo 
£30.    Let  those  scientiBc  gentlemen,  for 
whom  I  have  great  respect,  aooept  mj 
remedy  if  they  wilL    In  the  first  plaoe^ 
you  must  get  out  of  the  foggy  atmo- 
sphere of  science,  and  yoa  must  walk 
into  the  dear  air  of  common  sense.    Lit 
your  carpenters  get  to  work  during  tfas 
Beoess,  and  stop  up  those  holes  in  the 
floor  which  let  up  the  air ;  open  you 
windows,   which  constitute  the  proper 
outlet  for    the  carbonic  add  gas,  snd 
then,  without  having  recourse  to  Bcieaser 
hon.  Members  will  be  able  to  sit  here  in 
comfort,  and  listen  to  the  speeches  of 
their  colleagues,  while  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  the  ladies  who  come  down 
will  be  very  much  benefited  by   the 
change  of  atmosphere. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kidc- 
caldy,  &o.) :  I  must  express  the  eztrems 
surprise  I  felt  when  I  heard  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  say  he  had  never  heafd 
of  these  complaints  before.  Why,  Sir, 
we  hear  complaints  night  after  night  oa 
this  matter.  It  was  an  acknowledged 
fact  that  for  many  years  the  House 
contained  the  worst  possible  air;  the 
scientific  gentlemen  in  charge  of  du 
ventilation  had  been  pumping  up  the 
air  from  the  drain,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  since  the  Oommittee  caused 
that  drain  to  be  stopped  up,  a  Tsq 
great  improvement  has  been  effected,  i 
heartily  endorse  the  proposition  of  mj 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  Oommittet 
should  be  allowed  to  go  a  little  Airthar 
and  to  look  to  the  npperi  as  wall  as  t» 
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the  under,  ventilation  of  the  House.  I 
remember  it  being  remarked  in  one 
debate  that  we  wanted  a  little  of  GK>d'B 
air  instead  of  Dr.  Percy's  air. 
Why  should  we  have  this  artificial 
air  from  Dr.  Percy,  instead  of 
being  allowed  to  have  God's  air? 
While  I  am  speaking,  I  should  like  to 
ask  how  it  is  that,  while  the  electric 
light  has  been  extended  in  this  House, 
there  has  been  a  simultaneous  increase 
in  the  charge  for  gas  ?  The  gas  com- 
panies are  even  worse  tyrants  than  the 
water  companies,  for  they  get  a  good 
price  for  an  article  which  is  invari- 
ably bad,  and  I  therefore  think  we 
are  entitled  to  know  why,  while  there  is 
a  large  increase  in  the  charge  for  elec- 
tric light,  there  is  an  addition  of  £840 
to  the  charge  for  gas  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  in  re- 
fard  to  the  electric  light.     I  see  it  has 
een  introduced  into  the  entrance  Lobby, 
and  I  wish  to  know  why  it  should  not 
be  extended  to  the  Cloak  Boom  ?    This 
point  was  brought  up  last  year,  and  it 
was  then   pointed  out  that  the   archi- 
tectural   beauties   of   that  room  were 
being  spoiled,  owing  to  blackening  by 
the  gas.     I  do  not  think  the  extension  of 
the  electric  light  would  be  very  expen- 
sive, and  it  would  undoubtedly  preserve 
a  portion  of  the  House  in  whicn  we  all 
tase  great  interest,  and  which  is  one  of 
the  finest  parts  of   it,    architecturally 
speaking.     I  would  also  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  not  reconsider 
his  decision  which  he  has  just  announced 
in  regard  to  the  further  extension  of  the 
light  ?    He  suggests  that  we.had  better 
wait  until  we  can  get  a  perfected  system; 
but,  Sir,  you  will  have  to   wait  until 
Doomsday  if  you  wait  for  that ;  and  I 
think  it  would  be  absurd  to  postpone 
the  general  use  of  the  light  until  then. 
Why,  the  railways  would  never  have 
arrived  at  their  present  pitch  of  perfec- 
tion in  locomotion  if  originally  it  had 
been  decided  to  wait  for   a   perfected 
system.     And  then.  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
question  of  oil  lamps.     This  matter  has 
been  raised  on  several  occasions  in  con- 
nection with  this  Vote  ;  and  I  must  say 
it  LB  an  extraordinary  thing  that  whilst 
we  are  paying  so  much  money  for  the 
electric  light  and  for  gas  we  should  also 
be  paying  £2,000  a-year  for  oil  lamps. 
These  lamps  in  use  are  supolied  to  the 
Committee  Booms,  to  the  LobbieSi  and 


to  the  Reporters'  Booms,  and  so  on. 
They  are  very  dangerous  and  incon- 
venient, and  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  if  gas  or  the  electric 
light  could  be  substituted  for  them.  As- 
far  as  the  fl;eneral  question  of  the  venti- 
lation of  the  Chamber  is  concerned,  I 
have  noticed  that  when  the  Chamber  is- 
not  occupied,  the  windows  are  kept 
closed.  Now,  I  hope  that  orders  will 
be  given  that  they  shall  be  thrown  open 
when  the  House  is  empty,  in  order  that 
fresh  air  may  be  introduced.  I  do  not 
desire  to  cast  any  reflection  on  the  cha- 
racter or  ability  of  those  who  are  en- 
trusted with  the  ventilation  of  the- 
Chamber,  but  I  think  we  have  the  fullest 
right,  when  the  Vote  comes  up,  to  discuss 
these  matters,  and  I  hope  that  some  of 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  thrown 
out  in  the  course  of  the  debate  will  be 
carefully  considered. 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  I  con- 
sider  that  the  discussion  has  been  a  very 
useful  one.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ilkeston,in  referring  to  the  atmosphere 
of  this  House,  spoke  of  it  as  having  a 
tendency  to  make  people  prematurely 
old.  Well,  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  House  nearly  four  years.  When  I 
entered  it  my  hair  was  perfectly  black ; 
now  it  is  almost  white.  But  that  is 
not  all.  Last  year,  having  been  in  con- 
stant attendance  from  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  till  the  middle  of  July,  I 
left  England  invalided,  and  for  four 
weeks  I  was  confined  to  my  bed,  while 
my  convalescence  occupied  another  four 
weeks,  and  I  thoroughly  believe,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  this  was  due  to  breathing 
the  poisonous  atmosphere  of  the  House. 
I  am  only  glad  that  by  the  mercy  of 
Providence  I  have  been  sufficiently  re- 
stored to  resume  my  labours. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  (Northamp- 
ton; :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  reassure  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has^ 
spoken  lest  they  should  imagine  there  is 
a  probability  we  shall  all  pensh  and  die. 
I,  for  my  part,  consider  the  ventilation  of 
this  House  to  be  absolutely  perfect.  Sta- 
tistics, Mr.  Courtney,  are  in  my  favour  ;. 
for  they  show  there  is  nothing  which 
conduces  so  much  to  longevity  as  beings 
a  Member  of  this  House  and  sitting  in 
it  during  long  hours.  We  have  been 
told  that  the  air  comes  up  from  the 
cellars  charged  with  carbonic  acid  faa. 
But,  Sir,  the  air  does  not  come  up  from 
the   cellars;   it    enters   at   the   open- 
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Ing  at  the  end  of  this  Chamber,  and 
instead  of  passing  through  the  Ladies' 
Gallery,  it  goes  through  the  suspenders 
above.  We  have  been  told  that  the 
windows  ought  to  be  opened.  Why, 
Sir,  that  would  make  a  draught 
downwards,  and  disorganize  the  whole 
-system;  it  would  destroy  the  perfect 
ventilation  which  we  now  enjoy.  There 
is,  however,  one  little  point  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to.  Bain  is  now  pouring 
through  into  the  Opposition  Looby.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  deeply 
laid  scheme  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  swamp  the  Opposition.  In 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  Dr.  Percy 
is  a  gentleman  who  thoroughly  under- 
•  stands  the  system  of  ventilation,  and  it 
is  hard  that  we  should  denounce  him 
when  his  system  is  as  near  perfection 
as  T)08sible 

*Mr.  PLXJNKET:  I  should  have 
spoken  before  in  order  to  disabuse  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members  of  the  feeling 
of  terror  probably  produced  by  some  of 
the  speeches,  had  it  not  been  for  a  hope 
that  terror  might  cause  an  immediate 
exodus  of  Members  and  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  in  that  way  be  brought 
to  an  end.  But,  Sir,  I  can  confirm 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
ibr  Northampton  tbat  the  air  we 
breathe  is  the  purest  that  can  be 
brought  from  outside  the  House,  and  it 
is  carried  away — not  through  the  Ladies' 
Gallery,  but  through  the  roof.  I  have 
been  asked  as  to  the  electric  light  in  the 
Dining  Boom.  We  have  tried  the  experi- 
ment of  dispersing  the  light  in  the  dif- 
ferent corners  of  one  room,  and  as  a 
result  the  light  will  be  similarly  dis- 
persed throughout  the  other  Dining 
Booms  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible. The  reason  why  the  electric 
light  system  had  not  been  carried  out 
more  completely  in  this  House,  is  that 
hitherto  we  have  not  been  quite  clear 
whether  it  would  be  cheaper  to  manufac- 
ture the  electric  light  for  ourselves  than 
to  take  it  from  one  of  the  electric  light 
ing  companies.  We  are  still  watching 
the  development  of  that  question,  but 
in  the  meantime  we  are  extending  the 
light  as  much  as  with  our  present  plant 
we  can.  As  to  this  year's  Estimate  for 
gas  showing  an  increase  over  that  pro* 
vided  for  in  last  year's  Estimate,  it  is 
accounted  for,  first,  in  calculating  the 
amount  that  may  be  required,  we  must 
jremember  the   gas  burned  during  the 
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Autumn  Sesdon;  and,  seoondly,  by 
the  fact  that  more  rooou  are  now 
lighted  with  gas,  and  that  in  tiie  Be- 
porters'  and  other  Boonow  sevenl  gas 
fires  have  been  introdaoed.  Farther 
than  that,  there  is  a  general  demand  ibr 
more  briliiant  Ught;  for  inetanoe,  widdn 
the  last  few  years  the  amonnt  of  gts 
burned  in  the  Lobby  outside  this  Ohun- 
ber  has  increased  100  per  cent. 
♦Mr.  W.  a.  MAODONALD  :  I  think 
that  we,  the  Party  of  reform,  who  ue 
not  confined  to  one  side  of  the  House, 
have  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
spirit  in  which  we  have  been  met  by  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works.  He  has 
altogether  denied  the  reality  of  oar 
complaints,  and,  I  suppose,  doubts  their 
realHy  still,  in  spite  of  the  medioil 
testimony  that  has  been  brought  forward. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
has  not  replied  to  my  arguments ;  mj 
speech  referred,  not  to  the  Tentilatioa 
of  this  House,  but  to  the  air  in  the  re- 
mainder of  the  building.  If  the  ri^ 
hon.  Oontleman  had  met  us  in  a  spirit 
of  concession  and  promised  that  some 
attention  should  be  paid  to  this  matter, 
I  should  not  have  persisted  in  my  op- 

Eoaition,  but  I  regret  that  it  will  now 
e  necessary  to  divide  the  Oommittee. 
Mr.  W.  M'ABTHUB  (Oornwall, 
Mid.) :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  item  of  £2,000  for  oil  lamps.  Thst 
strikes  me  as  rather  heavy,  n>r  if  you 
had  five  hundred  lamps  in  use,  and  you 
burnt,  say,  a  shillingsworth  of  oil  per 
week  in  each — which  I  think  is  an  out- 
side estimate  —  you  would,  in  thirty 
weeks,  spend  only  £750.  I  think  there 
must  be  some  serious  waste  in  this  itenu 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  GFentleman  will 
look  into  this  matter. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  This  ^estion  has 
been  raised  several  times.  I  may  point 
out  that  the  charge  is  not  only  for  oilt 
but  also  for  the  hire  of  the  lamps,  sad 
I  cannot  hold  out  any  immediate  nope  of 
reducing  the  item. 

Mr.  W.  M'AETHUR:  I  ask  hon. 
Members  as  men  of  business  if  there  is 
any  sense  in  an  Assembly  like  this  hiring 
its  oil  lamps  ?  I  should  like  to  know 
what  we  pay  for  the  hire.  I  fanoyif 
any  one  of  us  wanted  lamps  in  our 
houses  we  should  be  looked  on  as  fit  finr 
Bedlam  if  we  started  by  hiring  the 
lamps.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  would 
amplify  his  statement    by  telling    us 
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where  he  hires  the  lamps,  and  what  he 
pays  for  them  ? 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  I  will  ascertain. 

Mb.  O'HEA  :  I  should  like  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  whether  the 
lamps  are  hired  on  the  three  years'  sys- 
tem? 

Mb.  R.  power  (Waterford) :  Prac- 
tically, my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment 
amounts  to  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works ;  but  my 
hon.  Friend  has  made  some  mistakes. 
The  present  system  of  ventilation  was 
invented  some  35  years  ago,  and  three 
or  four  Committees  have  sat  on  the  ques- 
tion. It  is  universally  admitted  that  no 
one  more  competent  to  manage  this 
system  could  be  found  than  Dr.  Percy. 
The  variations  in  temperature  are  settled 
by  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman,  as  the 
case  mav  be,  and  the  censure,  if  any, 
should  be  directed  against  them.  I 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Committee  of  last  year 
should  be  re-appointed,  and  then  per- 
haps my  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Mr,  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  8.) : 
I  do  not  wish  to  reflect  in  any  way  upon 
Dr.  Percy,  but  I  say  that  Dr.  Percy  is 
deceived  by  the  atmosphere  of  scientific 
knowledge  in  which  he  is  moving.  I 
decline  to  believe  that  the  carbonic  acid 
gas  that  is  generated  in  this  Chamber 
can  be  conveyed  through  the  ten  little 
mpes  in  the  ceiling.  It  is  a  fallaoy. 
We  are  being  poisoned — there  is  no 
doubt  about  it — and  until  we  have  the 
House  ventilated  upon  some  scientific 
principle  we  shall  continue  to  be 
noisoned 

♦Mb.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re-appoint  the 
Committee,  I  will  not  press  the  matter  to 
a  division.  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  a  personid  attack  upon  anybody, 
but  merely  to  assert  the  great  principle 
of  healthy  sanitation. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  R.  C.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  ftc.) :  Last  year  the  question  was 
raised  as  to  placing  Reports  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  in  the  different 
lobbies  and  rooms  where  Members  spend 
the  intervals  of  their  time ;  and,  in  order 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on 
the  question,  I  beg  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £50.    It  is  a 
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g^eat  inconvenience  when  Members  are 
in  the  Lobby  or  other  parts  of  the 
House  not  to  know  what  is  going  on 
here.  The  numbers  of  the  House  are 
so  inordinately  large  that  it  is  impossi- 
ble for  us  all  to  find  places  here,  even 
if  we  would.  A  great  many  speeches 
are  made  to  which  very  few  people 
desire  to  listen,  and  it  would  effect  a 
very  great  economy  of  time  if  hon. 
Members  could  arrange  to  come  in  at 
the  time  when  they  felt  their  presence 
was  required.  A  go9d  many  speeches 
would,  I  think,  be  spared  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  forced  to  loiter  about  the 
House  in  order  to  discover  the  exact 
minute  at  which  their  presence  here  is 
needed.  The  fact  of  who  presides,  of 
who  is  addressing  the  House,  and  the 
course  of  the  debate  ought,  I  think,  to 
be  posted,  either  thiough  the  tape 
machine  or  in  some  other  way,  in  the 
Lobbies,  Smoking  Rooms,  etc.  The  only 
objection  I  have  heard  urged  against 
the  proposal  has  come  from  the  Whips. 
I  do  not  think  everything  can  be 
sacrificed  to  the  Whips,  and  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed , 

*<That  a  Bom,  not  exceeding  £36,329,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Serrioe."— (Afr.  Munro 
I*€rgu90n.) 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET :  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  have  more  than  once 
expressed  that  opinion  in  this  House. 
I  prepared  at  one  time  a  scheme 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  such  a  propoaal,  but  decided  op- 
position was  threatened  from  many 
different  quarters  and  it  was  abandoned. 
If  there  was  a  sufficient  apparent 
unanimity,  or  even  the  opinion  of  a  con- 
siderable majority,  in  favour  of  the 
change,  I  would  certainly  do  my  best 
to  have  it  carried  out.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £50. 
Let  the  hon.  Qentleman  satisfy  me 
that  there  is  a  considerable  majoritv 
of  the  House  in  favour  of  the  proposal,, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  it. 

♦Mb.  S.  GEDOE  (Stockport) :  I  must 
say  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  depart 
from  our  Oonstitutional  mode  of  ex« 
pressing  our  opinions  in  this  House.  It 
is  not  competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to 
move  an  increase  of  the  Vote  or  I  am 
sure  we  would  gladly  do  »•>  #)&  thU 
matter.    That  being  so,  the  oul^  luin^ 
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we  can  do  is  to  vote  for  a  redaction. 
No  doubt  this  House  is  worse  supplied 
with  news  of  what  is  done  inside  it  than 
any  place  in  London.  If  you  go  home 
to  dine  and  want  to  know  what  is  going 
on  in  the  House,  you  are  obliged  to 
go  to  your  Olub.  If,  like  Kood  boys, 
you  come  straight  to  the  House,  in 
obedience  to  your  Whip,  all  you  can 
do  is  to  hang  about  in  the  hope  of 
finding  out  what  has  happened.  I  hope 
that  telegraphic  information  will  oe 
given  to  us,  aufl  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Plunket)  will  not  press 
upon  us  the  idea  that  if  we  want  any- 
thing we  are  to  get  up  **  round  robins  " 
to  the  Gk>Temment.  i'erhaps  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will  be  able  to  induce  the 
telegraph  companies  to  give  us  the  in- 
formation gratis  if  he  is  hard  pressed. 
We  supply  them  with  information,  and 
it  is  not  too  much  to  ask  that  they 
should  give  us  reports  of  our  proceed- 
ings. 

Mb.  8.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamleto, 
Poplar)  :  Whilst  I  should  be  glad  to 
obtain  an  addition  to  our  present  means 
of  knowing  what  has  happened  in  the 
House,  I  am  totally  opposed  to  the 
'AUggostlon  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson)  that  we  should  have 
information  telegraphed  over  the  building 
as  to  what  is  going  on  at  the  moment.  1 
do  not  think  that  the  present  attendance 
of  hon.  Memb^  in  the  House  is  too 
great  except  on  big  occasions,  and  I 
believe  the  adoption  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
proposal  would  tend  to  diminish  that 
attendance  rather  than  to  increase  it.  Of 
course  we  should  all  rush  in  if  we  knew 
that  my  hon.  Friend  was  g^ing  to  speak, 
but  as  far  as  humble  individuals  like 
myself  are  concerned,  our  only  chance  of 
getting  an  audience  is  to  wait  in  the 
House  until  chance  favours  us.  I  trust 
that  the  Amendment  will  be  pressed  to 
A  division,  and  that  it  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  a.  pease  (York) :  I  believe 
ihat  Sir  E.  Buxton,  when  a  Member  of 
this  House,  got  up  a  memorial  in  favour 
of  a  proposal  of  this  kind,  and  that  it 
was  signed  by  a  very  large  number  of 
Members  on  both  sides.  A  distinct  de- 
•claration  was  then  made  from  the 
•Qovemment  Bench  in  favour  of  givine 
Members  some  facilities  of  the  kind. 
For  my  own  part,  I  strongly  support 
the  proposal  that  such  facilities  shoiild  be 
given. 

Mr.   J.    S.    OATHORNE    HARDY 

Ifr.  8.  Oedge 


(Kent,  Medway) :  If  we  are  to  consider 
(he  convenience  of  Members  who  will 
not  take  the  trouble  to  be  in  the  House 
we  had  better  have  tdephones  to  aU  Uie 
rooms,  so  that  hon.  Members  ooold  hear 
the  debates  without  entering  the  House 
at  all.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  an  ab- 
surdity to  suppose  that  hon.  Members 
who  do  not  sit  in  the  House  can  be  kept 
continually  posted  up  in  what  is  going 
on. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffiron 
Walden):  I  heartity  support  the  pro- 
posal of  mv  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leith  (Mr.  Munro  Ferguson) ;  but  if 
the  right  bon.Oentleman  will  give  us  any 
assurance  that  this  very  useful  reform 
can  be  carried  out,  I  hope  mv  hon. 
Friend  will  not  proceed  to  a  division. 

Question  put  and  negatived. 

Originsl  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  FHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gtentic^man 
the  First  Oommlssioner  of  Works 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  remove  the 
grating  from  the  JLadies'  (Gallery.  The 
strangers  who  find  seats  above  the  clock 
are  allowed  to  watch  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  without  having  a  screen  in- 
terposed between  them  ana  us,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  the  ladies  at  the  other  end 
of  the  room  should  not  be  permitted  to 
do  the  same.  Only  24  ladies  are  allowed 
to  come  here  at  once,  and  only  those  in 
the  front  row  can  see  what  is  going  on. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  ridiculous  thing 
to  keep  the  grating  where  it  is. 

Mr.  G.  a.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oommissioner 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
place  the  control  of  the  whole  of  this 
ouilding  under  one  Minister.  A  portion 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  are  at  pre- 
sent under  the  control  of  the  hereditary 
Ghreat  Ohamberlain,  and  it  was  by  the 
leave  of  the  hereditary  Ghreat  Oham- 
berlain that  a  statue  was  erected 
in  the  Central  Hall,  which  greatly  in- 
terferes with  and  disfigures  its  beauty. 
The  Great  Chamberlain  is  an  official 
over  whom  Parliament  has  no 
control  whatever,  and  I  wish  to  know 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
place  the  building  under  the  control  of 
one  official  ? 

♦Mr.  plunket  :  The  subject  of 
the  Ladies'  Gallery  has  been  veiy 
frequently      raised     in     this     House, 
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And  I  do'  not  think  the  Houae 
it  in  farour  of  any  alterAtion  in 
^e  direction  suggeeted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Ur.  Philipps).  In 
anawer  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
O&vendish  Bentinok]  I  have  to  say  that 
no  Btep  haa  been  taken  to  interfere  with 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain. 

Ur.  PHIUPPS  :  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentlsman  seema  to  have  no 
reaeon  for  refasiDg  to  remoTS  the 
grating,  except  that  ttte  House  haa  never 
proDOuneed  is  favour  of  its  removal,  I 
think  the  best  thing  is  to  give  the 
Houae  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
an  opinion  on  the  subject ;  and  I  there- 
fore move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £100. 

Alotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £36,279 
be  granted  for  the  said  Services." — ( J/r. 
Phil>„».) 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE(Northampton): 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
has  proposed  this  reduction  in  the 
interests  of  Uembers  or  of  the  ladies. 
Uyown  opinion  is  that  the  ladies  would 
prefer  to  have  the  grating.  I  do  not 
think  we  are  ao  particularly  orna- 
mental that  they  desire  further  facilities 
to  look  at  ua;  and  whilst  they  have  the 
gating  in  front  of  them  they  can  be 
more  at  their  ease,  and  need  not  unless 
they  wish  come  in  evening  dress.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  my  hon. 
Friend  has  polled  the  ladies  on  tha 
subject.  I  do  not  think  they  desire  the 
removal  of  the  gating;  and  I  shall 
therefore  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

*8iR  B.  N.  FOWLER  (London) :  I  re- 
collect that,  twenty  years  ago.  on  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Samuelson,  brother  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean 
(Mr.  O.  B.  Bamuelson),  we  had  a  great 
debate  on  this  subject,  and  decided 
against  removing  the  grill.  I  do 
not  see  why  the  House  should  differ  now 
from  the  deciaioD  then  arrived  at. 

The  Oommittee  divided:— Ayes  73; 
Noes  192.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 

Original  Queetion  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HEBBEBT  OABDNEB  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  I  have  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment  by  the  reduction  of 
the  Tote,  which  I  hope  I  may  not  be 
obliged  to  move,  attention  being  given 
to  my  request.  Hon.  Members  who 
have   occasion    to  visit  the  Tea  Room 
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during  the  afternoon  know  how  incon- 
veniently crowded  it  frequently  is,  so 
that  Members  cannot  find  a  place 
at  the  tables,  and  are  detained  an 
unreasonable  time  from  the  House. 
Eight  tables,  with  four  chaira  each, 
give  but  32  places  for  the  whole 
of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  the 
addition  of  chaira  and  tables  will  not 
meet  the  reqairements.  I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  room  in  vhioh  the  papers 
are  now  laid  out  should  be  added  to 
the  Tea  Boom  and  that  the  papers 
should  be  placed  in  the  Library.  It 
would  be  a  simple  change  to  make,  and 
a  much  larger  number  of  us  would  then 
be  able  to  take  tea  at  the  same  time. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cookermouth  (Sir  W.  Lawaon)  and 
friends  of  the  Temperance  movement 
should  support  me  in  this,  baoause  if 
Uembers  fail  to  find  accommodation  in 
the  Tea  Room  they  are  driven  to  other 
places  where  drinks  are  supplied  of  not 
so  harmless  a  character.  I  beg  to 
move  the  redaction  of  the  Vote  by  £75. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a- sum,  not  exceeding  £36,304, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service," — ( J/r. 
Btritrt  Garthur.) 

Ma.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  can  hardly  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  in  1882,  I  think,  that, 
mainly  through  the  alliance  between 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Fad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  and 
myself,  it  was  agreed  we  should  have  a 
Smoking  Boom  on  the  same  floor  with 
this  House.  It  was  agreed  we  should 
have  the  Tea  Boom  as  a  Smoking  Room, 
and  a  very  fair  Smoking  Room  it  would 
be.  But  a  much  respected  Member  of 
this  House,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  opposed 
the  proposal,  and  got  up  a  "round 
!  robin  "  against  it.  The  present  Smoking 
Boom  would  then  have  beoome  the  Tea 
Boom.  But  then  we  are  still  in  the 
same  Smoking  Boom,  hugger-mugger, 
from  30  to  80  together  at  one  time  in  a 
room  much  t^M  small,  and  often  when 
we  retire  from  the  excitement  of 
debate  here,  for  the  soothing  in- 
fluence of  niootine,  we  cannot  find  a 
vacant  seat.  Of  late,  much  accommo- 
dation is  required  by  Gentlemen  engaged 
inchesB.  I  do  not  object  to  chess,  hut 
let  us  have  a  Smoking  Room  and  a  Chess 
Room  in  some  proportion  to  the  numbers 
of  Members  using  it,  and  we  can  give 
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Mr.  lai^inuieri 


'MfineMaa  3iadft  aw  :iis 


pahrjc  -opiHU* 

iuui     za     Oft     in 

Kiimes.      Iz     is 

eccnriminal 

silicary   bfcui    piawiii^ 

iumnuar.     I 

piA7-»fi  :a»*r» 

7ear  ir  haa  h 


oiaj  every  a*riar3aa»  SBdBOv:  Lagoiiu 
':ii  ^he  CijOstahLe  -if  du  Taiv^r  s  &  ip- 
me  za^H  hj  aJawiw  ae  Triihawry  '•mai 
Va  pia>7  'ja  the  ■ictuir  ^amnFHjfa.  ns  lat 
THpLied  diac  ^fr  lunii  wa*  iMm^iMr  ^ 
the  W'^A  Emi  -iif  riia  x^wn.  I  in  3iic  inane 
:r.an  :iii»  hand  ia  axon  glwi— nrfw  nd 
pr;d:ahl7  eaLnLay>iiL  bos  :iis^  i^n^d.  ^a 
mf'.re  Laefrillj  -HnnioTwi  in.  zrvizi^  -mnw- 
^lec:  ^:  tiu^  people  if  'sxe  Fair  £b^ 
wzivie  'ippoT^osxsaB  <rf  iwn^wr  sqii«&. 
mi»nt  ar%  3ii^r«  zaz«.  TIesb.  ?&»  laa^ 
'iie  7:7<rr:<Biie  promaaadsa  i 
The  ?«aua  aawgned  is  due 
are  laniied  'htsre.     THxa  i»  a  t^kw  'lii 

man  will  iarsfJ^r^  ma  &ir 

him.  hat  'me  qiascioa  eannnc  Ew 


pr^uiiy  raidec  on  Tnia 
inder  :ae  War  C»4ca  Voql 
♦Mi-  MONTAGU:^! 
accees  v^  :he  Tower  <^azdaBa  on^oc  ««0 
be  dix^^aed  -zn^ier  thia 


Th2  CHAIBMAX  :  Is  »  a 
of  fact  wha:  porcioa  oi  :ka 
upon  ;he  T'^wer  comaa 
If    the    Flrsc    CommiaHamer 
gro'iz^ij  are  n* jC  referred  ra 
item^  then  iz  wooLi  noc  be 
dLK^«9  th^  qneaCzon. 
*Ma-  PLUXKET :  I  hawa 
the  face  cr  I  uooLi   noc 
nptted  :he  hon.  Memh^. 

Ma.   MU>'Erj   F^™'- 


Tiwfjyy  XnuiL  K. 


dbc. ,  :  I  take  the  opporoxnisr  ^ 
th^  artention  of  sne  Fizsc  C 
to  the  wan:  of  facilisiea  far 
ptiblic  records  in  the  Beeord  Offica. 
ia  projpoaed  to  bring  ia  tha  ifaitu" 
and   I  :hink  the  pabtic  migihs 
some  advantage  from  a  battar 
tion  of  theaa  recorda.     At  Fuxa.  i 
Palais  d'ArchiTea  there    is    tha 
intereatingcoUeccianiiLEnope 
and  so   arranged  thas  tha  hxaGoij 
France  for  centmiea  caa  be  lead  ol 
actoal  doca2.en:>  incloMti  in  giaas 
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along  the  walls.  In  the  Record  Office 
nteresting  documents  are  stowed  away, 
and  quite  inaccessible,  owing  to  the  un- 
fitness of  the  building  for  exhibition.  In 
France  the  collection  is  open  on  cer- 
tain days  to  the  public,  other  days  being 
reserved  for  scientific  men,  and  I  trust 
it  may  be  possible  to  allow  our  Hecord 
-Office  to  do  some  educational  work,  that 
the  public  may  derive  some  advantage 
from  the  collection. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £4,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Admiralty,  Extension  of  Buildings. 

(4.)  £12,800,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Furniture  of  Public  Offices,  Great 
Britain. 

(5.)  £210,614,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Revenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
Britain. 

(6.)  £24,740,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Court  Buildings. 

(7.)  £22,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
lifetropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings. 

(8.)  £6,717,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland. 

(9.)  £175,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.) :  I  should  like  to  ask  whether  there 
is  any  prospect  of  the  new  survey  of 
Scotland  proceeding  at  a  more  rapid 
pace  than  has  marked  its  progress  of 
late? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  Yes.  I  answered 
a  question  on  this  subject  the  other 
day,  and  was  able  to  assure  the  hon. 
Member  who  asked  me  that  as  soon  as 
the  survey  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
is  completed,  which  will  be  within  the 
next  two  years,  then  three  or  four  divi- 
sions of  the  Survey  Staff  will  be  at  once 
applied  to  a  re-survey  of  those  six 
counties  of  Scotland  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  is,  I  think,  principally  inte- 
rested. With  a  view  to  facilitating  the 
work  a  Survey  Office  will  be  opened  at 
Edinburgh. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
May  I  ask  if  any  progress  has  been 
made  with  the  Survey  in  Ireland,  or 
what  the  Government  propose  on  that 
subject  ?  Further,  I  would  ask  whether 
any  new  maps  have  been  produced 
for  the  use  of  the  Land  Court  in  Ireland? 
Alfo,  I  would  suggest  that  new  maps 
should  be  produced  at  a  price  that  would 


bring  them  within  the  reach  of  suitors 

in  the  Court.  At  present  an  exorbitant 
price  is  charged — a  prohibitory  price  so 
far  as  suitors  are  concerned. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET:  Yes;  the  Survey 
is  proceeding  satisfactorily  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  probably  knows  the 
revision  of  the  Survey  on  the  6 -inch  scale 
has  been  proceeding  for  some  time ;  but 
by  order  of  the  Treasury  in  1887  the  re- 
vision will  in  future  be  made,  and  is  now 
being  made,  on  the  25-inch  scale. 

♦Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  Will  it  be  made 
un  if orm  ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  believe  it  wiU 
eventually. 

Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington) :  Are 
we  definitely  to  understand  that  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire  are  the  only  twp 
English  counties  of  which  the  Survey  is 
not  complete  ;  and  that  when  these  two 
counties  are  completed,  proceedings  will 
be  taken  immediately  for  surveying  the 
six  remaining  counties  of  Scotland? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  That  is  so. 
Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  would 
press  the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend  as 
to  the  expensiveness  of  the  Government 
maps,  which  prevent  their  use  being 
availed  of  in  the  Courts.  Seeing  that 
Parliament  votes  money  for  the  Survey, 
I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  see  why 
such  a  high  rate  should  be  charged  for 
copies  of  these  maps.  The  cost  of  the 
smallest  map  is,  I  believe,  £1  lOs.,  and 
that  is  the  amount,  perhaps,  of  several 
years'  reduction  of  rent  on  a  holding.  I 
would  impress  upon  the  Department  the 
issue  of  cheaper  maps  for  the  use  of 
suitors. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET :  The  state  of  the 
case  is  that  maps  were  produced  for 
the  Land  Court  at  considerable  ex- 
pense, and  are  often  used  by  the  suitors. 
It  is  supposed  that  the  expense  is  re- 
coverable from  the  parties  to  the  differ- 
ent suits  in  the  LEUid  Court ;  but  it 
has,  unfortunately,  been  found  very 
difficult  to  make  this  sum  really 
available.  Again  and  again  the  out- 
standing balances  have  been  so  large 
that  attention  has  been  called  to  them 
by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  In 
1880,  the  outstanding  balances  were 
£10,667  odd,  and  on  December  31,  1888, 
they  had  risen  to  £13,000  odd.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  not  possible  to  promise  any- 
thing further  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BLANE:   Why  should  not  the 
Government  prepare  cheap  maps?  Poor 
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tenants  who  appear  before  the  Land 
OommiiBion  Court  endeavouring  to  ob- 
tain a  reduction  of  rent,  have  to  show 
their  holdings  on  draftings  transferred 
on  parchment  from  the  Ordnance  maps, 
and  these  often  cost  more  than  several 
years    of    the    reductions    ultimately 

r 'anted.  The  smallest  of  these  maps, 
beliere,  costs  £1  10s.,  which  is  a  very 
serious  item  for  these  poor  people  to 
have  to  pay. 

♦Mr.  p.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk. 
Eye) :  Will  not  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  consider  the  desirability  of  making 
these  maps  more  acceptable  and  avail- 
able to  a  large  class  of  persons  than  is 
at  present  the  case  ?  In  those  countries 
where  there  is  a  compulsory  system 
of  land  registration  maps  are  kept 
in  the  Post  Offices  and  other  pubuo 
places,  and  the  public  can  consult  them, 
m  some  cases,  for  a  small  fee,  and  in 
other  cases  for  no  fee  at  all.  This  sys- 
tem does  not  prevail  in  England ;  but  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  it  did  it 
would  be  of  great  convenience  to  people 
who  desire  to  consult  maps  of  their  own 
localities  from  time  to  time.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  into  his 
favourable  consideration  the  advisability 
of  adopting  some  such  scheme  as  this. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY:  The  ques- 
tion I  raised  was  not  as  to  litigants 
in  the  Landed  Estates  Court,  but  those 
before  County  Courts  and  Judges  of 
Assize.  At  the  present  moment  it  is 
impossible  to  obtain  an  Ordnance  Sur- 
vey map  in  Ireland  on  the  smallest 
Question  of  title  for  less  than  £1  10s. 
say  that  that  is  an  absurd  charge,  and 
amounts  very  often  to  absolute  injustice 
being  done  to  a  poor  litigant.  The 
63,000  cases  in  arrear  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  are  due  to  the  action  of 
the  Land  Begistry  itself,  who  require 
these  maps  to  beput  in  as  evidence. 

Mb.  LABOUCBlEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  gather  from  the  statement  in 
the  Estimates  that  much  is  realized  from 
the  sale  of  these  maps.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  cheapest  cost  is 
£1  10s.  for  a  portion  of  a  district 
or  a  county.  It  is  an  old  system  on  the 
part  of  the  Gt>vemment  to  have  large 
profits  and  small  sales,  but  what  we 
would  desire  to  see  would  be  large  sales 
and  small  profits.  The  paper  on  which 
these  maps  are  printed  aoes  not  cost 
308. ;  but  a  certain  amount  of  the  cost  of 
getting  up  the  Survey  is  charged  on  each 
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map  sold,  and  the  result  is  that  poor 
people  cannot  buy  them.  The  Surveys 
cost  much  more  than  is  realised  by  the 
maps,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  stretch  a- 
point  and  let  the  cost  of  survey  be  a- 
little  more,  so  long  as  the  result  will  be 
to  cheapen  the  price  of  the  maps. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET  :  The  cost  of  prepar- 
ing the  maps  is  only  that  of  paper  and* 
printing.  Nothing  is  charged  for  the 
Survey  of  which  these  maps  are  the 
result.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
reasonable  for  anyone  to  expect  to  get 
the  maps  for  less  than  is  at  present 
charged. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:    Are    we    to 
believe  that  these  maps  cost  SOs.  ? 
Mb.  JACKSON :  No. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET :  That  which  costs 
30s.  is  I  believe  a  drawing  of  a  particular 
holding.  I  am  speakine  of  the  ordinary 
Survey  available  to  all  the  country  for 
all  purposes.  The  maps  are  produced 
as  cheaply  as  possible. 

♦Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  sending  the  maps  down  to 
the  localities  ?  He  might  send  them  to 
the  most  populous  localities  first,  and 
afterwards  to  the  less  populous  parts 
of  the  country. 

♦Mb.  PLUNKET :  I  wiU  consider  the 
matter. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co..  Mid):  I 
always  refrain  from  giving  unnecessary 
trouble  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  who  is 
invariably  most  courteous  in  his  answers, 
but  I  must  ask  for  some  explanation  as 
regards  one  of  these  sub-heads.  I  desire 
to  know  how  it  is  that  there  is  a  large 
decrease  in  the  pay  of  labourers  con- 
nected with  the  Ordnance  Survey,  and  I 
must  say  I  do  not  know  why  it  should 
be  left  to  an  Irish  Member  to  ask  the 
question  ?  I  find  there  is  a  decrease  of 
£7,440  in  the  pay  of  the  poor  labourers 
who  do  the  work,  and  I  wish  to 
know  how  it  comes  about.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  inquire  into  these 
small  items,  especially  as  in  one  direction 
we  notice  an  increase,  and  as  the 
answers  we  get  are  frequently  of  a  very 
unsatisfactory  character. 

♦Ma.      PLUNKET  :      The      Survey 
to     which     the     Item      "A"      refers- 
is  approaching    its  completion ;   there-- 
fore,     it    is    not    neceasary    to    em* 
ploy    as    much    labour  in    connection 
with  it  now  as  has  been  essential  in  the^ 
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past.  The  increase  the  hon.  Member  t 
has  referred  to  is  owing  to  the  fact  that 
we  did  not  take  quite  enough  money 
last  year,  and  we  are  anxious  this  year 
to  avoid  that  unfortunate  state  of 
things. 

Db.  TANNEE  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
remain  satisfied  with  that  answer,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
given  it  with  his  usual  courtesy.  I  do 
not  like  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  such  a  small  npiatter,  but  this 
discussion  will,  I  think,  show  that  it  is 
impossible  to  get  a  satisfactory  explana- 
tion from  the  people  who  are  spending 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers. 

♦Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  Perhaps  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  explain  how  it  is  that  under 
Item  '*  A,"  which  has  reference  to  '*  the 
staff,"  which,  I  believe,  includes  the 
well-paid  officials,  who  do  the  least 
work  and  get  the  best  pay,  there  is 
onlv  a  reduction  of  £80,  whilst  there  is 
such  a  great  reduction  under  Item  *'  G," 
which  covers  the  labourers.  I  hope 
that  on  grounds  of  fairplay  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  will  give  us  some  ex- 
planation of  this. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  whether,  since  we  had 
this  Vote  under  consideration  last  year, 
he  has  given  any  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  possibility  of  making  better 
arrangements  for  the  sale  of  the  Ord- 
nance Survey  maps?  Dissatisfaction 
has  been  expressed  on  more  than 
one  occasion  with  the  monopoly 
certain  houses  possess  in  the  sale 
of  these  maps,  and  it  has  been 
pointed  out  that  it  would  tend  very  much 
to  the  convenience  of  the  public  gener- 
ally if  the  agencies  for  the  sale  of  the 
Ordnance  maps  were  extended.  I  would 
ask  also  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  considering,  since 
we  discussed  that  Vote  last  year,  the 
suggestion  I  made  that  special  attention 
should  be  extended  to  the  mining  dis- 
tricts of  the  country  in  regard  to  this 
matter  of  Survey  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
was  reminded  last  year  that  the  Oeolo- 
gical  Survey  is  not  under  this  Vote. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  I  was  led  into 
the  error  by  seeing  the  words  ''  Engrav- 
ing the  Oeologicai  Survey  "  in  the  Esti- 
mate.    However,  I  will  bring  the  sub- 


ject on  under  a  Vote  for  the  Science  and 
Art  Department. 
♦Mb.  PLUNKET:  The  reduction 
under  Sub-head  "  C  "  is  not  so  much  for 
labour  as  Oivil  Assistants.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  employ  a  staff  to  supervise  the 
revision  of  the  Surrey  as  it  is  going  on, 
and  the  course  we  are  now  adopting  is 
the'  result  of  experiments  we  have  made.  * 
We  believe  that  the  system  we  have 
adopted  is  the  best  for  the  convenience 
of  the  public. 

Mr.  O'HEA  :  I  think,  looking  at 
the  usefulness  of  the  Ordnance  Survey 
sheets  in  the  Land  Courts,  that  some 
means  should  be  adopted  to  prevent  the 
public  being  unnecessarily  taxed  on  their 
acquisition  of  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £7,210,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ghwge 
which  wiU  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1890, 
for  the  Expenses  of  the  £!rection  and  Mainte- 
nance (including  Rents,  &c.)  of  Buildings  for 
the  Department  of  Science  and  Art." 

Mb.  a.  ACLAND:  I  beg  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (i/r.  Arthur 
Aelandy) — Put,  and  agreed  to. 

COUNTY  COURTS  APPEALS  (IRELAND) 
BILL  (No.  128). 

Order  for  Committal  read. 

Objection  taken  to  further  proceed* 
ings. 

REMOVAL  OF  WRECKS  ACT  (1887) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.    (No.  3.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Cotnmittee.) 

Clause  1. 

Dr.  TANNEB  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  it  is  that  hon.  Oentle* 
men  opposite  are  so  prone  to  deal  with 
and  obstruct  Irish  measures  which  we 
to  the  best  of  our  ability  try  to  carry 
through  ?  Although  I  have  been  asked 
not  to  do  so  by  hon.  Oentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  to  whose  opinion  I 
desire  to  defer  in  every  way,  I  cannot 
help  on  this  occasion  moving  that  you, 
Mr.  Courtney,  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.    It  is  rather 
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a  lad  things  to  be  placed  in  thia  position,  |  Th 
but  I  take  It  that  some  aort  of  eom- 
promise  ought  to  be  made,  and  tkat 
instead  of  an  hon.  Member  on  the  otber 
side  of  the  Houfe  obatr acting,  as 
he  ha^  done  withoat  reaaon,  any 
bufineM  which  we  Iriah  Members  are 
anxious  to   promote  on   behalf  of  our 


is  a  PiOfiaion  as  to 
in  Seotiand,  but  VBder  vhst  pvoeednre 
can  the  Ad  becofioned  ia  Iralaad? 

Thz  ATTORNET  general   (Sir 
B.  Webbizb'):  The  matter  has  not  beea 


lost  Bght  of.  There  is  no  neeearity,  in 
applring  the  Act  to  IrelaBd,  to  make 
anj  AmendmeBt.  cxaqpt  a  dcfinitioa  of 


oonBtituect^.  he  ought  to  advance,   at  |  the  local  aulhwitj.     It  ia  aot 

least,  some  reason   for  such  an  inter-  ;  to  inaeit  the  wards  vithregaid  to  proee- 

f erence  w  i x  h  t  he  b  u «inesB  of  the  eonntrr.    dure. 


Mb.  WXYBEARE:  I  do  not  like 
to  interfere  with  the  progress  of 
tbi»  measure,  in  which  Gentler^en 
on  this  a?  well  as  on  the  oppoeii'* 
•iM**  of  the  H'»use  are  intereste^l ;  bui  I 
iLU^t  sav  I  :h:nk  there  is  great  reason 
fvr  tbe  Mr-p  wr.ich  fcss  l«fr?n  takec  bj 
*Lkr  h 'H  Gertlr^an  th*  Me=il«er  f:r  M:i 
Cork,  who  hit*  be?-  irir*-  z-:-  :2?T«thit 
Vrrfn^*  b^  rep?r:-?'i  is  coa*^^:i»2ce  cf 
t5ie    ob"«tr-i<:':iva     v£ere»i    bv    «n    h?c. 

m 

C:*:*":  Arr-ra!*  Ir^li-i*  Bill.  Tbi*  li, 
I  think.  1  Tz^rxriT^  wzwh.  hi*  the  5a=.«> 
li,:i  vf  tb"?  GoT*?r::,-:-E*. 

Ths  CH\IRMAN:  C»rl-rr.  -jr-ier ! 
Th"?  '^{'i-^<'i.:i  :.*  thi:  I  r«c»?r^  Fro^jr*?**. 
a-ii  ak?k  I-av.?  •■.  <^»  ixai^:  *3i  if  th-? 
M.ti.iL  h-rfvre  '.h-i  Com^iittee  is  r«?r- 
severed  ii  the  3i:':t?r'?'.'rEe*  ?<?  izi  •ia«i. 

M.ti'.»a  aiai-?.  aad  Q'leecioa.  "Thar 
the  Chairmaa  r^p^jrc  Pr^japr^ss.  an-i  isk 
Irfdv-  ti;  >;:  a^iia.'"  Agreed  t^j. 

a^iin  jn  Th  irsday 


Bin 


liaie,  and  paaaed. 


Hi:2£2X\>    FISHERY     SCOTLAKD) 
BILL— ;:B31  1«l] 

Is  the  OomsaineeO 

At  L  Objee&oa  beiag  taken  to  fmtksr 
Pr:<:rr4dicg.  the  dtairaaa  left  the  Caair 
t;:  =iake  his  repast  to  the  Hcmae. 

Cod^tte^   report    Pmgicas ;  to  sit 
Mociar  Best. 


HOLDINGS      'SCOT. 


M    sit 


>/.  ::>2  yL:-:'^:-!  sals  Foa  F'.'or-    bill. 

Bi.l.    i.s    iiiiea  i»rJ,   :)asi'Wr>jd. 

.'a  ta-i  M  )zioa  ::id:   Claj."*e  I  be  read 

M-:t.  CONYBE^HK  :   I*  the  House 


A>Hi:rLrr 

LAVr.        Acr 

0?asi<ier«d    is.    C«KL3iin;eev    and 
Lor^ec:  a:»  axnezzded.  10  be  cooaideTCd 

To  ruorr-w. 

sr T'-'Ari'iyAL  ESDijwicEyrs  :scot. 
LA>~r  jlCT,  :^i  siOB&A^r  hos- 
pital. Dr>""DEK. 

M3.  SHIRESS  WnX  ^^foatama) :  I 
r«*fl:T«c  to  detain  the  Hoaae  at  tina  tnaa 
?c  the  morning  on  this  anattary  whiA 
had  reference  to  a  hoepital  ia  DoadM 
for  l<}0  noor  boYs^  A  sant  of  £70,000 
'sras  in^eeted  for  diat  purpoae.  The 
bovs  were  to  be  received  frooi  Thnnin^ 
Forfar.  Montrose,  and  Arbroath.    Sdv, 


'j.a  IrrsrH^jd  rh.it  this  Bill  is  to   be  mad*?  ^he  -scheme  has  outlived  the  condituB  ol 

apylioaSIn  tu  Niorland  ind  Ireland  ?  -b«  i/aarity.     The  Hoepital  into  baaoUp 

"  Mh   KN'.^ -.VLIiS  SalfoiNj.  W.   :  With  ^^  '^^^  *'^»^  ^'^?^  are  to  be  ediu»tod  al 

the  ippr-^nati-u  ji  h-m.  Members  ':>ppo>  *°y     public      school,     and 
-site,  d  ':lHiis«r  biis  btieu  2 rafted  to  include 
Ir-ielaad  and  Sc-Jtlarid. 

N.?w  C!a.ide    Appiica:ioQ  to  Sc<jc:aad 
aicended  and  added. 

On  Clause  2. 

Mh.      '.WLDWELL      "St.     RoUox   : 

I  am  sorry  the    Law    Officers   for  Ire-  will  have  the  lion's  share;  but  a£  tliat 

lau<I   are    :10c    here,    ad    I  should   like  there    ia    no    complaint.      Aa    xagazda 

tiieui     to     explain    what    is    here    in-  Montrtjae.  Arbroath,  and    Forfiar,  See- 

t*rn<Je4i,  ai»  no  dednition  of   it   is    given,  tion  J 9    oi   the    scheme   proTidea   tha( 

Dr.  T'lntitr 


aeoeesary  is  to  be  paid  from  the 
fund  for  their  maintananoe.  So 
opposition  will  arise  on  that  part  of 
the  ^>heme :  buc  the  operation  ewifc—a" 
plated  will  leave  &ee  a  conaidscabla 
portion  oi  the  income,  which  ia  to  ba 
divided  between  tour  towna^      DandM 
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£100  shall  be  paid  to  each  of  them» 
upon  condition  that  each  spends  the 
£100  on  a  higher  class  school.  There 
are  higher  class  schools  in  Montrose  and 
Abroath,  and,  therefore,  those  boroughs 
are  content.  The  only  objection  comes 
from  Forfar,  which  has  no  higher  class 
school  within  the  meaning  of  the  scheme. 
It  has  a  Govemment-grant-eaming 
school  within  the  meaning  of  the  Educa- 
tion Act ;  but  before  it  could  convert  it 
into  a  higher  class  school,  so  as  to  claim 
its  share  of  the  surplus  income,  it  would 
hare  to  give  up  the  Government  grant. 
A  Parliamentary  Commission  has  in- 
vestigated this  question,  and  has 
recommended  that  where  these  higher 
class  schools  are  established,  Govern- 
ment grants  should  be  given  to  them 
just  as  to  elementary  schools  established 
under  the  Education  Act;  and  it  is 
upon  that  recommendation — and  pend- 
ing legislation  upon  it — that  the  Com- 
missioners have,  I  submit,  erroneously 
taken  upon  themselves  to  put  a  penalty 
upon  Forfar,  and  they  say — **  Unless 
you  establish  a  higher  class  school,  you 
shall  not  have  a  share  of  this  fund." 
The  matter  becomes  all  the  more  im- 
portant when  it  is  remembered  that  the 
money  was  intended  by  the  testator 
for  the  education  of  poor  children 
in  Dundee ;  and  by  the  proposal  of  the 
scheme,  which  is  objected  to  by  Forfar, 
it  is  asked  to  spend  the  £100  diare  not 
in  the  education  of  the  poor,  but  in 
eecondary  education.  The  position  of 
the  School  Board  is  this — they  are 
divided  in  opinion,  and  printed  state- 
ments on  the  subject  have  been  issued 
by  the  Board  and  by  the  Town  Council, 
and  circulated  in  this  House;  and  so 
strong  is  the  public  feeling  in  Forfar 
upon  the  subject  that  a  Fetition  has 
been  signed  by  1,100  ratepayers  out  of 
2,100,  asking  that  the  action  of  the 
Town  Council  may  be  ssmctioned.  On 
these  g^unds  I  beg  to  move  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  scheme  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  endowment  in  the  Burgh  of 
Dundee  and  County  of  Forfar,  known  as  the 
Morgan  Hospital,  approved  by  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  (by  Act),  and  now 
lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  in  so  far  as 
regards  the  conditions  attached  by  Section  29 
of  the  said  scheme  to  the  annual  payments 


therein  provided  for  to  the  School  Board  of 
FoHar."-(lfi-  Shir4t»  Wilf.) 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (St.  Bollox,  Glas- 
gow): Mr.  Speaker,  I  beg  to  second 
the  Motion.  The  scheme  proposed  is 
to  carry  out  the  system  of  the  Charities 
Endowments  Commissioners,  whereby 
they  have  been  asking  for  a  good  many 
years  past  to  take  the  funds  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  secular  education 
m  the  country.  The  result  of  all  their 
efforts  during  the  last  eight  years  has 
been  that  secondary  education,  instead 
of  being  promoted,  has  been  on  the  de- 
cline in  Scotland.  Owing  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  School  Board  system, 
elementary  education  i»  becoming  almost 
the  sole  education  in  the  parochial 
schools  of  Scotland.  A  secondary  educa- 
tion is  being  furnished  out  of  the  public 
schools.  The  Endowment  Commis- 
sioners think  they  will  promote  secondary 
education  by  big  secondary  schools, 
and  by  eliminating  the  secondary 
education  from  the  elementary  schools. 
Experience  shows  that  to  be  a  fatal 
policy,  and  the  longer  it  continues  the 
more  secondary  education  will  go  down 
in  Scotland.  What  does  the  School 
Board  of  Forfar  say?  That  they  are 
willing  to  carry  on  the  old  Scotch  system 
of  having  secondary  education  in  elemen- 
tary schools.  They  wish  to  continue  the 
ordinary  grants  they  have  as  a  Board 
School,  and  also  to  get  this  £100  for 
promoting  secondary  education  in  their 
school.  Ifit  is  a  sound  theory  that  technical 
education  should  be  adopted  in  our 
ordinary  schools,  then  it  will  not  do  to 
adopt  the  scheme  in  its  present  form. 
*Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  This  Motion  re- 
fers to  a  scheme  of  some  magnitude.  It  is 
a  scheme  which  chiefly  affects  Dundee, 
but  also  to  some  small  extent  three 
burghs  represented  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion.  The  proportiooate  in- 
terest in  it  of  these  different  communities 
will  be  understood  when  I  point  out  that 
of  any  surplus  funds  five-sixths  go  to 
Dundee,  and  the  remaining  sixth  is 
divided  equally  among  the  three  burghs 
— Arbroath,  Montrose,  and  Forfar. 
Forfar,  therefore,  from  which  place  alone 
there  is  opposition,  has  one- eighteenth 
interest  in  the  scheme.  But  even 
Forfar  is  not  unanimously  opposed  to 
the  scheme.    The  objection  comes  from 
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the  Town  Oomicfl;  bat  tlia  edneatioiial 
anthoritj,  the  School  Boaid — as  repvo- 
tented  1^  its  Ghaimian — are  at  least  bj  { 
a  majoiity  opposed  to  the  proposition  | 
now  before  the  House.     I  wonld  call ! 
attention    to   the  Utt  that  the  Oom-  i 
missioners,  in  fixing  the  conditioas  of  - 
the  grant  of   £100,  give  the  altena-  - 
tire  that  if  the  Foil ar  Sefaocd  Board  do 
not  choose  to  establish  a  higher  dass 
school  in  the  meaning  of  the  Education 
Acty  then  the  money  may  be  expended 
in     sending      foondaticHLers     to     an 
adranced    school  elsewhere.    The   in- 
tention   is    that    the    For£u    School 
Board     shall     erect     part     of     their 
academy  into  a  higher  class  school ;  and 
to  show  that  this  is  not  regarded  with 
alarm,    the    majority   ol    the    School 
Board  say  that  while,  of  course,  they 
woold  pmer  to  receiTe  the  grant  un- 


would 


d.  J*  w 
lake  it  aa 


not  only  of  Diuiiaa, 
tiOBai  anhontwB  ] 
Mootzoasb  >b4  to 


imflia 

ND   OS 


a,^ 


it,witvill 


ol 
I  by 
tjirnh'  OK  atopp^ 
'     '        mtfas 


Mm.  &  BOBEBIBON  (Dimdae):  As 
repressnting  the  bornogh  moat  largely 
inferasted  in  this  ashene,  I  wish  to  say 
I  hops  that  thsHone  will  not  aceept 
theMbtioB. 

18;  Kosi 


■t  a  q[aiiifi' 
Oneo'dodL 


The  Hioase  divided 
118.— (DiT.  list.  No.  67.) 
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The  following  is  the  corrected  version  of  the  Speech  delivered 
by  Mr.  F.  H.  Evans  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  on 
Naval  Defence,  on  the  4th  April,  and  is  to  be  taken  in 
place  of  the  Report  commencing  on  Page  1651  of  this 
Volume : — 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThurBday,   4M   April,    1889. 


Mr.  EVANS  (Southampton) :  I  desire 
to  put  before  the  House  a  question  which 
must  deeply  affect  the  expenditure  upon 
our  Navy,  and  which  has  not  yet  been 
alluded  to  by  those  who  have  taken  part 
in  the  debate.  In  doing  this  I  shall  have 
to  quote  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  on  prior  occasions  by  one  or  two 
of  the  Members  of  this  House.  In  the 
Times  of  the  9th  of  March  there  is  a 
letter  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  (Lord  K.  Churchill)  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  said — 

**  For  the  purposes  of  effectually  strengthen- 
ing the  Navy  there  is  again  uni venal  agreement 
as  to  the  absolute  necessity  for  precise  infor- 
mation as  to  the  duties  which  the  Navy  ought 
to  be  expected  to  perform  in  the  event  of  war 
with  one  or  other  of  the  £uropean  Powers." 

That  is  as  to  the  duties  the  Navy  may 
be  expected  to  perform  in  time  of  war. 
Then,  again,  in  the  Times  of  the  same 
date,   there  is  a  letter  from  the  noble 


Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 
C.  Beresford),  who  says — 

*'  I  then  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  74 
ships  T  asked  for  were  necessary  for  defence  of 
our  commerce  and  to  insure  the  delivery  of 
our  food  supply  and  raw  material  in  case  of  a 
war  with  France  alone,  if  we  are  to  adopt  the 
only  right  principle — viz.,  *  to  watch,  and,  if 
possible,  destroy  every  warship  of  an 
enemy.' " 

And,  beyond  this,  there  is  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  who  is  reported  in 
Mansard  as  having  said —    . 

*'  We  are  the  carriers  of  the  sea-borne  pro- 
ducts of  the  world,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible 
to  suppose  that  the  whole  commerce  of  the 
world  IS  coming  to  an  end  because  of  the  action 
of  20  or  30  cruisers." 

And,  again,  the  noble  Lord  had  said — 

**  We  should  be  able  to  protect  our  main  trade 
outes." 

To  what  do  these  remarks  all  point, 
ualess  it  is  that  the  Admiralty  are  not 
able  to  defiue  the  duties  the  Navy  will 
be  expected  to  perform,  and  that  they 
are  setting  aside  a  certain  amount  of 
nayal  power  for  the  protection  of  the 
maritime  commerce  of  the  country.  I 
propose  to  show  that  all  the  expenditure 
which  is  mad^  in  that  direction  is  use* 


(     2     ) 


less,  and  can  be  of  no  aTail  in  any 
circumstances  whateTer.  I  am  second 
to  no  man  in  my  desire  to  have  a 
thoroughly  effective  Navy,  bat  I  cannot 
go  with  the  hon.  Baronet  who  has  cited 
Cobden  with  a  view  of  showing  that 
peace  can  be  maintained  without  such 
aids ;  and,  as  he  has  called  in  Oobden 
as  a  witness,  I  will  call  him  in  too, 
and  remind  the  House  that  he  once  said 
— *<  Our  life  as  a  nation  depends  on  our 
having  the  masteryofour  communications 
by  sea."  I  am  unfortunately  familiar 
with  the  terrible  devastations  of  war.  I 
know  what  war  means  and  what  it  would 
mean  to  this  country,  and  I  may  add 
that  the  county  I  live  in  would  be  one 
of  the  first  to  suffer  in  case  of  a  European 
•  conflagration.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
understood  that  if  I  say  anything  against 
the  Vote,  I  am  quite  alive  to  the  great 
risk  incurred  if  any  mistake  is  made. 
We  are  the  carriers  of  about  seven- 
elevenths  of  the  produce  of  the  world. 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  war  upon 
this  maritime  commerce  ?  There  are  two 
occasions  which  may  be  taken  to  form 
•our  judgment  on  this  point  —  the 
American  War,  smd  the  scare  about 
Bussia  three  years  ago.  When  war  in- 
terferes with  maritime  commerce,  it 
does  80  first  by  creating  a  war  premium, 
which  has  to  be  paid  on  what  is  being 
carried.  You  have  the  capital  invested 
in  the  ships  and  the  capital  invested  in 
the  cargo,  and  every  charge  that  has  to 
be  made  in  order  to  keep  a  ship  going 
must  eventually  be  sustained  by  the 
cargo.  When,  therefore,  war  takes  place, 
the  cargoes  belonging  to  the  nation  at 
war  have  to  pay  a  war  premium.  Well, 
what  does  that  premium  amount  to  ? 
Before  the  American  Civil  War  of  1 860 
the  Mersey  was  full  of  American 
clippers.  The  Americans  were  our  great 
competitors  in  the  North  Atlantic  carry- 
ing trade ;  in  fact,  they  had  rather  the 
better  of  it.  The  first  premium  that  was 
paid  as  a  war  premium  was  only  5s. ; 
but  when  the  Alabama  and  Shenandoah 
came  out  the  premium  advanced  until 
once  or  twice  it  reached  as  high 
as  £40.  It  does  not  require  any 
great  amount  of  intelligence  to  know 
that  such  a  premium  as  that  abso- 
lutely killed  the  Mercantile  Marine 
of  America.  Of  courbe  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  resuscitated  it; 
but  the  reason  why  it  was  not  was  this : 
the  enormous  cost  of  the  civil  war  made 


it  necessary  to  raise  an  enormous  amount 
of  taxation.   The  Amerioans  taxed  ererv- 
thing,  including  steel  and  iron ;  and  the 
result  was  that   as    we    were   at  that 
time    passing   very   rapidly    into    the 
steam  carriers,  no  Amenoan  oould  build 
a  steamer  at  anything  like    the  price 
that    we    could,    so    that    it    became 
impossible    for   America     to    compete 
with  us  in  the  carrying  trade   of  the 
world.      Then  the  navigation  laws  of 
America  prevented  the  Americans  from 
buying  ships  in  foreign  countries  and 
sailing  them  under  the  American  flag, 
and  the  result  was  that  we  were  left  as 
carriers  of  the  main  commerce  of  the 
world.     Having  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
the  increased   premium    of    insurance, 
during    the  American    Civil    War,   I 
now  come  to  the  scare  as  to  a  war  with 
Eussia.     Although  that  was  only  the 
faintest  suspicion  of  a  scare,  it  resulted 
in  a  premium  of  15s.  per  cent,  on  our 
main  trade  routes.    Now  let  us  take  the 
case  of  a  great  war.    So  great  is  our 
superiority  in  regard  to  our  Mercantile 
Marine,  not  only  in  speed  and  efficiency, 
but  also  in  numbers,  that  I  should  think 
between  80  and  90  per  cent  of  the  fast 
steaming  vessels  of  the  world  belong  to 
this  country.    In  the  case  of  a  small 
war  the  Mercantile  Marine  of  England 
would  defy  the  risks,  as  the  number  of 
steamers,  in  comparison  to  cruisers  which 
could  be  sent  out  against  them,  would  be 
so  overwhelming ;    but  the  effect  of  a 
great  war,  if  continued  for  any  consider- 
able time — and  it  is  in  contemplation  of 
the  possibility  of  a  great  war  that  this 
expenditure  is  to  be  incurred — would  be 
to  destroy  the  whole  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  of  this  country,  by  reason  of  the 
high  war    premium    which  would    be 
exacted.     When  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  tells   me   it   is   utterly  im- 
possible   to    suppose   that    the    whole 
commerce  of   the  world  is  coming  to 
an  end  through  the  action  of  20  or  80 
cruisers,  I  will  tell  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  he  does  not  comprehend  what 
he  is  speaking  about.     When  the  mer« 
chants  of  England  find  it  impossible  to 
bring  their  goods  under  the  flag  of  Enfi^- 
landowingto  the  extra  war  premiums,  tne 
cruisers  the  Admiralty  are  goine  to  build 
will  wander  along  the  main  trade  routes, 
the  sole  carriers  of  the  English  flag.    It 
is  said  the  British  people  possess  such 
pluck  they  will  face  that  state  of  things; 
but  it  is  not  a  question  of  pluck ;  it  is  a 


(     8     ) 


question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence 
— the  produce  will  be  conveyed  by  the 
cheapest  carrier.  It  is  a  great  pity  that, 
with  regard  to  what  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  called  our  main  line  of  do- 
fence,  but  which  I  must  call  our  one 
line  of  defence,  on  which  we  ought 
to  be  unanimous,  we  have  no  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. There  is  no  sacrifico  which 
any  man  who  has  once  seen  war  would 
not  make  to  stop  the  invader  from  put- 
ting his  foot  on  our  shores.  What  is 
the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  ?  They  are 
going  to  build  70  ships  all  at  once.  If 
a  manager  of  any  of  our  great  companies 
were  to  say,  as  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  has  said,  that  he  proposed  to 
lay  down  at  once  a  Fleet  equal  in  propor- 
tion to  the  70  vessels  now  proposed  by 
the  Admiralty,  he  would  not  long  remain 


in  the  position  of  manager.  The  policy 
of  the  great  companies  is  to  put  down 
just  as  few  vessels  as  is  necessaxy,  andi 
then  watch  for  improvements.  Inven- 
tors innumerable  will  press  their  patents- 
upon  you — ^it  is  the  art  of  the  manager 
to  avail  himself  of  the  best^he  must 
keep  his  Fleet  equal  to, 'or  better  than, 
his  competitors.  No  more  suicidal 
policy  can  be  devised  than  to  lay  down 
70  vessels  on  a  fixed  plan,  which  the 
improvements  of  the  next  few  years 
might  render  almost  obsolete.  For  these* 
reasons,  showing  the  lack  of  any  real 
and  comprehensive  study  of  the  duties 
which  the  Navy  will  be  called  upon  to 
perform  in  time  of  war,  I  am  sorry  I 
have  such  a  lack  of  confidence  in  tho 
administration  of  the  Admiralty  that  I 
feel  constrained  to  vote  against  the 
Kesolution. 
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EXPIANATION   OF  THE  ABBREVIATIONS. 

Bills,  (lead  l^,  2«  3o,  or  i*.  2%  3%  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.—In  Speeches, 
IR.,  2R.,  3 R.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading.—^m^mf/.,  Amend* 
ment. — /?««.,  Resolution. — Comm.,  Committee. — Re-Comm,,  Re-Committal. — Rep.,  Report.— 
Contid.,  Consideration. — Adj.,  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — el.,  Clause.— cuM.  el..  Additional 
Clause. — n«^.,  Negatived. — m.  Q.,  Main  Question. — 0.  Q.,  Original  Question. — 0.  M.,  Original 
Motion. — P.  Q.,  Previous  Question.— b.  p..  Report  Progress. — A,,  Ajes. — N.,  Noes.^if.,  Ma- 
jority.— \9t.  Div.,2nd.  Div.,  First  or  Second  Division. — I.,  Lords. — e..  Commons. 
When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
When  in  the  Text  a  Speech  ip  marked  thus*,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech  has  been 

revised. 
The  subjects  of  debate  have  been,  as  far  as  possible,  classified  under  **  General  Headings : " — e.ff,, 

ArMT  —  NavT  —  IWDIA  —  IbsLAKD  —  SCOTLAMD  —  FABUAMBirT PoOR  LaW — PoSI   OFFICE 

MsTROPOLis  —  Chuboh   OF   Ekolakd  —  Educatiok  —  Cbimikal  Law  —  Law  and  Justicb 

AND   POUCI,  Ac. 


ABERCOEN,  Duke  of 
Parliament    Lords — Chairman    of   Com- 
mittees, Res.  1538 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of 

Africa  (Central)— Lake  Kjassa,  680 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Glamorgan,  Rhondda 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure   Act — 
Mr.  William  O'Brien — Disturbance  at  New- 
castle West  Railway  Station,  Co.  Limerick, 
1791 

AcLAND,  Mr.  A.    H.  D.,    York,   W.  R. 

Rotherham 
Education — New  Code,  855 
Poor  In  large  towns,  1464 
Supply— Motion  to  Report  Progress,  1903 

Addinqton,  Lord 

Income  Tax  on  Charities,  1546, 1553 
YOL.  CCCXXXIV.        [XHDID  BERIES.] 


Addison,  Mr.  Cumberland^  EskdaU 
Factory  Acts — Certifying  Surgeons,  1806 

Admiralty — First  Lord  (see  Hamilton, 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.) 

Admiralty — Civil  Lord  {bbb  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  {see  Forwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

Adyogatb,  The  Lord  {9$$  Bobertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa  (Central) 

Bombardment  of  Tungi  —  BriHih  Indian 
SukjecU,  Questions,  Mr.  Cochrane- Baillie ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affsirs,  Mar  36,  833. 
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Africa  (Central) — eont. 

Lake  Nyatsa,  Questions.  The  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen, The  Karl  of  Dundonald :  Answers, 
The  Marquis  of  Salisbury  Mat  26,  680,  681, 
682 

The  Zambesi,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  3far  28,  1024 

Africa  (East  Coast) 

British  Subjects  at  Saadani,  Questions,  Mr. 
A.  M*Arthur, Mr.J.  M.Maclean;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Mar  18, 14 

Zanzibar — Blockade  of  the  Islands  of  Pemba 
and  Zanzibar t  Question,  Sir  J.  Kennaway  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  18,  43 

Zanzibar — British  Agency,  Question,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  22,  518 

Trade  of  British  Indian  Subjects — Compensa^ 
Hon,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Mar  18, 13:  Questions,  Mr.*  James  Mac  Lean , 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  21,884, 
885 

Africa  (South  Coast) 

Cape  Colony— Captain  G'Neill  Segrave,  JS.IT, 
and  the  Cape  Mounted  Infantry,  Questions, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Sir  W.  Ilaroourt,  Mr.  Seiton  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Mar  10,  134,  135,  136 :  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Sir 
W.  Ilarcourt ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  21,  370,  371, 372  ;  Question,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Mar  21,  396,  397 

Gold  Fields— 'Rudd  Concession,  Questions,  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  April  5, 
1715 

Matabeleland — Lo  Benghla*s  Concessions,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;  Answers,  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  April  2,  1384  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  O'Morgan,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answern,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  Mar  26,  837,  838,  839  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Alexander  M^Arthur ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonics  Mar  22,511 

Swaziland,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander  M'Ar- 
ihur  ;  Answer,  Tiio  Undersecretary  for  the 
Colonics  April  8,  1802 

Zuhdand — Di/n'zulu,  Question,  Mr.  Walter 
M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
lor  the  Colonics  Mar  19,  131, 132 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Go/'i  Coast  rvliiical  Prisoners,  Question,  Mr. 
Alexander  M'Arthiir;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  April  8,  1803 
Importation  of  Arms  and  Ammunition,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Maruin  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  26,  845 
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Africa  (Wist  Coast)— co»l. 

Opobo  and  Agmni  Creek,  Qaaetion,  Mr.  Ho- 
worth  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  A&in  Mar  28,  1040 

Agn^icnltoral  Holdinsrs  (Scotland)  Act 
(1883)  Amendment  BiU  [Bill  58] 

0.  Read  20  *  Ifar  28,  1114 
Considered  in  Oommittae  ;  Reported  April  8, 
1004 

AiNSLTE,  Mr.  W.   G.,   Laneoihirs,  N., 
Lonsdale 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  404 
Trait  Funds  InTestment  Bill,  2R.,  1500 

Akebs-Douglas,    Mr.    A.    (Patronage 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury),  Ksntf 

St.  Augustine^s 
^migration  and  Immigration  (Foreigners),  811 

AloBha-^Fishery  Rights 

Question.  Sir  George  Baden-Powell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AiEurs 
Mar  28, 1020 

Aldermen  (Connty  Council)   Abolition 

BiU  [BiU  12S] 

2R.  Mar  26,  028 

Anstrtttheb,  Colonel  B.  H.  L.,  Suffaltk, 
lVoodhridg$ 
County    Counoillors — Election    of    Bankerii 

1568 

Arbitration  (No  2)  BiU  [h.l.]      [BiU  3i] 

;.  Presented  ;  read  1**  Mar  26, 818 ;  2R.  Mar  28 

Argentine  Republic,  Smigraiian  to 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Keefe,  Mr.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Lane ;  Answen,  the  Und« 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflhirs,  Mr.  Speaker 
Mar  26,  840,  841,  842 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lane^ 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflkin 
Mar  28,  1032  ;  Questions,  Mr.  John  O'Oon* 
nor,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answen,  The  Under 
Secretai  y  for  Foreign  AfiEairs,  April  2, 1808 ; 
Questions,  Major  Rasch,  Mr.  Bradlmagh; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Apnl  5,.  1711;  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUiy 
for  Foreign  Affairs  April  8,  1784 

Army 

Auxiliary  Forces 
Militia  —  Organization  and  Adminislraiigm 
Question,  Viscount  Wolmer ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  April  5,  1706;  PermM" 
nent  Staff,  Question,  Mr.  MacdoniJd 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  25,  730 

Barracks 

Dublin,  Royal  Barracks,  Questions,  Mr.  II an- 
bury, .  Mr.  liealy,  Mr.  Murphy ;  Answer^ 
The  Secretary  for  War  Mwr  21,  360,  378 

\pimt. 


ARM 


ARM 


{  8BS8ION     1889} 
334. 


ARM 


ASS 


Abut — eont. 

Contracts 
Contracts  in  Irelnnd,  Qaestions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Answers,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  18, 
56,fi7 
Findone  Boot  and  Shoe  Manufacturing  Cam' 
pany.  Question,   Mr.   Channing ;    Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  26,  851 
Messrs.  Ross,  Qoestion,  Mr.  James  Rowlands  ; 
Answer,  the  Seoretarj  for  War  Mar  28, 1042 
Tenders  for  the  Supply  of  Large  Ouns,  1888, 
Questions,   Captain    Selwjn,   Mr.   Howard 
Vincent ;   Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  25,  706.  707 

Courts  Martial  ^  Exclusion  of  the  Press, 
Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  W.  Redmond, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  J/ar  28,1030 

Defence  of  the  Coasts,  Questions,  Sir  Georfre 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  ^j9ri7  4,  1574 

Discipline  —  Private  Collins,  Question,  Lord 
Thring  ;  ObserTations,  Lord  de  Ros,  Lord 
Herschell,  Lord  Denman,  Lord  Ellen- 
borough,  The  Marquess  of  Ripon  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  War  Mar  26,  827, 
828,  830 

Education  —  Militia  Competition  Examination 
— Date  of  Result — Question,  Mr.  Conway  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  29, 
1150 

Egypt — Decorations  for  the  Egyptian  Campaign 
0/1885— Question,  The  Earl  of  Strafford  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  26,  826,  827  ;  Suakin— Guerilla  War- 
fare — Interception  of  Supplies,  Question, 
Sir  Geo.  Campbell;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  April  8,  1796 

{garrison  Artillery  —  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
Ilanbary- Tracy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
forWaryijm7  6,  1718 

{Generals*  List  —  Question,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  18,  50 

Medical  Officers — Committee  of  Inquiry,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Murphy ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  21,  385,  386; 
Question,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Mar  21,  400  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  22,  535  ;  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
Mar  26.  843,  844,  845 

Officers — Lieutenant  Oeoghegan  and  Troops  at 
Clonmel  Church,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  ^/?ri78,  1787 

Ordnance  Department 
Defective  Weapons — Defective  Swords,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.    Uanbury,  Dr.   Tanner  ;   Answer, 
The  SecreUry  for  War  ifar  19,  130,   131  ; 
Question,    Mr.     Hanbury  ;     Answer,    The 
Secretary  for  War  Mar  22,  502,  503 
Disused  Carbines  for  School  Drills,  Question, 
Mr.  Caleb  Wright  ;  Answer,   The  Secretary 
for  War  Mar  19,  128 
Guns — Breech    Loading    Guns,    Address    for 
Return  (Mr.  Duff)  Apni  5,  1720 
Breech     Loading     Guns,     Returns    (I^rd 

Charles  Beresford)  April  8,  1782 
Guns  —  Longhridge    Gun,    Question,    Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour  ;  Answer,  The   Financial 
Secretory  to  the  War  OfBce  Mar  19, 140 
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Army — Ordnance  Department — cont 

Manufacturing  Departments  —  Small  Arms 
Factory —  Workmen  and  the  Enfield  Election, 
Question,  Mr.  Montogue ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  for  War  Jfar  28,  1008 
Weedon,  Destruction  of  Stores,  at  Question, 
Mr.  Uanbury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  ifar  21,  369 
Woolwich  Arsenal  Workmen^ Appointment  of 
Select  Committee  Mar  20 

Ordnance  Store  Department  —  Resignation  of 
Inspector  of  Clothing,  Question,  Mr.  Uan- 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Secretory  for  War  Mar 
22,510 

Pensions  and  Promotion  —  Lieutenant  General 
Tupper,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretory  for  War  Mar  22,  526,  527 

Regiments — Horse  Artillery,  Question,  General 
Eraser;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  28,1026 

Royal  Artillery  —  Major  General  Downes, 
Question,  Sir  Ilorace  DaTcy ;  Answers, 
The  Secretory  for  War  Mar  22,  510,  511 

Scotland  —  Burry  Links  Artillery  Range, 
Question,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  April  8.  1807 

Staff  Paymasters,  Question,  Sir  Edwin 
Watkin;  Answer,  The  Secretory  for  War 
Mar  21,  388 

Troops  in  Ireland  {Number  of).  Questions,  Mr. 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  18,  30 

Abmt  and  Nayy  (Administration) 
Commutation  of  Pensions,  Question,  Viscount 
Sidworth ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  War  Mar  28,  1000 
ydval  and  Military  Departments^  Royal 
Commission  on,  Question,  Admiral  Field ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  21,  406,  407  ;  Questioa,  The  Earl  of 
Carnanron,  The  Earl  of  Morley  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretory  for  War;  The 
Duke  of  Cambridge  Mar  28, 1139 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  [Bill  I6I] 

€.  Read  2«,  Mar  25,  807 

Committee  ;  Report,  Mar  28,  1096 

Read  3**  and  passed  April  1, 1346 
I.  Read  l*»  ApHl  2  [Bill  35] 

Read  2*»  April  4, 1546 

Committee  April  5,  1692  ;  Report  April  5, 
1696 

Read  3**  and  passed  April  8, 1778 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  E.  (Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Sheffield, 
Uccleshall 

NaTal  Defence  Committee,  1263 

Navy— Dockyards—Discharge  of  Workmen, 
1400 

AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  E, 

Parliament— Payment  of  Members,  1183 
Supply  (The  Special  Commission),  750 

Assizes  Belief  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Mar  21,  492     [Bill  167] 
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Atherley- Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  N.  W, 

Slave  Trade,  910 

Atkinson,  H.  J.,  Boston 
Navy— Defence  of  Porta,  846 
Post  Office— [louse  of  Gommona^Re-direo- 
tion  of  Lettera,  832 

Australia 

Foat  Office 
LetterB  to  SearMtif    Qaeation,  Mr.   Henniker 

Ileaton  ;  Answer,  the   Postmaster  General, 

Mar  28.  1020 
Official     Notices,     Question,     Mr.    Ilenniker 

Ileaton;  Answer,  Sir  U.Maxwell  April  2, 

1380 
Post  Cards,  Question,  Mr.  Ilenniker  Ileaton  ; 

Answer,  Sir  II.  Maxwell  Mar  18,  26 
Reduced  Uates  of  Postage,  Question,  Mr.  Ilen- 
niker  Heaton ;   Answer,   Sir    U.    Maxwell 

Mar  2tt,  835 

Australia  ( Western) 

Chiff  Justice  Onslow's  Absence,  Question, 
Mr.  Lane;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  Mar  28,  1031 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Channing ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  April  1,  1229  ;  Mr, 
Leake,  Question,  Mr.  Lane ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  29, 
1148 

Sir  F.  Napier  Proome,  Termination  of  Ap^ 
poiuiment.  Question,  Mr.  Channing ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
April  1,  1229 

Respotmble  Oovemment  for  Western  Australia, 
Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  21, 
387,J/tir27,  734 

Bahama  Islands,  The  Chief  Justicf  of.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  18,  57 

Baden- Powell,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale 

Alaska— Fishery  Rights,  1029 

Declaration'of  Paris,  15 

H.M.S.    '*  Calliope "     in    the     hurricane    at 

Samoa,  1384 
Supply — Tongaland  and  Swaziland,   98,   103, 

116 
Truet  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1502 
West  Indies— Jamaica   Government  Railways, 

515 

Baird,  Mr.  J.  G.  A.,  Olasgow,  Central 
Inland  Ke venue — Ilatkney  Carriages,  1146 

Balfour,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  dfanchester,  M, 

Ireland —  Questions 

Board  of  Public  Works — Barrow  Drain- 
age   Scheme,    136,    137 ;    Drainage 
Arterial),    1795;    Shannon   Drainage 
Bill,  514 
Lighthouses,  &e. — Electrical  Commaui- 

cation,  1577 
Pleuro- Pneumonia,  1006 
Public  Works  Commission,  527,  528 
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Baltoub,  Right  lion.  A.  J. — eonL 

Crime  and  Outrage — Malioioos  Drainage  i» 

a  ridge  of  Cabbages,  1327 
Moonlighting  at  Doora.  1331,  1239 
Threatening  Letters   bj  Daoiel  Morphy^ 

1013 
Criminal  Law  and  Prooedare  Aofe  (1887]— 
Booing  Mr.  Balfour,  Ao.,  25.  26, 533, 533 
Bojootting  Emergenoy  Men,  1723 
«  Carlow  Sentinel,"  516 
Collection    for    the     Pamellitet      Id* 

demnity  Defence  Fund,  1159,  1160 
Decrease  of  Crime,  1228 
Disturbance    at    Newcaetle    West,    Go. 

Limerick,  1792 
Father  Clarke,  1166 
Father    Farrelly.     1041.     1161.     1168, 

1234,  1235,    1236,  1237,   1569.  1570, 

1801 
Father  Kennedy,  1017 
Inquiry    into  Treatment   of    Priiooen, 

854,  855 
Members — Imprisonment    and     Treat* 

ment,  46,  47.  48.  413,  414.  524,  525, 

723,724.  1023,  1576.  1792;  Mr.  J.D. 

£lliot,    534;     Mr.    M*Hogh,     1246; 

Mr.    Moore  Stack,     531,    582;    Mr. 

Wilson,  137,  403,  404 
Estates— The  Plan  of  Campaign.  538,  1784 

Evictioni— Battering  Ram,  1798.  1799. 1800 
Clongorey,  1160,  1253, 1585.  1586, 1587» 

1792,  1793 
Co.  Sligo,  1571,  1572 
Educational    Commissioners — Toononlty 

EsUte,  1010 
Falcarragh,  28 
Kilmihill,  Co.  Clare,  1578 
Michael     DonoTan,     Ballydarane.     Go» 

Cork.  1242 
Lord  Massereen'i  Estate,  1003 

Irish     Land     Commission    (Offioers) — Chief 

Valuer,  134,  514  ;— -Difisional  Com* 

missioners,  1566 
Proceedings  of,  515,  1572,  1790 
Landlord  and  Tenant  —  Arrears  of  Reofr* 

Mr.  G.  A.  Moore,  1241 
Kenmare  Estate,  535,  536,  713,  714 
Olphert's  Estate,  1051 
Potato  Crop.  Failure  of.  1559, 1560 
Purchase  of  Land — Return,  1020 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police— >A88iies^»Trisl 

of  Constable  M'Ansanj  at  Derry.  lOlS 
Compensation  for  Injaries  to  PoUoe.  1006 
Criminal  Law— Father  M*Fadden,  402» 

1239,  1582,  1589 
Grand  Juries— Cork,  513,  fOl4 
Imprisonment  in  Default  of  Bail,  1567 
Phconix  Park  Murders  (Doonments)  51i 
Police  at  Fermey,  141,  142,  587 
Police  at  Public  Meetings,  1791 
Police  at  Tipperary,  540 
Quarter  Sessions.  Athlone.  131 
Wicklow  Assizes,  536,  537 
Looal  GoTcrnment  Board— Belfast  Rate  Col« 

lectors,  1789 
Lunatic  Asylums —Board    of  the  Sliga 

Asylum,  1237 
Magistracy — Appointment    of   Mr.    Franolt 

MacGillicuddy  Eager,  584,  585 
Resident     Magistrates— Captain  O'Noil 

SegraTe,  135,  136,  409,410,858,854 
Mr.  ilorne,  402,  408 
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BAR 


BE> 


Balfour,  Right  (Ion.  A.  J. — eont. 

National     Education —  Portrush     National 
School,  Munster,  729 
QueenU      College — Presidenoj,      1025, 

1596 
Teachers,    Payment    of— Result    Fees, 

4143 
Teaching    of    Agriculture  —  Results — 
Fees— Mr.  L.  Ryan.  1226 
Poor   Law — Boards    of    Guardians — Belfast 
Union  Stores,  1570 
Carrick-on-Suir  Union,  1244 
GaTan, 1589 
Dingle  Union,  127 
Magherafelt  Union,  506 
Poor  Law — Clerks  ot  Unions  and  Poor 

Rate  Collectors,  42,  43 
Poor  Rate,  31,  32 
Post    Office  — Detention    of    Telegram    and 

Letter,  11G5 
Prisons — Committee    on    Prison   Treatment, 
41 
Derry    Gaol — The  GoTernor,   Margaret 

Cull  and  Annie  Doherty,  1037 
Gweedore  Prisoners,  733 
Letter  of  Dr.  Barr  to  the  **  Times,*'  36, 
37 
floyal     Irish     Constabulary — Castledermott , 
641 
Gweedore,  31,508 
Ilaitkin's  House,  606,  507 
Traffic  in  Ether,  72y,730 
Land  l^w  (Ireland)   Act  (1887)   Amendment 

(Leaseholders)   Bill,  2R.  1677 
Members  of  Tarliament  (Charges  snd  Allega- 
tions) —   The    Special    Commission  — 
Collecting    Evidence,    43.  44,    46,   705, 
1016 
Crown  Prosecutions  in  i879,  410,  411 
Evidence  of  Prisoners,  630,  531 
Members    of    Royal     Irish     Constabulary 
and  other  Employes  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment  in    London,  411,   412,  710.  1015, 
1567 
Sergesnt  Mullen's  Letter,  706,  1016 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill.  1698 
Supply— Civil  Services  (Excesses),  235,  236, 
242 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Department, 
294,  297,  422,  423,  424,  425.  428.  432, 
434,441,  442,  478,  480,  481,  482,  483, 
772 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  {Leeds) 

Army     Ordnance     .Department  —  Longridge 
Guns,  140 

Balfour,    Right    Hon.    J.   B.,    Clack- 
mannan,  ^e. 
Local     Government  (Scotland)    Bills,     1861, 

1863 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1496 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Scotland — FiMheries    Board  —  Mussel     Com- 
mission, 732 
Supply^Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1067 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington ^  N, 

National  Debt  Redemption  Bill,  1665 
Parliament— Business  ot  the  llouse,  1699 


Babtlit,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.— cone. 

Poor  in  large  Towns,  1446,  16S0 

Post-cards,  1702 

Post  Office— Trade  Charges,  365 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act— Rates,  1785 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays  Bill, 

2R.,981 
Supply — Emigration  of  Crofters,  223 

Barttlelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex^ 
N,W. 
Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  1039 
Slave  Trade,  902 
Supply— Tongaland  and  Swaziland,  101 


Baumann,     Mr.     A.    A., 
Feekham 
Supply — Bechuanaland,  106 


Camherwelh 


Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.   E.   Hicks 

(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 

Bristol,  W. 
Captam  Segrave,  R.M.,370,  371 
Fisheries— Do vey  Fishery,  39,  40 

Importation   of  Swedish   and    Norwegian 
Herrings,  1556 
Lighthouses — Orkney  and  Shetland,  1020 
Marine  Insurance,  723 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  2R.  1666 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill,  696 
Railways — Level  Crossing  at  Abertillery,  1018 

Katrs,  35,  36,  40,  41,  367,  368,  404,  1002, 
1026,  1040,  1680,  1786 
Receiver    in      Bankiuptcy    and    Registration 

Agents — Mr.  Mowie,  1166 
Removal  of  Wrecks  Act  (i8&7)  Amendment 

Bill,  2K.  944 
Signalling  at   Sea — The  Collision  off  Ostend 

13^5     - 
Sugar  Bounties,  1154 
Weights  and  Measures  Bill,  2 R.  1110,  1113 

Beauchamp,  Earl 

Education  Codes,  1691 

Licensing  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Biil,  HI.  6 , 

2R.  814,  826 
Parliament — Sunding  Orders,  495 

Beckett,    Mr.    E.    W.,     York,    N.R, 

Whithy 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.,  1503 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson's  Bay  Railway  Companies 
1555  * 

Belhore,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Amendment  of  Standing  Orders, 
495 

Bentinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  Whit$' 
haven 
Sale  of  Intoiicating  Liquors  on  Sundays   Bill, 

951,960,969 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,   1411,  1412, 
1422,  1437,  1892 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1081 
WMtminster  Hall,  699 
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Bentinck,   Mr.  W.  Gt.  C,  Penryn  and 
Falmouth 
Supply— II OQsei  of  ParliameDt,  1426 

Beresford,    Lord    C.   "W.   de   la   P., 
Mar^lehonSf  £, 
Naral  and  Military  Administration—  Appoint- 
ment of  Captain  Hall,  728 
Naval  Defence,  801,   806,   1266,   1259,    1261, 

1263,  1265,  1281,  1306,  1338 
Navy  Estimates,  725 

Expenditure,  1888-9,  523 
U.M.S."  Sultan,"  716 

Bethell, Commander,  G.  K.,  York,  E,R,, 

Holderness 
Bribery  (Public  Bodies  Prevention)  Bill,    2R. 

809 
Naval  Defence  Committee,  1300,   1302,  1306, 

1307 

BiaoAR,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W, 

Dispeiioary     Houses     (Ireland)    Act    (1879 ) 

Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1115,  1116 
Ireland — l^nd      Commission— Co.     Cavan  — 
Originating  Notices,  1790 
Fenit  Fier,  1232 

BiRKBECK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E, 

Railways— Rates,  366 

Removal  oi  Wrecks   Act  (1877)    Amendment 
Bill,  2R.  933 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armaghy  S. 

Law,  Justice  and  Police — '*  Uome  Kule"  song 

at  the  Trocadero,  506 
Ireland — Police      Raid    on     John    Ilarkin's 

House,  306 
Supply — Civil   Service  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 772 
Marlborough  (louse,    879 
Surveys,  1898 

Board     of    Trade  —  President     {see 
Beacu,    Eight    Hon.    Sir    M.    E. 

Hicks) 

Board    of  Trade — Signalling    at    Sea — 
The  Collision  off  Ostend, 
Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The   Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  2,  1395 

Brabourne,  Lord 

Licensing  Act  (1872)  Amendment   Bill,   2R, 
819 

Bradlaxjgh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Africa  (South)— Gold-fields,  Rndd  Concession, 
1716 
Lo  Bengula,  808,  839,  1386 
Zanzibar — Compensation  of    British  Sub- 
jects, 13,  14,  385 
Argentine  Republic— Emigration  to,  842, 1032 

1399,  1712,  1784 
Greenwich  Park — The  Ranger's  Lodge,  1007 
Uorse-flcsh  (Sale  ior  Food)  Bill  —Committee, 
1671 

[eont. 


Bbadlauoh,  Mr.  C. — eonL 

Immigration    of    Foreignerv^Seleot    Goa* 

mission,  726 
Indift— Covenanted  Oifil  Serriee,  5079  70S 
Gwalior,  703,  1784 
-  National  Congrew  at  AIlahalMul,  51 
Ireland— ETietiona^ Battering  Ram,  1706 
Law,  Jastice,  and  Poliee-— D^ainiog  a  Tmii* 
oheon,  S68 
Employers'  and  Workment'  Aefc  (1875)— 
Wakefield,  1241 
Parliament — Businesa  of  the  Hoote,  56, 144» 
176 
Members  of  (Charges  and  Allegationsy— 
The  Special  Commisaioo — Mr.  Ander- 
son, 521 
Perpetual  Pensions,  726,  720,  1509 
Scotland — Edinburgh  Sheriff  Samniary  Conzi 

—Flogging  Boys,  1557,  1558 
Supply — Ciril  Services  and  Reveoue  Depart- 
menu.  260,  261,   270,  371,   306,  438, 
441,  442,  478 
Houses  of  Parliament,  14S1,  1882 
Royal  Palaces,  862,  867 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleaaare  Gardena,  1082, 

1087,  1090,  1091,  1093 
Special  Commissions,  767,  768 
Tongoland  and   Swasiland,   07,    100,  115» 
119 
Truck  Act,  1395 

Bbamwell,  Lord 

Arbitration  (No.  2)  Bill,  2  R.  907 
Larceny    Act    (1861)    Amendment    (Use   of 
Firearms)  Bill,  1772 

Bribery  (Fablic  Bodies)  Preventioii  BilL 

(Bill  158)  2R  Mar  25,  809 

Bbidgeman,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  0.,  BoUon^ 

Cyprus,  Turkish  Tribute,  376 

Bright,  Eight  Hon.  J. 

Death  ot— Observations,   The  First  Lord  of 
of   the  Treasury  Mr.  J.  Morlej  Mar  97». 
931  ;    The   Marquess  of   Salisbory,   Earl 
GranTille,  Mar  28,  993  ;  The  First  Urd 
of  the   Treasury,   Mr.   W.  £.  GladatOM». 
The  Marquess  ot  Ilartington,  Mr.  Jastia 
McCarthy,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  Mar   2^ 
1146 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manehest&Tj  8.  TT. 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill,  689 


BROArnuRST,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^ 

Factory  and  Workshop  Aot,  1143 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uoote,  728 
Poor  in  Large  Towns,  1489,  1441, 1446,  1448' 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Einanoiat 
Secretary,  War  Department),  5ifr» 
rey,  Guildford 

Army — Contracts,  851, 
Longbridge  Gun,  140 
Medical  Officers,  844,  845 
NaTy — Contracts,  49 
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Brownlow,  Earl  (Paymaster  General) 

Licensing  Act   (1872)   Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

823 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Sohooli  Legiila- 

tion,  1142 

Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire ^  Northwieh 
Bribery  (Public   Bodies   Prevention)  Bill,  2R. 

810 
Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill — Committee, 

1672 
Immigration  of  Foreigners — Select  Committee, 

726 
Parliament — Commons -» Request  for  the  Re- 
petition of  an  Inaudible  Answer,  1165 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 264,  267 
Marlborough  House,  875,  876 

Bryoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen f  8, 

Law   and    Pol iee~  Foreign    Journalists,    407, 

408, 409 
Turkey,  Armenian  Christians  in,  849,  851 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,  W. 

Africa -The  Zambesi,  1024 

Zanxibar^  British  Agency,  518 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1720 
Post  Office— Postcard  SUmps,  1786 
Royal  Marine  Artillery,  1024 
Scotland— Education — Cookery  Grants,   1346 

BUCKINOHAM  AND  ChANDOB,  Duko  of 
Death   of — Observations,    The    Marquess    of 
Salisbury,  Carl  Granville  iiar  28,  993 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

I'arliament — Business  of  the  House — Arrange- 
ments of  Public  Business,  151,  152 

Bury,  Viscount 

Army  Annual  Bill,  1694 

Buxton,    Mr.   S.   C,     Tower    Bdmlets, 
Foplar 

Naval  Defence,  1340 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  542,  733 

Slare  Trade,  886,  925,  926 

Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1891 

Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1066 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1074 

Byrne,  Mr.  Q.  M.,  Wicklow,  W. 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — The  Chief 

Valuer,  514 
Fair  Rents— Rashdram  Union,  514 

Cadoqan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

House  of   Lords  (Discontinuance    ot  Writs), 
2  R.  364; 

Cains,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Borrow-in- Furneu 
India  —  Bombay  —  Eicise    Duty  —  Messrs. 
Meakin  A  Co.,  878,379,  380 
Distribution  of  honours,  51,  52 
Licensing  Law,  45 
Railway  s~  Rates,  1040 


Oaldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Olaegow,  St,  Rollox 

Educational     Endowments     (Scotland),    Act 
1882, — Morgan  Hospital,  Dundee,  1906. 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bills,  1868 
Post  Office—Clerks,  1008,1711 
Scotland — Emigration  of  Crofters,  230 

Law  and  Justice — Caithness  Sheriff  Court, 
29,  30,714,  1021,  1152 

Probate  Duties,  533 
Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill,  2  R.  1676 
Supply — The  Skye  Disturbances,  53 

Cambridge,  Duke  of 

Naral  and  Military  Departments — Royal  Com- 
mission on, 1138 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow ,  College 

Egyptian  Accounts  Adjustment,  231 
India — Crawford  Commission,  128,  129 

Magistrates,  1717 
Ireland — Police  Passes,  392 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill.  1861,  1875 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1527,  1531 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  153,  159 
Public  Houses — Hours  of  Closing  (Scotland) 

Bill,  2  R.  1678 
Samoa,  37,  38,  39 

Scotland — School  Accommodation,  392 
Sheriff  Depute  of  Caithness,  29.  30 
Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  1676 
Supply^ Emigration  of  Crofters,  2 17, 218, 219, 

223,  229 
Skye  Disturbances,  69,  70,  72,  125,  182 
Tangiers,  141 
Vaccination  Acts,  1756 

Cameron,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wick,  Sfo. 

Customs^-Seven  Hours*  Scheme,  730,  731 

Militia— Permanent  Staff,  730 

Inland  Revenue^ Receiver  General,  1382 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew y  W. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  1842 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkealdg,  Sfc. 

Australia— > Responsible  Government,  387,  734 
Civil    Service — Pension    and  Superannuation 

Rules,  1557,  1558 
Consolidated   Fund  (No.   2)   Bill,  932,  983, 

1047 
Defence  of  the  Coasts,  1575 
Egypt  —  Suakin  —  Miliury      Operationi  — - 

Guerilla  Warfare,  1796,  1797 
Loeal    Government   (Scotland)    Bills,    1872, 

1876 
Marriage  with  a  Diseased  Wife's  Sister  (Soot- 

Und)  Bill,  2R.  1529 
Monopolies,  1043 
Naval  Volunteers,  1044 
Overhead  Wires,  1797 
Poet  Office— Continental  Cables,  1089 
Sopply— Bechuanaland,  104,  121 

Civil  Servioeeand  Revenue  Departments, 

259 
Egyptian  Aooounts  Adjustment,  281,  324^ 

825 
Emigrmii«a  of  Crofiers,  Ac.,  S14,  S17 
Hootee  of  Parlument,  1410, 1425,  1884 
Civil  Serviee  Estimatet,  857 
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Campbbll,  Sir  G. — eont, 

Marlborough  House,  869,  874,  876,878 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1047.  1070 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1094 
Superannuation   and   Retired  Allowances, 

308,211 
Tongaland  and  Swaziland— 84,  94,  96,  96, 

99 
Trusts  Funds  InTestment  Bill  2R.  1503 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 
Educational  Endowments  (Seolland)  Act,  1882 
(Morgan  Hospital,  Dundee),  11U6 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Eight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling^  ^c. 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Rills  Res.  1839 
NaTal  Defence,  Gomm.  1266.1274,  1279,  1329 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1720 
Scotch  Universitj  Bill,  1164 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 
Office  of  High  Sheriff,  1777 

Canada 

Postal  and  TcUgraph  Communications  Be^ 
ticeen  Bermuda  and  Halifax^  Question,  Sir 
Edward  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The  Tost  Master 
General  Mar  21,  388,389 

Winnipeg  and  Hudson's  Bay  Railway  Com- 
panies, Question,  Mr.  Ernest  Beckett  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  April  4, 1655 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Indecent  AdTertiscments  Bill,  211.  1765 

Carnarvon.  Earl  of 

Larceny  Act  (1801)  Amendment  (Use  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill.  2K.  1363,  1364 

KaTal  and  Military  Departments,  Royal  Com- 
niiHSion  on,  1 1 25,  1 1 38 

IlouBO  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs), 
2R.  333,  363 

Carriers  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  April  6,  1720    [Bill  178] 
Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southwark,  W, 

Parliament — Trinting  of  Returns,  1593 
Political  Meetings  in  Theatres,  1588 
Supply — Civil    Serrices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 267 

Houses  of  I'arlinment,  1413.  1414,  1419 

I'ost  Omce  Telegraphs,  1069 

Ceylon —  The  Governor —  Memorial  as  to 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  lor  the  Colonies  April  2, 
1389 

Chamberlain,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham^ JV, 
Death  of  Mr.  John  Bright,  1176 


Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny^  S. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Aet^Plean> 

Pneumonia,  537 
Ireland— Criminal  I^w  and  Procedore  Aet- 
Mr.  J.  D.Elliot.  534 
Law,  Justice,  and   Poliee — PboBoix  tjut 

Murders — Docomenta — 517 
Police  Raid  on  JoLo    Uarkio's  Iloaifr* 
506 
Supply — Civil  Servioe  and    ReveDua  Depart- 
ment, 597 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  Qeee  Halseurt, 
Lord) 

Chancellor    of    the    Exchequxb   {m 
GoscHEN,  Kight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Chakning,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Narihamptm^  .  • 

Army — Contracts,  851 

Australia  (Western)  —  Chief  Jostiee  Onslow, 
1229 
Sir  P.  Napier  Broome,  1229 
Board  of  Trade— Signalling  at  Sea — The  Co.- 

lision  offOstend.  1395 
Ecclesiastical  CommissioDers — Boundary  Oot« 

lines  of  Metropoliun  Estates,  1578 
Ireland— Registration  of  Tithes  Bill,  1027 
Ijiw,  Justice,  and  Police — *<  Frog's   Maieh,* 

991 
Vaccination  Acts,  1750 

Chaplin,  Eight  Hon.  H.,  Lincohuhirei 

Sleaford 
Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)      Aot^-Foot 

and  Mouth  Disease.  931,  1038,  1583,  1705 
Supply— Civil  Service  and    Kevenoe   Depart* 

went,  615,  616,  618 

Charities.  &c-,  Exemption  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*>  *  Mar  19      [Bill  104]. 

Ch arity  Com m  issi oners 
Colwich  Charities t  Questions,  Sir  John  Swin« 
burn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  91, 
405, 406 

Ohildebs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  £.,  Sdin- 
burgh,  s. 

Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bills,    1858, 

1877 
Naval  Defence,  125^),  1345;  211.  1602,   1689, 

1610,  1618,  1019,  1620 
rarliament — Business  ol  the  House,  188, 1151 . 

1252,  1598 

Chili 

Chilian  Nitrate  Loan,  Quention,  Mr.  Woottoo 
Isaacson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarjfbr 
Foreign  Aflf-iirs  Mar  25.  731,  782 

leruvian  Bondholders,  Questions,  Mr.  Norrii, 
Mr.  Isaacson  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seora* 
tarj  lor   Foreign  Affairs  Jfar  18,  S3, 84 

Churchill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  H.  8.| 
Paddington,  8. 
Bribery  (Public  Bodies)  PreventioD    Bill,  9a. 
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CHaRCHiLL,  Right  ITon.  Lord  R.  U.  S.^eont, 

Naval  Defence— Coramittee,  1261,  126&,  1283 

1285,  1335 
Navy— Expenditure  in  1888.89,  521,  523 
Royal  Marines,  524 

Church  of  England 

Weslmintter  Abbty — Hurialt^  Quf'stion,  Mr. 
Summer! ;  Answer,  The  Firwt  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  April  4,  1592 :  Questions.  Mr. 
Summers,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  :  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment April  8, 1809 

Civil  Servici 

EstimaUtf     Question,      Mr.     Byron      Reed  ; 

Answer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  i4prt7 

8,1811 
/'^n^toiif,^^., Quest  ion,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer, 

Th'-  Chancellor  ot    the   Kxchtquer  Mar  29 ^ 

1156;    Question,     Sir    George    Campbell; 

Answer,    The    Secretary   to    the    Treasury 

April  4,  1557  ;  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ; 

Answer,    The   Secretary    to   the    Treasury 

Aprils,  1797 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N, 

Contagious  DtHeases  (Anim  ils)  Acts.  538 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act^ 
Conlon,  Mr.  J.  P..  1591 
Farrellj,  Father,  1235,  1236 
Treatment  of  Prisoners.  855 
Emergency     men     and     Boycotting,     Co. 

KiMare.  17^*3 
Evictions— battering    Kam,     1704,     1706, 
leOO;  Clongory,  1584.  1687,  1792;  Co. 
Sligo.  l.->71.  1572;  Olpheri,  1704.  1706 
Special  ConiuiisMon — Collecting  F.viilence.  44 
Supply — Civil   Services  and  Revenue   D.*part- 
Dients,  286 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland),  Bill,  2  K.  1107 
Scotland — Croiteis — Application    for   loan    to 

Fifcheiy  Bonid.  I02»» 
Supply—  Kmigrat'on  of  Crofters,  d^) .  216 

Kovnl  FarkN  and    IMeawute  Gard*  ns,  1084, 

1088 
Skye   Pintuibances,  82,  83,  93,   07,    103, 
10{»,  121 

CIlarke,  Sir  E.  G.    (Solicitor  General) 
Plymouth 
Supply — Civil    Service  and    Revenue  Depart- 
n.ent,  «44,  «4«,  617,  618.  619,  651 
Special  Comuiiitsiun.  755,  Tott 

Coal  3/ines  Rfgulaiion  Act 

Certijicatcs,     Question,     Captain      Ilealhcofe  ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  21.334, 

395 
Descent    and  Aiceiit  of    IVorkinen,  Quention, 

Mr.  William  Crawford  ;  Anjiwi-r,  1  he  Home 

Secretary  Mar  18,  13 
Pendtcell    Colliery,   Qu«*8tion,   Mr.    Frnwiek  ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Sfcretary  Mar  25,  717, 

718 
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Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act. — cont. 

Strafford    Main     Colliries,      Question,     Mr. 

Pickard  ;     Answer,    The    Home    Secretary 

April  8,  1804 
Weighing,  Question,  Mr.  Pickard  ;    Answer, 

The   Home   Secretary  Mar  21,  389,  390; 

Question,  Mr.    John   Ellis ;     Answer,   The 

Home  Secretary  April  5, 1712 
Yorkshire,  breaches  of  the  Act,  Question,  Mr. 

Pickard  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 

21,  889  ;  ^iE)rt7  8,  1805 

» 

CoaUt   Cindergy  and  Patent  Fuel 
Accounts  Ordered  {Sir  Henry  Hutsey  Vivian) 
Mar  22,  502 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby 
Board  School  at  Snitter6eld,  1787 
New  \¥rit  for  Central  Birminghara,   1597 
Special   Commission  ^O'Donnell    v,    Walter, 
836 

Cochrane-Baillie,  Hon.  C.  W.  A.  N., 

St.  Pancrai,  N, 

Africa  (Central)— Bombardment  of  Tungi, 
833 

LagoB' Licensing  Laws,  126 

Local  Government  Board — Dairies  and  Cow- 
sheds, 124 

Metropolitan  Omnibus  Services,  1158 

Supply— Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1050,  1064 

Colomb,  Sir  J.   C.  R.,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  Sfc. 

H.M.S.  "  Sulian,»*  715,  716 

Colonies  —  Secretary    of    State     {see 
Kn'jtsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  {*e0 
DB  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 
Colonial      Conference,      Observations,      Lord 

Strathedfn  ;    Keply,    Lord   Knutsfbrd,  Mar 

25,  657,  «73,  679 
Colonial  Constitutions,  Question,  Mr.  Franoil 

Stevenson  ;   Answer,  The   Under  Secretary 

for  the  Colonics  April  8,  1807. 
Licensing    Laws    in     L>igot,    Question,    Mr. 

Cochr»n€>Bailie ;       Answer,      The     lender 

Secretary  tor  the  Colonics  Mar  iV,  126 

Commissioner  for  Oaths  Bill     [Bill  No.  6] 

I.   Read  2*  Mar  25, 680 

Motion  lor  Couiinittee  of  whole  House  agreed 
to  Aprils,  1778 

Companies  Relief  Bill  [Bill  No.  26] 

I.   Presented  ;  read  1*»  Mar  1^,  6 
Rpfcd  2*  Mar  26,  8*6 

CoMPTON,  Earl 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  ou  Sundays  Biil. 

2R.  968,  969 
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Agenla— Mr.  Uovla.  ItM 
RffM-matorj  Scbooia,  IIM 
Mercbant  Sbippinc  (Toaoa|a)  Bill,  SB.  IW 
Slining  Ko;alu*a— Koyal  Coamiaaioa,  IISI 
National  Debt    Redamptiox  BiU   OottBiUM 
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Natt  Dockjaida.  317,  8W,    1103.  1»1,  IWi 

IA3T,  l5Sd 
Parliamtnt — Banneaa  of  tka  lIoaB^,  Stt 
Poor  Law— KrlwTiac  OSoer,  OKobaM,  HI 
Poat  Office— Petition  by   London  nnd  SnbB- 
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Counlif    and    Borough   Lunatic    At^lumi 
{England  and    WaUi) 
Return  Ordsred  Aprili,  1601 

County  Courti  Afp»al  (Ireland)  Bill 
Ordor  for  Commiiua   Rnd — ObJMEion  Uken 
to  further  Pr««wding>  April  8,  1903 


OouTiTNZT,    Mr.    L.    H.    (Oh( 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Ueans, 
and  Deputy  Speaker),  ComwM, 
Bodmin 

Atihj  Aniiunl  Bill,  Conim.    1097,  tOeS 
Coaaolidatcd  Kund  (No.  3J  Uill,  CIkum  I.,  933, 

933 
DruDBge  and  Improiemant  of  L>Dd>(Ir*lind) 

ProiiaioiMl  Order  Bill,  3R.  831 
llarbour  Doiird  ilill,  607 
UoneQeih  (Ij.ile  Tor  Food)  Bill,  Comm.  1671 
Mtruf  Uocki  und  Htrbour  Board  Bill,  691 
Na»1  Defenop,  Comm.  I3SB,  1J34,  1311 
KemoTkl  or  Wrecks  Act  (I8dT)   Ameodment 

Bill,  1803 
Supplj — Ciiil  SerTicci  mnd  ReTCbas    Depart. 
inenti,3ee,  :;eu,  361,  269,  3T1.396,  397, 
321,133,   133,  tlB,   148,   167,180.181, 
187,  965,  667,  S6B,  6U3,  SOI.   616,  617, 
638,  63i) 
Ciri]  Ser'icea(EiceMe>},310,  246 
Uoutei  of  PsrliamcDt,   1136,   1136,    1880, 

Marlborough  UoDie.  879 

PoBt  Dfflca  Talegnphi,  1019,  1000, 1073 

RotbI  HaUoei,  87U 

Rojal   farka  acu  Plouura  Gardeni,  1083. 


CowpKR,  Earl 

Boute  or  Lorda  (DlaooDlinukiMe  orWrita),  31t. 

913 
Urnny  Aal(l881)  AmelidiiieDt(UM  of  Fire - 

arma)  Bill.SR.  1361 
Nkial  Volantcen,  600 

Cox,  Hr.  J.  S.,  Clart,  £. 

IraLud— Crimioal  La*  and  Protadun  Act— 

Treatment  of  Mr.  0-Briep,  326 
Eiioted  Tauanta  in  KelimhIII,   Co.  Clara, 

1378 
FMberiM— Eel   Fiahariaa,  Caatia  CoohU, 

687 
SIniM  Oataa,  Killaloa.  697 
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Onliaf*  apoD   Mr.  aod    Miaa   Oaagb  ftt 

OoiD,  10,  17,  873 
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Laroenj  Act  (1861)  Amandmaot  (U*a  of  Pira< 

arma)  Bill,  176B 
National  Portrait  Oallsr^,  1133 

Crawford,  Earl  of 

Compaoiaa  Reliaf  Bill,  3  R.  835 
Ucaoaing  Act  (1873)  Amendment  Bill,  3  R. 
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Oratfoed,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  If.E. 

Arm;  Annual  Bill— Committee,  1106 

Coal   Minea  Regulation  Aut    (1887)-Deaiienl 

and  Aicent  of  Workmen,  IS 
Jodioial  Faotora(Siio(UndJ  Bill.  2  R.  1107 
Local  Gorernment  (Scotland)  Bill*,  ISfil 
Parliament— Buaineai  of  Uouae,  1601 
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g»riton 
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773.  778,  78* 

1358,  IrtO,  1280,  1308 
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aiot  I'arli.ment,  1126.  1433 

Rojal  Pal, 
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RoT>l  Parka  and  Pleaaure  Gardena 

1084, 

Crossley,  Sir  S.,  Suffolk,  Lowestoft 
Remoral  ol  Wceoki   Aot  (1877)  Amendment 
Bill,  2K.  013 

CrDBlty  to  Cliildreii  Prerention  Bill 
«.  Read  30  April  4,  1679  [Bill  87) 

CuBirr,  Bight  Hon.  G.,  Surrey,  Epnnm 
Sapplf— Rojnl  Farki  and   Fleaaare  Gardena' 


Cuslom*  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  ISSit — 
Utttkney   Carriage* 


Cuttomt 
Mirchaadiu  Markt  Act,  Queition,  Mr.  O.  V. 

Morgan  ;   Anavsr.    The    Saoretarj    to    th* 

Treaaory  Mar  26,  731 
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duBzON,  Viscount,  Bucks,  Wyeomhe 
Nat7  Bill,  1811 

•OuKZON,  Hon.  G.  N.,  Lancashire,  South- 
port 
Parliament — Pajment  of  Members,  1189 

Cyprus-  Turkish  Tribute 
Question,  Colonel   BriHgeman  ;  Answer,  The 
Ghanoellor  of  the  £zoheqaer  Mar  21,  376, 
877 

Darliko,  Mr.  C.  I.,  Deptford 

Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)    Acts — Foot 

and  Mouth  Disease,  1583,  1809 
Supply — Marlborough  House,  876 

Dalrymple,  Sir  C,  Ipswich 

Marriage  with  a  Deceaved  Wife's  Sister  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1524,  1526 

Davey,  Sir  Horace,  Stockton 

Armj  —  Rojal     Artillerj  —  Major- General 

Downes,  510 
Ireland  — Criminal  I^w  and   Procedure  Act — 

Mr.  Suck,  710,  711 
Mercbsnt  Shipping  (Tonnnge)  Bill  2R.,  1668 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill  2R.,  1504,  1508 

DE  CoBAiN,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 

Ireland— I 'oor  Rate,  31,  32 

i'arliainent— Business  of  the  House,  404,  405 

DE  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Railways — Servants'  Orertime,  1546 

DE   Lisle,    Mr.    E.    J.    L.,    Leicester' 
shire,  Mid, 
Slave  Trade,  926 

Supply — Civil   Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 263,  «02,  603,  604 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1414,  1425 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1067 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1082 
Westminster  llall,  1151 

Denman,  Lord 

Army — Discipline— Private  Collins,  828 
Duration  of  .Speeches  in  Parlisment,  2  R.  3 
I'arliament— Standing  Orders,  813 

Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  1771) 
Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  2  K.  4 

Debby,  Earl  of 

Discontinuance  of  Writs,  2  R.  351 

DE  Hos,  Lord 

Army — Discipline^ Prirate  Collins,  827 

DE  Rothschild,  Baron 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays  Bill, 

2  R.  985 
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Lo  Benguela,  517,    837,  838,  839,  1385, 

1386 
Swaziland,  1803 
Zululand— Dinizulu,  131,  132 
Africa  (West   Coast)  Gold    Coast^Politioal 

Prisoners,  1803 
Australia  (Western) —Chief  Justice  Onslow's 
Absence  1031,— Mr.  l^ake,  1149,  1229 
Land — Colonists,  734 
Responsible  Government,  387 
Sir  F.  Napier  Broome,  1229 
Ceylon — Memorial  as  to  the  Governor,  1390 
Colonies— Colonial  Constitutions,  1807 
Ireland— Resident  Magistrates — Captain  Sea* 

grave,  135,  136,371,397 
Lagos,  Licensing  liHws  in,  126 
Malta— Saluting  the  Bishop,  1783 
Sugar  Bounties   ConTention,  706,1154,12519 

1252 
Supply — Pondoland  and  Swasilnnd,  96,  97,  119 
Wesi  Indies — Bounty  System,  365 
Demerara.  1580 

Jamaica  Government  Railways,  516 
Winnipeg  and   Hudson's   Bay    Railway   Com- 
panies, 1555 

DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea  Town 
Parliament— New.  Writ  for  Central    Birming- 
ham-Notice of  Motion,  1597 
Supply— Royal  Parks  and   Pleasure  Gardeni, 

1091 
Wales— Tithe  Agitation— Penbryn,!  157 

Dispensary  Honses  (Ireland)  Act  (1870) 
Amendment  Bill 

c  Order  for  2»  Msr  28,  1114  [Bill  120] 

Dixon- Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Ux  bridge 
Customs — Abolition  of  Excise  Collectors'  Offi- 
cers, 46 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

e.  Read  3o  and  passed.  Mar  26,  831 
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/.  Read  1*»  JTar  33 

Read  2^*  April  5,  1681 

Committee  *  ;  Reported  April  8,  1778 


Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 

Naval  Defence— Committee,  1281,  1329 
Navy— Expenditure  in  the  year  1888-89,  522 
ParliMment — Business  of  the  House,  543 
Scotland— Fiar's  Prices,  365,366 
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Duration    of  SpeecheB  in  Parliament 
Bill 

}.  2R.  Mar  19,3  (No.  31) 

Dyke,   Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  ^ent.  Dart- 
ford 
Edaoation  Department  (England  and  Wales) — 
Board  Schools — Robertstown,  374 
Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  507 
Ilaughley  Vestrj  Meeting,  1788 
Ireland  Science  and  Art  Museam,  1030 
Medically  Trained  School  Inspectors,  505 
New  Code,  732,  855,  1012,  1715;  Section 

15— Botany,  1576 
Schools — Snitterfield      Examination— The 

Creed,  1787 
Supply — Public  Bdocation  in  England  and 

Wales,  159 
Vestry    Meeting  at   School-room  at  Eye, 

Suffolk,  1561 
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Metropolitan  Estates,  Boundary  Outlines,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands, 
Mr.  J.  Stuart  ;  Answers,  Sir  H.  Selwyn- 
Ibbetson  April  4,  1573 
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for  the  Uome  Department  April  8,  1800 

Education  Department  (England  and 

Wales) 

Board  Schools — Eye — Vestry  Meeting  in. 
Questions,  Mr.  F.  S.  Stevenson,  Mr.  II. 
Gardner  ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  o( 
the  Committee  of  Cooneil  on  Education 
April  8,  1788  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson,  Mr.  11.  Gardner  ;  .\nswers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  April  4, 1560  ;  Risley, 
Question,  Sir  W.  Foster  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther  Mar  19,  139;  Roberttown— 
Question,  Mr.  Woodhead  ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  Mar  21,  373, 
374  ;  SnitCer/ield  Examination^  The  Creed, 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  ot  Council  on 
Education  April  8,  1787 

Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  Question,  Mr.  Mon- 
della;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  Mar  22,  507 

Medically  Trained  School  Inspectors,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  Mar  22,  505 

Hew  Code,  Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  Powell :  An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  Mar  25,  732  ; 
Question.  Mr.  A.  Aoland ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  Mar  26,  855  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot,  Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr.  Mun- 
della  ;  Answers,  The  Vice  President  Mar  28, 
1042 ;  Question,  Mr.  il.  Gardner ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  4, 
1504  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton ;  Answer.  The  Vice  President,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  5,  1715; 
Section  15 — Botany,  Question,  Mr.  Rankin  ; 
Answer,  The  Vioe  President  April  4, 1576 
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Education  Dspartmsnt  ( Rnglana  and  Wales)'-' 
cont. 

Poor  Law  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  James- 
Stuart  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Loeal 
Government  Board  Mar  28,  1015 

Education  Code,  1889 

I,  Motion  proposed  April  5,  1681 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Acts, 
Question,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  April  5,  1702 
Edueati-  nal  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Morgan  Hospital,  Dundee),  Res.  April  8^ 
1904 

Egekton.  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton,  Cheshire^ 
Knutsford 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  1882 

Egypt 

Decorations  for  Egyptian  Campaign  of  1884-5, 
Question,  The  fclarl  of  Strafford  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  War  Mar  26,  826,. 
827 

Egyptian  Prefer enes  Loan,  Question,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  April  5,  1 707 

Suakini  Military  Operations^^Ouertlla  War* 
fare — Intercepting  Supplies,  Question,  Sir 
Geo.  Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecrO' 
tary  for  Foreign  Affnira  April  8,  1796 

Elementary    Edncation    (Continnation 
School)  Bill 

0,  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Mar  26,  855    [Bill  171] 

Elementary     Edncation      Provisional 
Order  Confirmation    (Acton,  ftc)  Bill 

/.  Read  2"  •April  5,  1681  (No.  14) 

Ellsnborouoh,  Lord 

Army — Discipline — Private  Collins,  828 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  E.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Marriage    with     a    Deceased    Wife's    Sister 

(Scotland)  Bill,  2  R.  1511 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart. 

ment,  268 

Elliot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ary$hir$y  N. 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland  Act)  1702 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Ruiheliffe 
Army — Troops  in  Ireland,  30 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts,  1712,  1713 
Ireland — 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Num* 
ber  of  persons  proceeded  against,  1 70S 
Law  and  Justice — Lord  Chanoellor  of  Ire- 
land, 377 
Murder    of    Inspeoior    Martin — Persons 

Arrested,  377 
Party  Emblems— 833,  834 
Police  Supervision — Mr.  Wilson,  403,  404 
Resident    Magistrates  —  Captain  SegraTe, 

R.M.  371 
Royal  Irish  ConstabuUry— Polioo  passes 
in  Gweedore,  31 
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Opobo  and  Agenni  Creek,  1010 
Aluka— Fiaberr  Righti,  1030 
Argentine  lUpublio,  Kniigratiaa  to,  810,  811, 

31S,  1033,1398,  1309,  1713,  1781 
rhili— Nilrkte  Loan,  732 
Kgypl— GgjptUn  Prersrance  Sharea,  1707 
Suakin  —  Mililarf     Operationa  —  GaerilU 
Wirrare-JniFroeplingSnppliea,  1797 
Foreign  Affaira — Corraapondenoe  betwoen  Sir 
William  Marriott  and  Sir   Edgar  Vin- 

Declaration  of  Pirii,  IB 

Monte  Carlo— Gambling  Table,  TO] 

MoroMO— Affnir*  at  Tangnr,  Ul,  S18 

Pera— Pergiian  Bomlholdera,  3J,  31 

Ruaaia— Statiatioa,  391 

8aiaoanConreranae,3a 

SlaToTrada,  eiS,  93a 

Spain — Internaliooal      Indualrial      Con- 

Tention,  19,  16 
Sugar  Bountiea  Convantion,  919 
Turkej — Aaintio — Armenia,  ChriatiaiiB  Id, 
esO,  SSI 
yittmj    Dock*   and     Uarboor   Board    Bill, 
691 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Su»mx,  Eaillourne 
Armj    and    NaT^    (Adminiat  ration)     Rojal 
Commiaaion,  IDS,  107 


Firth,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Dundee 

Count;  Council — Street  Improrements,  713 
SaotUnd— Local    Goiornment    Bill— Date  ol 

Introduction,  1101 
Supplj— Rojal  I'arka  and  Pleuaura  Garden*, 

1(180,  1090 
W«|hU  and  Measure*  Dill,  3  R.  II 13 

F<tK«riti,  {Fnaland  and  Walet) 

Board  •■/ Vmi       atori  and  the  County  Ceuneil, 
Roberta;  Aniwer,  Tba  Preii- 
drat    of  Local    GooramaDt    Board 

'>8I,« 


FuheHi$  (Efigland  and    tfal«i)— eont. 

J>00<y  Fiikery  Board,  QueiLicn,  Mr,  T,  Ellia  ; 

Ana«er,   Ttae    Preaident  of   the   Board   of 

Trade,  39,  10 
ImporfatieH  0/  SaiediiS  and    ffwieegian  Btr- 

ringi,  Qaeitiona,    Sir    H.    T;ler  ;    Anawer, 

The     Praaident    of    the    Board    at    Trade 

AprU  1.  I9S6 
Salmon  Fitheriii  Legulation,  Q,ueation,  Tbe 

Earl  of  Minion  ;  Anawer,  The  Marqueaa  of 

Lothian  Jfor  33,  493,191 

FitzGkbald,  Lord 

Konieof  Lorda(DiscoDtioaaneoorWritB  Bill), 

3R.  315 
Laroenj  Aot  (1861)  Amendment  (Uae  of  Pire- 

arma  Bill,  9  R.  1S6S 

FirzoBRALD,  Dr.  J.  &.,  Longford,  8. 

Belfaat  Union  Sloraa,  IS70 

Sappir— Hooaei  of  Parliament,  1682,  1889 

FiTzaERAi.D,  Mr.  R.  U.  P.,  Catnbridg* 
ttemorat  of  Wreok*  Aot  (1877)   Ameodment 
Bill,  3R.  911 

Fltto,  Mr.  J.  0..  Cork.  K 
Ireland— Booing  Mr.  Ballonr,  SB,  39 

Criminal  Lav  and  Prooedure  Aot— Mr.  W. 

O'Brien  —  Diaturbanoe    at    Nawoaatia 

Weat    Railway    Station,   Co.    Limerick, 

1703 
Grime  and  Outrage— Mr.  Creagb,  J.P.,  IT 
ETJotioni— Battering  Ram,  IT09 
Grand  Jurie*— Grand  Jar;  orCork,S13 
Land     Commiialon  —  Caran     Board     of 

Guard  iana,  1983 
Polioaat  Formof— Sergeant  Kellf,  31,  35, 

Priaon  Treatment- Committaa  on,  1! 
Soppif — Ciril  SerTioe  (Supplementarf    Eiti- 
matea)— Ci*il  Serfioea  (Eioeaaei),  333 
Rerenue  Department.  133 

Footpatha  and  Eoadside  Wastes  Bill 
e-Orderwiiread  1"  Jfar31,10a    [Billies] 

Foot  and  Mouth  Smase 

Qaaitiona,    Mr.   Jeffreja,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  J. 
I^vtber,  Sir  W.  Barttolot;  Answer*,  The 

Vice  Chamberlaia  Mar  33,  1037 

FoBEiQN  Affairs — Sacretarj  of  State 
(<M  Salisburt,  Marquess  of) 

FoREioN  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  ((M  FERauBBON,  Bight  Hoa, 
Sir  JO 

Foreign  Affairt 

Correipand^net  hetvHtn  Sir  W.  Marriott  and 

Sir   E.    Finctnt,  Queation,    Mr.   Jenning* ; 

An*w»r.  The  Seoretarj  for   Foreign  Affaira 

Mar  18,  10 
De^araiitn  of   Farii,  Qneition,  Sir  George 

Baden-Powell ;  Anawer,  The  Undn-  Seer*- 

tar;  for  Fmotgn  AfUr*  Mar  IS,  IS 
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FoirrBfc,  8ir  B.  W.,  />^3y,  /7X««(wi 
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ftoppll — flz/owni  of  ParlUfiMnt,  1880 

FowLBR,    Ki^ht  Hon.  H.  H.,   Woh&r- 
Hampton,  K. 
Armj  Annual  Hiil— Conmittee,  1103,  1106 
Xatior.ftI  fMbt  lledempiion  Bill,  412,  491 
Pftrtr>*riihi|>  l^ill,  2K.  810 
Parliament,  Member*  of  f  Charges  and  AUega- 
tiorifty  — 'l'h<>;  .Sp«rcial  rominiMioD — Short- 
hand N'ot««i,  8.04 
Poor  in  L^rge  Towns,  1477,  1480 
Printing  u\  K«tarna,  1592,  1593 
Hottred  AIIo«ane«»t,  210 
Supply — Vjhs-amm    iMpartmenta— Pott  Office 
'Jelegraphff,  1065,  1008 

FowLBR,  Hir  It.  N.,  Tjondon 

Kgjptian  Pr«f«rence  Shares,  1707, 
Morocco — Affairs  at  Tangiers,  518 
ftlave  Tradif,  U20 
Supply — Bechuanaland,  120 
llouMffl  of  Parliament,  1893 

FiiAHRic,  Gonoral  0.  0.,  Lambeth^  N, 

Arriiy— lIoriH)  Artillery,  1026 

Fjiahrk-Mackintosu  Mr.    0.  Inverness- 
shire 
Marriaf^n  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Scot- 

iand)  Hill.  2K.  1518 
Post  Offloo  — Delivery  of  Letters  in  the   South 
Hnnk  Dintrict  of  Tornatin,  Inrernesshire,  6,  7 
Aalmon^FiNhliiK.  7,  8 
Hootlaiid—  Kilucntion — Cookery  Grants,  1246, 

Now  (;oao,  188» 
Scotland  —  Trout- Fishing  in   Inland    Loohs, 

I7H5 
Supply — Skyo  Disturbance,  90 

IfViendly    Societies 

Kulen  of  the   Koyal    Liver   Friendly  Society, 
(^uention,     Mr.    Piokorsgill ;     Answer,    The 
Sooretary  to  the  Treasury  Mttr  39,  1 147 
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II49 
Parii  ■■ent— B  wifs  •#!&«  VLmmm,  \l 
Sspfly — Civil  Saiiiee aa4  B 
86»»,  8T« 
Hooaei  of  Pariiiift,  1416,  1891;  19tS 
Boyal  Parks  and  Pleaan*  GirJMi,  16T7 
TUhe  Reat-Charga  Bills,  1868 

Gas   Umdertaiings  (L^eml  AmOarvUn) 
aetorna  ordered  (Sir  M.   H.  Beach),  wmi  fra- 
seated  J^ri/ 3, 1461 

Gas    Undertakings    (other  ikmm  ikam  •f 

Local  Authorities) 
Retoro  Ordered  (Sir  M.  IL  Beaeh)  aad  pre- 
sented April  2,  1400 

Gathorxe-Hardy,  Hon.  A.  £.,  Snuexy 
Sast  Grinstead 
National    Gallery  ^  Alteratioo  of  Name  of 
Pictores,  50 

Oedoe,  Mr.  S.,  Stoehport 

Poor  in  large  Towns,  1 461 

Supply — Iloases  of  Parliameot,  1890 


GiLHOOLT,  Mr.  J.,  Corht  W. 
Ireland— Post  Office—Delifery  of 
Barravilla.  1227 
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Gill,  Mr.  T.  P..  Louth,  8. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Proeedare  Aot— - 
Father  Clarke,  1166 
Estates — Massereene  Estate,  1714, 1715 
Parliament,  Members  of  (Charges  and  AUflca* 
tions)    The    Special    Commission    —   Mr» 
Anderson,  521 
Svpply— Civil  Serfices  and  Revenae,  772 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  ^in^ 

burghj  Mid  Lothian 
Death  of  Mr.  John  Bright,  1169 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Prooedare  Aet— 

Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  46,  47,  48 
Naval  Defence,  Comm.  1254,  1255;  Ree.  Sft.. 

1622,  1625 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1599 
Sugar  Bounty — Convention,  1155,  1351 

GoLDSwoRTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Hamwsar 

smith 
Parliament — Payment  of  Members,  1908 


GOR 


GOU 


(SESSION     1889} 
334- 


GRA 


HAL 


Gt)BST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 

India — Allahabad — National  Congreu,  51 

Bombay — Crawford  CommissioD,  129 
Excise  Duty— Meakin  and  Oo.  379,  1880 

CantonmeDt    Act— the    New — Olause   29, 
1042 

Convenanted  CiTil  Service,  508 

Distribution  of  Honours,  51,  53 

Factories  Act,  150,  1591 

Financial    Statement,  1889 — Position     of 
Silver^ Currency  Question  — 1383 

Gwalior— Foreign  OflHcials,  703,  1785 

Magistrates.  1717,  1718 

Post  OflBce — Telegraph  Department — Pro- 
motions, 703,  704 

Statistical  Abstract — Import  of  Petroleum 
from  the  United  SUtes,  1380 

Supply— C if il  Services    and    Revenue,   435* 
487 

OosoHEN,  Et.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St,  George's,  Han^ 
over  Square 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  2R.  807 

Civil   Service — Pensions  and   Superannuation 

Fund,  1156 
Customs  —  Transfer  of    Duties— Winchester 

St..  383 
Cyprus— Turkish  Tribute,  377 

Emigration — Motion  for    Select    Committee, 
1680 

India — Financial   Statement,    1889— Position 
of  Silver — Currency  Question,  138 

Ireland — Divisional  Commissioners,  812 

Local  Rates— Grants  in  Aid,    1162,  1391, 

1392.  1578 
Probate  Duties,  715 

National   Debt    Redemption    Bill,    412,    418, 

489.  490,  491, 1665 
Naval  Defence.  787  ;  Res.,  2R.  1610,  1631 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouse,  56,   152, 
154,155.  159,  175,  1598 
Chiltern     Hundreds  —  Colonel     Hughes- 
liallet,  717 

Partnership  Bill.  211.811 
Post  Office  Post  Cards.  1700,  1702 
Saving's  Bank — Cost  of  Management,  Rate  of 
Interest.  1164 

Cardiff.  852,  853,  1035 

Macclesfield.  370 

Supply— Cifil   Service  (Excesses),  237,  250, 

332 
Egyptian  Accounts  Adjustment,  280. 
Emigration  of  Crofters,  Ac,  214,  215,  216, 

217 
Skye  Disturbance,  68,  69.  70, 72,  73,  77 
Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances, 

211 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1492, 1506, 
1508 

Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Receiver 
General— 1382 
Hackney  Carriages,  1146 

QoxTBLSY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Navy — Construction  of  Guns,  396 
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Graham,  Mp.  R.  0.,  Lamtrk,  N.  W. 
Law,  Justice,  and  Police— Sentence  on  Eliz» 

Cole  of  Cradley  Heath,  1708 
India— Factories  Act  1591 
International  Conference  on  Labour  in  Manu* 

fiMStoring  Industries,  1580 

Metropolis — Public  Meetings— Unemployed, 
52,  132.  133 

Navy  Dockyards^  Hours  of  Labour,  1760 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1601 

Parliamentary  Printing,  380 
Poor  in  Large  Towns,  1441 
Post  OflBce— Post  Cards,  1702 

Scotland— Magistracy — Sherriff  Clerk  Deputes 
Procurators  Fiscal,  32,  83 
Mines— Arrest  of   Miners— «  Picketing," 

Oranyille,  Earl 

House  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs)  2R> 
361,  364 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill  2R.,  1363,  1364;  Committee, 
1766,  1767 

Law,  Justice  and  Police — Armenian  Journal* 
ist,  493 

Parliament — The  Late  Duke  of  Buckingham 
and     Chandos — The    Late    Mr.    John 
Bright,  995 
Lotds— Chairman  of  Committees,  1536 

Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  2R.,  5 
Obey,  Sir  E.,  Northumherland^  Berwick 

Parliament — Payment  of  Members,  1195 

Gbotrian,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Hull,  E, 

Removal  of  Wrecks  Act  (1877)  Amendment 
Bill,  939,  944 

Haldanb,  Mr.  K.  B.,  Haddington 
Judicial  Factor's  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  1109 
\a)ok\  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  IR.,  1843 
Supply — Surveys,  1898 

Hall,  Mr.  0.,  Cambridge,  Chesterton 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 764 

Halsbttby,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor) 

Arbitration  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  998 

Companies'  Relief  Bill,  2R.,  826 

Factora'Bill,  IR.,  125 

House  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs)  Bill, 
2R.  864 

Indecent  AdvertisemenU  Bill,  2R,  1763 

Lnnaoy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  1869 ; 
Committee,  1540 

OflBce  of  High  Sheriff,  1778 

Parliament^ Standing  Orders — Women's  Suf- 
frage Bill,  1779 

Trust  Companies  Bill,2R.,  1141 

Halset,  Mr.  T.  F.,  HorU,  JFatf&rd 

Coauty  Councils — Street  Improvements,  712 
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Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord   G.   F. 
(First    Lord    of   the    Admiralty), 
Middlesex,  Ealing 
Cardigan  Bay,  393,  394 
Ireland — Public  Works  Oommiuion  and  the 

Naral  Survey,  708 
Contraets — Mess  Pork — Irish  and  Danish,  002, 
005 

Doekjards^DeTonport — Discharge  of  Work- 
men, 847,  848,  1588 
Haulbowllne — Discharge  of  Workmen,  1203 
Hoars  of  Labour,  132,  1007 

Embeulement  by   the    late    Assistant   Pay- 
master of  H.M.S.  *' Helicon,"  1064,  1060 
Cans— Construction— *•  Nile,"    «*  Trafalgar," 
396 

NaTal  Defence.  806 

Ports  and  Coasts,  847,  1070 
Committee,  1208, 1260,  1263,  1289, 1290, 
1299,    1323,    1326,   1329,     1331,    1334. 
1330;    2R.,    1613,    1618,    1619,    1620, 
1620,  1640,  1664.  1813 
NaTal  Programme.  720,  1033,  1044 
Naval  Ordnance  Vote,  1796 
Naval  Volunteers,  1044 
Ships — .Designs  for  proposed  New  Ships,  1230 
H.M.8. "  Briton,"  1566 
H.M.S.    '*  Calliope,"    in   the   hurricane  at 

Samoa,  1201 
H.M.S.  "  Sultan,"  14,  10,  716.  1082 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  107 
Royal  Marine  Artillery,  1024 
Royal  Marines—Colonel  Crease's  Scheme,  024 
South   Pacific — Samoa,  Annexation  in,  37}  38 
Seisure  of  Mr.  Gilan,  88,  39 

HiKBXTRY,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

.Army— Defective  Swords,  130,  002 

Military  Pensions  and    Promotion — Lieu- 
tenant General  Tupper,  026 
Ordnance  Store  Department^ Resignation 

of  Inspector  of  Chashing,  010 
Destruction  of  Stores  at  Weedon,  369 
Ireland — Army — Dublin     Barracks — Sanitary 

Conditons,  369 
Naval  Defence,  Res.  1812 
Naval  Ordnance  Vote,  1796 
Post  OflBce— Postcards,  1700 

Hawbuby-Traoy,  Hon.  F.  S.  A.,  Mont- 
gomery^  Sfc. 
Army — Garrison  Artillery— OflBcers,  1713 
Supply — CiTil  Service  and  Revenue  Estimates, 
862 

Harooxtbt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Act — 
Trial  of  Mr.  SUck,  033 
Inquiry   into     the     Prison  Treatment  of 

Mr.  O'Brien,  413,  414 
Magistracy— Resident — Captain     Segrave, 

R.M.,  130,  136,371,409 
Prisons    —    Dr.    Barr's    Letter    to    the 
"  Times."  36.  37 
Fnrliament— Business  of  the  House,  142,  102, 
166, 173 
Kennington  Election — Member's  Writ,  03, 
04 
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Haroourt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. — eont. 

Members  of  (Charges  and   Allegations)— 
The  Special  Commission — Visits  to  John 
Daly  and  Dr.  Gallagher,  133,  397,398 
Navy — Contracts,  49 

Supply — Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 262,  270,  271,  270,  281.  283,  284, 
280,  286,  287,  289.  290,  292,  293,  313,  314, 
316.  318,  430,  432,  433.  434,  436,  437,  043, 
007,  008,  066,  069,  071,  074,  070,  078, 080, 
081,  633.  634,  649,  701, 702, 703,  706 
Skye  Disturbance,  80 

Hardinge,  Viscount 

National  Portrait  Gallery,  1117 

BLaady,    Mr.   J.    8.    Oathome,    Kent, 
Medtcay 
Supply — [louses  of  Parliament,  1891 

Harris,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War) 

Army   (Annual)  Bill,  2R.  1043  ;  Oommittee 
1693.  1690,  1696 

Discipline— Private  Collins,  828 

Egypt — Decoration  for    the    Egyptian    Cam- 
paign of  1884-0,  827 

Naval  and  Military  Departments,  Royal  Com- 
mission on,  1134.  1139 

Naval  and  Military  Pensions — Commutation  of, 
1000 

Harris,  Mr.  M.,  Oaltoay,  S, 
Suck  Drainage  Bill,  2R.,  Res.,  1377 
Supply — Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 409 

HARTiKaTON,  Right  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lancashire^  Rossendale 
Death  of  Mr.  John  Bright,  1173 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.P.,  Leitrim,  8. 
Ireland'  Divisional  Commissioners,  1066 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Imprisonment 
in  Default  of  Bail  in  Castlerea  Diitriot, 
County  Roscommon,  1067 
Quarter  Sessions~Athlooe,  131,  203 
Parliament— Members  of  Parliament  (Ohargea 
and  Allegations)— The  Special  Commiiiion 
— Irish  Constables  as  Witnesses,  1066 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 
Ireland — A  rmy — Dublin    Barracks — Sanitary 
Condition.  369 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedures-Trial  of  Mr. 
Stack,  031,  032 
Inquiry  into  the  Prison  Treatment  of 
Mr.  O'Brien,  413 
Distress — Potato  Crop—Donegal,  23 
Grand  Juries<»Grand  Jury  of  Cork,  013 
Magistracy— Mr.  Home,  R.M.,  402,  403 
Divisional  Commissioners,  18,  134 
Mr.  Francis  Mac  Gillicuddy  £ager,  034 
Poor  Law — Board   of  Guardians — North 

Dublin  Union,  123 
Prisons—Dr.  Barr's  Letter  to  the  *'  Timei ' 
37 
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fiiALT)  Mr.  T.  M. — eont. 

Parliament — Bosiness  of  the  House,  142, 163 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
Crown  ProseouiioDS  in,  1879,  410,  411 : 
Mr.  Uorne.  R.M.,  Collecting  Evidence, 
44,  45 ;  Inspector  Andrew's  Visit  to 
America,  398,  620,  621  ;  Royal  Irish 
Gonstabularj  and  Dublin  Policemen  and 
OflBoers  in  London,  411,412;  Visits  to 
John  Dalj,  66,  133,  134,  136,  264,  266, 
266,  397  ;  Dr.  Gallagher,  398 
'Supply — Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 261,262,  271,  276,  281,  283,  296, 
297.  313,  319,  320,  321,  322,  466,  467, 
472,  480.  481,  482,  483,  668,  648 

Excesses,   236,  236,   239,   240,  242,  243, 
246,  247 

Egyptian  Accounts— Adjustment,  380, 331, 
332 

Superannuations   and  Retired  Allowances 
211 

Heathcote,   Captain  J.   H.    Edwards, 
Staffordshire,  N,  W. 
Coal    Mines   Regulation  Act— Certificates  of 
Service,  694 

Hbaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Post  Office— Australia— Reduced  Rates,  836 
Circulars  and  Book  Packets,  396 
India— Mails,  708,  709 
Letters  for  Seamen,  1020 
Mails— Delays,  708 
OflBoial  Notices,  1380 
Postage  to  New  Zealand,  1023 
Post  Cards,  1700 

Work  done  for  other  departments,  1381 

Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post    Office 

Telegraphs,  1049,  1060,  1064,  1066,  1072 

Hennikeb,  Lord 

Literature.  Science,  and   Art— The  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  1122 
National  Gallery,  1663,  1664 

Serring  Fishery  (Scotland)  Bill 

Considered  in  Committee ;  April  8,  1904 

Hbbsohell,  Lord 

Army— Discipline— Private  Collins,  828 

House  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs)  2  R. 
366 

Laroeny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill  2  R.,  1366,  1360  ;  Committee, 
1768, 1776 

Trust  Companies  Bill,  2  R.  1142 


Migh  Sheriff,  Office  of 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Camperdown  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Chancellor  April  8,  1777 

Hill,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  A.  W.  (Comp- 
^Uer  of  the  Household),  Doum^  N, 
Parliament — Queen's  Speaeh— Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  6 


Hill,  Colonel  E.  8.,  Bristol,  8. 

Law,  Justice,  and  Police— Chief  Constable  of 
Glamorganshire,  19 

Hill,  Mb.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  Kingswit^ 
ford 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 662 

HoABE,  Mr.  8.,  Norwich 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.,  1600,  1601 

HoBHOXTSE,  Lord 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  1640 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  2R.  1189 

Home  Defa&tment — 8ecretary  of  8tate 
(see  Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  8eoretar7  of 
8tate  (see  Stuabt-Woetley,  Mr. 
0.    B.) 

HorsefleBh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill 

e.  Read  2^  Mar  38  [BUI  149] 

Considered  in  Committee,  Reported    April  4, 

1670 
As  Amended  Considered  April  8,  1908 
Read  3^  ^pn/ 8, 1901 

HoTTLDSwoBTH,  8ir  W.  H.,  Manchester. 
N.W. 

Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Boards  Bill,  683, 
698,  996, 1233 

Honse  of  Lords  (Discontinaance  of  Writs) 
BiU 

I.  2R.  Mar  21,  333  [No.  18] 

HowELL,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Oreen,  N.B. 

Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  862,  1034 
Macclesfield  Savings  Bank,  370 
Naval  Defence  Committee,  1288,  1289,  1290, 

1299,  1326,  1331 ;  2R.,  1636,  1639 
Navy — Dockyards — Discbarge   of    Workmen, 
848 
Ships~H.M.S.  "  Briton,"  1666 
Parliament — Parliamentary  Printing,  881 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1426 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1088 

HowoBTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 

Africa  ( West)— Opobo  and  Agenni  Creek,  1040 

HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,  Zaneashire,8.JS.,  Eeywood 
India— Financial  Statement  1889— Position  of 

Silver — Currency  (^estion,  1888> 
Mersey  Docks  Harbour  and  Board  Bill,  698 


HuBBABD,  Mr.  E.,  Bucks,  N. 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Aot— Oflleiala, 
1806 
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Htjhteb,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Ahsrde&n,  N. 
Loeal  GoTenimeot  (SeotUnil)  Bills,  lliS 
SoppIj'EioigratioDof  Croft«rf,  215,  923 
Paa|wr  LDDAtiet,  214 
Skje  Diitorbanee,  64 

HuHTEB.  Sir  W.  O.,  Eaekn&y,  CmUrdl 
Royal  College  of  Surgeoni— New  Bjo-Laws, 

ia04 
TaoeinatioD  Aetf,  1749 

Illihowobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford^  W. 
NaTal  Defooee,  Committee,  1266 

2R.  1658 
Sugar  Booniiet.  1153,  1154 
Sugar  Bounty  CoaventioD,  1251 

Indecent  AdvertiBments  Bill 

L  Pre«>nted  ;  read  1*»  ApHl  1,  1221  (No.  34) 
Read  2*  J;^  8,  1761 


IVDIA — 

AfrUa,  Eatt^Trade  of  Bntith  Indian 
iSi4*;><r/*,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer, 
The  Under  SecreUry  for  Foreign  Affairs  ifiw 
13,  13;  Question,  Mr.  J.  A.  Maelean,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Aflairs  Jfar  21,  384,  385 
Army-'J£<frie  ArtilUry,  Question,  General 
Fraser  ;  Answer,  The  SocreUry  for  War 
Afar  28,  1026  ^        . 

B<mhay  —  Crawford  Cofnmitii<m,  Questions, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
Ury  for  India  Mar  19,  128,  129 
Cantonment   Aet^^ew  Clause  29,  Question, 
Sir  James   Stuart;    Answer,  The   Under 
SecreUry  for  India  Mar  28,  1042 
Convenanied    Civil   Service,    Question,    Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  The  Under  SecreUry  lor  India 
Mar  22,  507,  508 
Listrilmtion  of  Honours— Mr,  J,  Gelson  Greg- 
ton,  Mr.  Jotiah   IVhymper,  Questions,  Mr. 
Caine ;  Answers,  The  Under  SecreUry  for 
India  Mar  18,  61,  62 
EKcise  DtUy— Messrs.  Meakin  ^  Co,,  Ques- 
tions.  Mr.   Caine;    Answers.    The    Under 
SeereUry  for  India  Mar  21,  378,  379,  380 
Factories  Act,    Questions,    Air.  Cnninghame 
Graham,    Mr.    Mundella ;    Answers,    The 
Under  SecreUry  for  India   April  4,  1591  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Maclean ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  Mar  19.  140 
Financial  Statement  (1889)— /'on^ion  of  Sil- 
ver^ Currency    Qiiestiony    Questions,    Mr. 
Hoyle,  Sir  R.  Lethbridge  ;    Answers.  The 
Under  SecreUry  for  India,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ^jt»ri/  2.  1383 
Qwalior  State—Sir  Lepel  Griffin,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  Mar  25.  702,  703 
Ftyrtign  Officials,  Question,   Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry  for    India 
Apnl8,  1784 
Magistrates,   Question.   Dr.  Cameron;    An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  India  April 

«.  1717  ^     ^. 

National  Congress  at  AlMabad,  Queiuoo, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seere- 
Ury  for  India  J^  18,  61 


Post  Office 
PosUmrdi, 

Hesniker 

Graham,  Mr.  BarOef  ; 

eellor  of  the  EaehefMr,  .AfsrA  S,  Vm 
Letters    IkUpei, 

Beaton;  A 

Mar  25,  708, 7e9 
Telegraph 

Pr&moticHS, 

Answers,  TIm  Undv 

for  India  (Sir  J.  B.  Gnnfc) 
Btatistioal    Abslrmei^impsrf 

from   the     Uniied    Stmiet, 

Edward    Watkin ; 


D.  Mlfimn; 


Seeretary  of  State  Hdt  loiks  April  S.  IJM 

Ihdia— Under  Secretuy  of   Stete  [m 
GoBST,  SirJ.  K) 


Inland  Revenue — /mmm  IkrM  Chmr&m 

'  Stnnkf  tf 

iwn  nf  SnfiH 


Questions.  Lord  Addington, 

r.  The  J 


Alderley;  Answer, 
bury  April  4, 1546 


Ireland 
Army 

Lublin  Barracks  ^Sanitary  Csmditiom,  Qn»> 
tions.  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Hanhvy,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  SeeraCary  te  Wir 
irar21,369,  378 

Contracts,   Question,  Dr.  Tanner; 
The  SecreUry  for  War  Mar  18. 66.  §7 

Court  Martial,  Questions.  Mr.  J.  OT 
Mr.  Redmond:  Aoswera.The  Beeictniyfr 
War  Mar  22.  539  ;  Qoestiona.  Dr.  Tunsr, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond.  Mr.  Sexton ;  Ai 
The  SecreUry  for  War  Mar  98.  1030 

Defective  Swords,  Questions,   Mr. 

Dr.  Tanner ;    Answers,  The  SeoreUiy  ^ 
War  Jfar  18.  130,  131 

Gecghegan^  Lieut.,  and  Troops  ai  CUmmd 
Church,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  AnswMr* 
The  Secretary  for  War  April  8,  1787 

Medical  Officers  —  Inquiry,  Qneelion.  Mr. 
Sexton:  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  23,  535  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Seztdn.  Ifir. 
Murphy;  Answers,  The  Seeretary  for  War 
Mar  21,385,  386;  Questions.  Mr.  TaiiMr» 
Dr.  Reny,  Mr.  Sexton;  Anawen^  IW 
Financial  SecreUry  to  the  War  OSit 
Mar  26.  843,  844.  845 
Troops— Xumber  in  Ireland,  Qnestioo.  Mr. 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Mar  28,  30,  31 

Chief  Secretary,  illness  of,  Qoealloa,  Mr 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Solicitor  General  fiff  IiO 
land  April  2,  1889 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Ad — PUmt 
Pfi^monia,  Question,  Col.  Waring,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor  ;  Answer.  The  Vice  Ghamheilain 
April  5,  1707;  Question,  Col.  WarinffS 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  98, 1006 

Criminal  Law   and  Procedure  Aei 
•*Oarlew  Sentinel"  fe.,  Qneation«  Mr.  KBp 
bride ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seeietary  "'^  "• 

610 
Ctorft«. /ViMtfr,  Queetiona.  Mr.  GiU  ; 
The  Chief  Seeretary  Jfar  n,  1166 
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fanLAND — OrimincU  Law  and  Frocedurg  Act — 
oont 

Con/on,  Ifr.yQaestioDS,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maodonald  ; 
Am  wen.  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 
1028  ;  QueetioD,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maodooald, 
Mr.  CUncj  ;  ADswen,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  1089 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R„  Aprils,  1780 

Margaret  CuU  and  Annie  Doherty,  Questions, 
■Mr.  Mao  Neill,  Mr.  O'Hanlon ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secreury  Mar  28,  1036 

Elliot,  Mr.  J,  J)^  Question,  Mr.  Chance ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  22,  534 

FarreUy,  Father,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Corbet,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Irelsnd  Mar  27,  986, 
988,  991,  992;  Questions,  Mr.  William 
Corbet,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief 
•SecreUry  Mar  28,  1041;  Mar  29,1160; 
^prt7  4,  1569 ;  Questions,  Mr.  William 
Corbet,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  John- 
stone; Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mr.  Speaker,  April  \,  1237 :  Question, 
3lr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  8,  1801 

^wiedor  Prxkoneri^  Questions,  Mr.  Mac 
Neill,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  (Mr.  Madden)  Mar  21,  390,  391 ; 
Qvestion,  Mr.  J.  G.  Swift  Mac  Neill;  An- 
«wer.  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  25, 733 ; 
Harrington,  Mr^  B ,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  5, 1718  ;  Question,  Mr.  John  Morley  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  AprU  4,  1575 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
ApHl  2,  1390 

Interferenee  with  ColUetion  for  the  Pamellite 
Indemnity  Fund,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Jlar29,  1158 

Kennedy,  Father,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary,  Mar  28, 
1017 

Maibride,  Mr.  D.,  ApHl  8, 1780 

M*Buyh,  Mr.,  Question,  Mr.  Peter  M*Donald ; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar    29,    1143;    Questions,     Mr.    Peter 

M*Donald,     Mr.    Sexton ;    Answers,    The 

Chief  SecreUry  ^pr»/  1,  1244 

Frieon    TVtatment,   Otntral — Questions,  Mr. 

Mac   NeUl.   Mr.    Woodall ;    Answers,    The 

-ChiefSecreUry  ifar21,  401,  402 ;  Questions, 

Mr.    Mac    Neill,    Mr.    Sexton;     Answers, 

The  Chief  SecreUry  April  1,  123.    Ques- 

iiona,   Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.   Mac  Neill; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

AprU  2,1396:   Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 

Answer,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

April  4,  1676  :  Questions,  Mr.  Rowntree, 

Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

AprU  4, 1581 ;  Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  AprU  4,  1589  ; 

Questions,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  21,  883, 384  ;  QnesUons,  Mr.  O'Keefe  ; 

Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  26,  835 ;  Qoestiona,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

•Clancy,    Mr.   J.  O'Coaoor;  Answers,  The 

Chief  ScMvtary  Mar  96, 854,  855 ;  Qnet- 

iiott,  Mr.  Sextoo ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 

*  Gmenl for  Irdaad  AprUt,  1888 ;  Femed» 

\aoeU% 


iRKLAMD^-Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act^^ 
cont. 

Prieonere,  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill;  An* 
swer,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Ma^ 
26,  839, 840  ;  Pri»<m  Treatment,  Committed 
on.  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  Mar  18,  41 
Murder  of  Jnepeetor  Martin,  Question,  Mr. 
John  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
irar21,377,  378 

yumber  of  ProeeeuUont  under  the  Jc<,QuMtion, 
Mr.  John  Ellis;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April  5,  1703 

(/Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Questions,  Mr.  Gladstone  and 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry 
Mar  18,  46, 47.  48  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Healy,  Sir  W.  Harourt,  Mr.  Condon; 
Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  21,  413, 
414;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  W.  Har- 
court,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Hesiy ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  22,  524,  525, 
526 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  25,  723,  794; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland  April  2,  1888: 
Questions.  Mr.  William  Abrahams,  Mr- 
Flynn;  Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry 
AprU  8, 1791 

Proclamation.'-'** Party  Embleme,**  Question, 
Mr.  John  Ellis;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  26, 833,  834 

Proeeeutionefor  Cheering,  fe..  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  Mar  18,  25,  26 ;  Questions,  Mr, 
Healy,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answers.  The  Chief 
SecreUry  The  Solicitor- General  for  Ireland 
ifor  21,  531,  532,  533 

Supervieion  of  Irieh  Membert,  Question,  Mr. 
Wilson  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mmr 
19,  137;  Questions,  Mr.  John  Ellis; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  91^ 
403,  404 

Crimee  and  Outragee 

Alleged  Malieioue  Burning  of  a  Eouee  on  tha 
Poneonby  Eetate,  Question,  Mr.  Lane  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  SecreUry  ifar  28,  1013 

Dieturbanoe  at  Nfweattle  If  est  Railway 
Station,  Oi*unty  Limerick,  Questions,  Mr« 
W.  Abraham,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secreury  April  8,  1791 

Lieutenant  Oeoghegan  and  Ttoope  at  ChH» 
mel  Church  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer, 
The  Secreury  for  War,  AprU  8, 1787 

Malieioue  Damage  at  Ttalee,  Question,  Mr. 
MaCartney ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  1,  1927 

Moonlighting  at  Doora,  Questions,  Mr. 
MaCartney,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  April  1,  1231 

Outrage  on  Mr.  and  Mice  Creagh,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Fljnn ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  18,  16,  17;  Question,  Mr.  Cox; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  21,  372,  373 

Btaie  rf  Ireland^BoyceUina^Docreaoe  of 
Omm,  Qoeetion,'Mr.  T.  W.  Rnsiell;  An- 
swer, Tlie  Chief  Secreury  AprU  1,  1998 

Tkreetiemlmg  Lettere,  Queetlon,  Mr.  Lue ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary,  Mar  98, 1018 
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Educatxan 

Qu£€n's  ColUgt,  Motion  for  Reioro,  Mar  22, 
603 

Emigration  to  Argentine  Republic,  Qaestiont, 
Mr.  O'Keeffe,  Mr.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Brad- 
Uagh,  Mr.  Ijtne ;  Answers,  The  Under 
SeoreUrj  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Mr.  Speal^r 
Mar  26,  840,  841,  842;  Questions,  Mr. 
Lane,  Mr.  Bradlaugb,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  28,  1032  ;  Qoestions,  Mr. 
John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Seeretarj  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Ajn'il  3,  1398 

Fi»h$ri4$—Piih€riei  at  Cattle  Connsll,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  The  Keoretarj  to 
the  IVeasury  Mar  25,  697,  698  ;  Sluiei 
OaUe  at  Killaloe,  Question,  Mr.  Cox ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  25,  697 

Landlord  and  Tenant — 
Arrears  of  Kent— Mr,  O.  A.  Moore,  Question, 
Mr.    J.    F.    X.     O'Brien  ;     Answer,    The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  29,  1143; 
AgMTil  1,  1240 

AuekttiU  Ettate,  Questions,  Mr.  Patriek 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  25, 724, 
725 

Ejention  Noticei—Mre.  Hindt*  Tenants, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  18, 
21,22 

Kenmare  Ettate -- Moonlighters,  Questions,  Mr. 
Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  22,  585, 536 

Matterene  Estate  ^Q,ueationt,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Rassell,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry,  Mar  28,  1002 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  5,  1713 

Flan  of  Campaign,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Ruisell,  Mr,  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  22,  538 

Ponsonby  Ettate,  Questions,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr. 
Cox ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  ifar  21,  375,  376 

Vandeleur  Estate,  Co,  Clare,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April 
8,  1783 
Evictions^  Battering  Ram,  Questions,  Mr. 
John  Morley,  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  8,  1798;  CTon^or^y— Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  AnHwer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar 
29,  1150  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretory  April  1,  1252  ; 
Questions ;  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  John  Lowiher,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  4,  1584  ,  Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  8,  1792;  Co,  iS^t^o— Questions,  Mr. 
Clancy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
April  4,  1571  ;  Education  Commissioner*! 
TounactUty  Ettate  *  Questions.  Mr.  Mao 
Neill  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar 
28,  1010;  Emergency  Mfn  and  Boycotting 
--County  KiUiare,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretory  i4— ••'  "   ^1^^  . 


UMLUSD^LandUrd  Mad  Tenant    oosit 

Faleemragk~(^^&siikm^  Mr.  "Marphj;  As* 
swer.  The  Chief  Seerotary  Jr«r  18,  S7, 28; 
KiUmkiU,  Coutsty  CUre  Qwriiw,  Mr. 
Cos  ;  Answer,  TIm  Chief  SMretary  A^  4, 
1578;  Michael  Dom/owmm^  EediydaroMe 
County  Cork,  Qoeetloo,  Mr.  SesUm;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Seeratarj  AprU  1, 1242; 
Otphsri  Estate— QoMiioo,  Hr.  Mm  KeOU 
Answer,  The  Chief  SeereUiy  Jl£ir  96, 7t9 ; 
QaesiioDS,  Mr.  Clan^,  Mr.  H.  J.  WDim^ 
Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Morky, 
Mr.  BnuHaogh,  Mr.  Mm  NeiU ;  Amtmn, 
The  Solicitor  GeBeral  for  Irelaiid  ,April  5, 
1704 
Labourers'  Ads  ^  Ardse  Board  of  Chtardians 
Qaettions,  Mr.  T.  W,  Rnsaell,  Mr.  QuUm ; 
Answers.  The  Solicitor  Genend  for  irtUn* 
April  2, 1378 

Land  Acts 
Adminittration  —  Fair    Remti  —  Abteykda 
Union,  Question,  Mr.  Lalor :  Anaww,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  f  1,  86^ 

Co,  Cavan^Originaiing  Ifotiees^  QnetUon 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer.  The  Chief  SMfttaiy 
April  8.  1790 

Ctriond  ForteseueU  Etiaie^OswUp  LmdK 
Question,  Mr.  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for   Ireland,  Mar  29» 

1147 
Rathdrum  Union,  Qoeetion,   Mr.  Brjne;^ 
Answer,  The  Chief  Seentary  ifor  22,. 
514,515 
SaU  of  Land  at  Listowel,  QaetUon,   Mr,. 
Sexton;    Answer,  The    Chief  Saeretaiy 
April  4,  1572 
Chief  Valuer,  Question,  Mr.  Bryne;  Aniwer,, 

The  Chief  Secretory  Mar  22,  514 
Mr.  Commitsioner  Oreen,  Question,  Mr.  Ua; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Irtland 
Mar  21,  393 
Sub'Commissioners^Cork    Union,    QttMUon,. 
Mr.  Lane ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Grenoml  for 
Ireland  Mar  18,  2021 
Land    Eetatet    Courts  —  Appaintmeni   sf  Mr^ 
Murphy,    Question,   Mr.   Leamy;   Answer^ 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  i, 
1563 
Land  Judget  Court  {Ireland) -^Irregular  Judg» 
ment.  Questions,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien;  An- 
swer,   The    Solicitor   General  for  IrtUnd 
Jfor  26,  836 
Land    Law— Return  of  Ejectment   Bills   ant 
Writs,   Question,    Mr.    Arthur  O'Connor r 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  IroUnd 
Jfar25,716 
Loans  to  Landlords  and  Tenants,  Qneation^ 
Mr.   O'Keeffe ;  Answer,   The  Seoratary  (o^ 
the  Treasury  Mar  29,  1144 
Purchase   of   Land^Retum,  Qoottion,  Mr* 
Wooton  Isaacson  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seoro- 
Ury  ilfar  28,  1029 
Potato  Crop,  Question,  Mr.   Mao  Neill,  Mr.. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland    Mar   18,  22,  23;  Questions,  Mr* 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chtoi 
Secretary  April  4,  1559 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Derry  Attizet-^  Trial    of   CanslaUs   M^Am- 
eany,    Questions,  Mr.   Mao  Neill,  Mr.  W» 
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IftBLAHD — Law  and  Juitiee  and  Foliee^-ooni, 

Redmond  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28, 
1011 

Document  RtkUing  to  the  PrivaU  Inquiry  into 
Fhcenix  Park  Murder iy  Questions,  Mr.  Mor- 
ley,  Mr.  Chance ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  22,  511 

Grand  Juries — County  Cork,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  22,  512,513 

Alleged  Malidoue  Burning  of  a  House  on  Pon- 
sonby  Setaie,  Question,  Mr.  Lane  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  28,  1013 

Imprisonment  in  Default  of  Bail  in  CastUrea 
District  (Co,  Roteommon),  Question,  Mr. 
Hayden ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Apnl  4.  1567 

Jurors,  Question,  Mr.  William  Corbet ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  22,  536, 
537  ;  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  18,  23, 
24 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lane  ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  26,  842, 
843 

Legal  Cfieers — The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire' 
land,  Question  Mr.  John  Ellis ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  21, 

377 

Poliee,  Alleged  Assault  by.  Question,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  22,  540 

Poliee — Compensation  for  lt\juries.  Question, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  Afar  28, 1005 

Poliee  at  Castledermott,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  22,  540, 
641 

Poliee  in  Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers.  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  29, 1145 

Poliee  at  Fermoy,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn  and 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  18,  24,  25  ;  Ques- 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  22,  537,  538  ;  Question,  Mr.  Flynn  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  i/ar  9,  141,  142 

Poliee  at  Oweedor,  Questions,  Mr.  MacNeill, 
Sir  J.  Swinburn;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  22,  508 
.  Police  Passes,  Questions,  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  18, 
31  ;  Questions,  Mr.  MacNeill,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  18,  92;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
O'Hea,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  Mar  21,  391,  392 

Process   Serving    in    Kilcar,   Question,    Mr. 

MacNeill ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 

lor  Ireland  Mar  18,  122 
Ratd  on  John  Harkin's  Souse,  Questions,  Mr. 

Blair,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  MacNeill  ,*  Answers, 

the  Chief  Secretory  Mar  22,  506,  507 
Westtneatk^ Extra     Poliee,     Question,    Mr. 

Donald  Salli?an  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 

Ury  Mar  18,17,18 
iiuarter   Sessions — Athlone,      Questions,     Mr. 

Uayden ;  Answers,    The    Chief    Secretary 

Mar    19,    131 ;   Qaestion,    Mr.    Uayden ; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Lnsland 

Mar  20,  253,  254 

l^iont. 


Irblaitd — Law  and  Justice  and  Poliee^oont, 

Local     Oovemment      Board  —  Belfast     Rate 

Collector,     Questions,    Mr.     Sexton,    Mr. 

Macartney  ;  Answer,   The  Chief  Secretary 

Apnl  8,  1788 
Local    Rates  —  Grants   in   aid,     Questions,. 

Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  April  2, 1391  ;  April  4,  157» 
Probate  Duties  and  Local  Taxation  —  Probate 

Duty     Grant    to    Ireland,  Question,    Mr. 

O'Keeffe;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Mar  25,  715 
Lunatic  Asylums  —  Board  of  Sligo  Asylum, 

Question,  Mr.  Conway  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

SecreUry  April  1,  1237 
Magistracy  —  Catholic      Magistrates —  Youghal 

and    Castlemartyr,    Question,    Mr.  Lane ; 

Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar   21,    374,   375;    Divisiiunal    Cotnmis^ 

sioners.  Questions,  Mr.  Ilealy,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  19,  134  ; 

Questions,  Mr.   Lane,  Mr.   T.  M.   Healy  ; 

Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mar    18,    18 ;    Question,     Mr.     Hayden  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  April  4,  1566 
Motion  for  Copy  of  Ofieial    Correspondence^ 

Relating  to  Appointment  of  Divisional  Com-^ 

missioners^{lir.  Sexton)  Mar  25,  812 

Resident  Magistrates 

MacOillieuddy,  Mr,  Francis  Eager,  Questions,. 
Mr.  O'Keeffe,  Mr.  llealy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  Mar  22,  534,  535 ;  Eomey 
Mr,,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  21,  402,403  ;  Quet»- 
tion,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  26, 836  ;  Captain 
Segrave,  Captain  CNiel,  Questions,  Sir  W. 
Haroourt,  Mr.  Sexton,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  An- 
swers, Baron  H.  de  Worms,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  19,  135,  136  ;  Questions,. 
Mr.  MacNeill,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  ^llis,. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt;  Answers,  Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Baron  H.  dQ  Worms,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  21,  370,  371,  372; 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  Baron 
H.  de  Worms  Mar  21,  396, 397 ;  Questions,. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  O'Hea;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  21,  409, 410 ;  Questions,  Mr.. 
Mac  Neili  ;  Answers,  T)ie  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  26,  853,  854 ;  Stack,  Mr,,  Questions,. 
Mr.  llealy,  Mr.  J.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary,  The  Solicitor-General  for 
Ireland  Mar  22,  53,  532,  533  ;  Questions,. 
Sir  H.  Da?ey ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  25.  710,  711 

National  JSdueation 

Portrush,  Question,  Sir  Charles  Lewis  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  25,  728,  729 

Queen's  College — Presidency,  Questions,  Mr. 
Summers,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  Mar  28,  1025 ;  Qaestion,  Sir 
Henry  Roscoe ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre* 
Ury  ApHl  4,  1596 

Teachers— Result  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Williann 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  21,  378 ;  Question,  Mr.  Crilly  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  19,  4U 
42 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Corbet :  Answer,  Thtt 
Chief  Secretary  April  1, 1226 
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Navy 
ContractM^Mett  Pork,  Qaeition,  Mr.  Lane ; 

Antwer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltjr 

Mar  22,  604,  50ff 
Medical  Offian — CommiUee  of  Inquiry,  Qaes- 

tiooi,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Marpbj ;  Annwers, 

The  Secretary  for  War  Mar  21,  385,  386 
Surveys,  Qoettion,  Mr.  Mulholland  ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  25, 708 
Parliament — Members  of  {Charges  and  AUega^ 

tions)---  The  Special  Commission — (^aottion, 

Mr.  Healj  ;  Answer,  The   Chief  Seoretarj 

Mar  21,   410,  411 :  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F. 

O'Brien,   Mr.   Sexton ;  Answer,  The   Chief 

Seoretarj  Mar  22,  530,  531 

Conduct  of  the  Attorney  General, — Personal 
Explanation, — Sir  Charles  Rossell  Mar  25, 
735  ;  Sir  R.  Webster,  575.  743,  753. 

John  Daly  and  Dr,  Gallagher,  Questions,  Mr. 
tlealy.  Sir  W.  Harcourt ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  21,  397,  398 

Members  oj  the  Royal  Constabulary  in  London, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilayden  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  4,  1568 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy,  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  21,  411 

Piers  and  Harbours — BaUycotton  Pier,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  19,  137,  138, 
139 

Ballyhalbert  Pier,  Question,  Colonel  Waring  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  %b,  722 

Penit  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Mahony  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  28, 
1003 :  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  April  1,  1232 

Foynes  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Murphy ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Mar  18,  28,  29  ;  Mar  22,  541 

Knoekadoum  Pier,  Questions,  Mr.  Lane, 
Dr:  Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  22,  504 

Poor  Law^Board  oj  Cfuardians 
Belfast — Bate    Collectors,     Questions,     Mr. 

Sexton,    Mr.    Macartney  ;    Answers,    The 

Chief  Secretary  April  8,  1788 
Belfast   Union  Stores,   Question,   Dr.    Fits- 

gerald ;     Answer,     The     Chief     Secretary 

April  i,  1570 

Carrick-^m-Suir  Union  ^Election  of  Guardians, 
Question,  Mr.  John  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  April  1,  1243 

Cavan,  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  April  4,  1588 

Clerks  of  Unions  and  Poor  Rate  Collectors, 
Questions,  Mr.  Patrick  Joseph  O'Brien ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Mar  18,  42,  43 

Dingle  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Kilbride  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  19,  127 

£nnis  Union  -^  Moonlighting  in  connection 
with  an  Election,  Questions,  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mr.  P.  J.  Power;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry  April  1,  1231 

MagherafeU  Union,  Question,  Mr.  IjCe; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  22,505, 
506 

[coiil. 


Ibelaitd — Povr  Law  Baord  of  Gwurdkuu    oaat 
North    DuhUn     Union,     Obserrationi,    Mr. 
Sexton.  Mr.  Healy,  and  the  Solieitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  Mar  18, 123 

Poor  Bate^Liability  for,  Qaeation,  Mr.  do 
Cobain;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seeielary 
Maris,  31,32 

Post  Ofioe 

Delivery  of  Letters  at  Auffhaeeukeif  Ce. 
Leitrim,  Question,  Mr.  Coowmy;  Aimrar, 
The  Postmaster  General  AprU  1 ,  1838 :  at 
Baravilla,  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Anivar, 
The  Postmaster  General  AprU  1«  1927 

Detention  of  Telegram  and  Letter^  QneekioBi^ 
Mr.  MacNeill ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seen- 
Urj  Mar  29,1165 

Travelling  Oficers^Bisk  Money,  Qaertoi, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Poil- 
master  General  Mar  21,  384 

Prison^Chaplains,  Questions,  Mr.  Mae  MeOl, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Solieitor  GeMiel 
for  Ireland  Mar  18,  10,  11 

Dr.   Barr—Letter    of,     Qneetioni^    Sir   W. 

Harcourt,    Mr.  T.    M.   Healy  ;    ikjumen, 

The  Chief  SecreUry,  The  Home  Seoretuy 

Mar  18,  36,  37 
New  Rules,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  0'GoDiior«  Mr. 

Morley;  Answers,  The  Speaker.  Tlie  OUftf 

SecreUry  April  4.  1598 

Surgeons,  Question,  Mr.  Idae  Neill:  AneweriThe 

Solicitor  General  for  IreUnd  Jfer  18,11,12 

Public  Meetings  ^Randalstowmt  Qoeetiott,  Mr. 

Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  Ohief  SeoreUiy 

April  8,  1790 

Public  JForks  (Board  of)— Drminam  {ArUHed), 
Question,  Mr.  Maoartney,  Mr.  Sesloiit 
Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SoHVlVf 
April  8,  1795  ;  Borrow  Drenmge  SekmU 
Question,  Mr.  W.  A.  Maodonald;  Aanpir, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  19,  IM^  UT: 
Shannon  Drainage  BiU^  Qneitioo,  Mr. 
O'Keeffe;  Answer,  The  Ohief  SoMtaiy 
Mar  22,  513,  514;  Lightkmm.  f«.— 
Bleetrieal  Communication,  Queitioe,  Mr. 
Johnston;  Answer,  The  OUef  gtoretaiy 
April  4,  1577  ;  PubUe  Werks^Commdmh* 
Questions,  Mr.  Marnm,  Mr.  GoiqrbMie; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mmr  St,  it7| 
528  , 

Registration  of  TitUs  Bill,  Qaertioi^  Mr 
Channing;  Answer,  The  SoUeilor  Geaml 
for  Ireland  Mar  28,  1027 

Science  and  Art  Mueeum^VieiUn,  Qairtioiit 
Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Viee 
of  the  Committee  of  Coaeeil  oa 
Mar  28,  1030 

Traffic  in  Ether,    Quection,    Mr. 

Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  Mar  IS,  TM, 
730 

Irish  Purchase  of  Land  Acta  Amnd- 
ment  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  18,  123  [BiU  16S] 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  NewingUm,  WrnhnHk 
County  Council— Street  Improfeaent^   Tit* 

713 
Supply— Buildings  of  the  Houeii  of  FhUh* 

ment,  1426, 1433 
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ISAAOSON,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Mam" 
UtBy  Stepney 
Chili— Nitrate  Loan,  731 
Ireland — Porobaae  of  Land  Iletam,  1029 
Peru — Peru? ian  Bondholder!,  $S,  34 

Jaokson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  y, 
CiTil   Serf  ice — Pension     and  SuperannaatiOQ 

Rules,  1557,  1508,  1798 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  BUI,  3a,  857 
Castoms — Mercbandiie  Marks  Aet,  731 
Offloers—Lirerpool,  34,  55,711 
Hours  of  Laboar,  1819 
Statistical    Department  —  SeTen    Hoars' 
Scheme,  730,731 
Friendlj  Societies— Rale  of  the  Royal  Lirer 

Friendly  Society,  1148 
Inland  Revenue— Wedding  Rings,  1250 
Ireland — Fisheries  —  Eel  Fisheries  —  Castle 
Connell,  698 
Sloioe  Gates  at  Killaloe,  697 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Loans  to,  1144 
Piers— Balbootton,  137,  138,  139 
Balljhalbert,  722 
Foynes,  28,  29, 541 
Fenit,  1003,  1233 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — The    Crown   v. 

Stefenson,  1709 
Middlesex  Land  Elegistry,  1562 
Parliament — Basiness  ot  the  House,  150, 170f 
171 
Hoase  of  Commons  Library,  1577 
Parliamentary  Printing,  380,  381 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Cables  to  the  Conti- 
nent, 1040 
Scotland — Fisheries — Salmon    Fisheries     in 

Infernesihire,  7,  8 
Supply— Civil  Serfices  and   ReTonae  Depart- 
ment, 261,  262 
Skye  Diiturbanoe,  83 
Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowanoet, 

203.  201,205,808,210,211 
Supplemenury  Land  Roglstry,  232,  233 
Surreys,  1900 

James,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  ^iiry,  Z«ii- 
eashire 
Trust  Funds  Infestment  Bill,2R.  1497 
Supply — Cif  il  Serf  ioes  and  ReTonue   Depart- 
ment, 628,  629,  633,  634 

Jeffbisb,    Mr.    A.   F.,  Hants,   Basing- 
stoke 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease,  1037 

JsNKiNQS,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stoekport 

Foreign  Affairs — Correspondence  between  Sir 

W.  Marriott  and  Sir  Edgar  Viooent,  10 
Middlesex  Und  Registry,  1562 
Supply — SuperannuatiOBS  and  Retired  Allow- 
anoes,  209 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8. 

Army  Annual  Bill,  Committee,  Add.  CI.,  1102 
Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  BiU,  Committte, 
1675 

{conU 


JoBvsTOv,  Mr.  W.— eonf. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot — 
Arrest  of  Father  Farrelly,  1234,  1236 
Lighthouses,   &o.— Eleotrieal    Commanl- 
cation,  1577 
Sootland— Sunday  Closing  Aet,  399 

Joint  Stoek  Companies 
Copy  ordered  of  Returns — Sir  M.  H.  Beaoh— 
Presented  to  lie  upon  the  Table  and  to  be 
Printed  Mar  28,  1046 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !•  *  Mar  21,  415     [Bill  166] 
Read  2«i/ar  28, 1109 
Considered  in  Committee  April  1,  1346 
Report  April  2,1439 


Justices  of  the  Peace  BUI 

e.  Ordered;  read  1**  Mar  28 


[Bill  176] 


Kay-Shtjttlbworth,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  XJ. 
J.,  Laneashire,   Clitheroe 
Supply^CiTil  Serfioe— Exoess,  249 

Kennawat,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Sonitm^ 

Africa— Zaniibar — Blockade,  43 
Sla? e  Trade,  894 

E[bnnt,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  8. 

Army — Medical  Officers — Inquiry,  848 
Supply— Cif  il  Serfices  and  Refenue  Depart- 
ment, 482 

KsNKY,  Mr.  M.  J.,  I\frone,  Mid, 
Supply— Surreys,  1897, 1898,  1899 

KiLBRiDB,  Mr.  D.,  Kefry,  8. 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Prooedaro  Aet— 
Carlow  Sentinel,  516 
Election  of  Guardians— Dingle  Union,  127 
Sapply— Cifil  Serf ioet  and  Refenue  Depart- 
ment, 567 

KncBBB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 
Inland  Refenue— Wedding  Rings,  1249,  1794 

KiMBBBLET,  Earl  of 
Army  (Annual;  Bills,  1695, 1696 
Indecent  AdfertisemenU  Bill,  2R,  1736 
Laroeoy   Aot    (1861)    Amendment    (Use    of 

Firearms)  Bill.  2 R,  1867,1770 
Licensing  Aet  (1872)  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

894 

Knatohbulii-Huoesskn,  Mr.  H.  T.,  ^eiUf 

Faversham 
Nafy— Dockyards— Working  Hoars,  132 

Knowlbs,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W, 
Horse  Flesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill,  1903 

EjriTTSVOBD,  Lord,  Secretary  of  State  for 
tMe  Colonies 
Colonial  Gonlbrwioo  (18S7),  67S 
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Labo(70HBbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
AfrioA  (South)  Gold  Fieldt—Rudd  ConoMsion, 

1715, 171C 
Lo  Bengula,  837,  838, 1384,  1386 
Gifil  Servioo  Pensions,  1797 
County  Councils — Elections  for  Cornwall,  1392 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  176 
Parliament,  Members  of  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission — 019,  758, 
1249 
Payment  of  Members,  1204 
Supply^  Civil  Serf  ices  and   Refenne  Depart- 
ments,    259,    260,  266,  286,  306,  319, 
823,619,620 
The  Special  Commission,  758 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1418,  1419,  1428, 

1436,  1886,  1893,  1894 
Marlborough  House,  877 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1056,  1063, 1071 
Royal  Palaces,  858,  859,  866 
Royal  Parks  and   Pleasure  Gardens,  881, 

885,  1073.1074,  1079,  1080 
Surveys,  1899,  1900 

Lahourern  {Ireland)  Acts,  1883-6 
Return  ordered  Mar  20,  256 


Lalob,  Mr.  R.,  Queen^s  Co,,  Leix 
Ireland — Irish     Land   Commissioners 
Rents— The  AbbeyUiz  Union,  376 


—  Fair 


Lamington,  Lord 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill,  1775 

National  Gallery,  1553 

National  Portrait  Gallery,  1120 

Metropolis — Public  Buildings — Personal  Ex- 
planation— Protestant  Cemetery  at  Rome, 
998 

Land  Law  (Lreland)  Act  1887  Amend- 
ment (Leaseholders)  B  il 

2R  April  4,  1678 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment (Leaseholders)  (No-  2)  Bill 

C,  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Mar  19        [Bill  165] 
Bill  withdrawn  •  April  4,  1670 

Land  R$gUtry — Middlesex  Land  Registry , 

Question,  Mr.  Jennings ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  April  4,  1562 

Land  Transfer  Bill  (No.  8) 

Appointment  of  Select  Committee,  Mar  18,  5 

Lake,  Mr.  W.  J,  Cork  Co,y  E, 

Argentine  Republic,  Emigration  to,  842, 1032 
Australia  (Western)  Chief  Justice  Onslow's 
Absence,  1031,  1148 
Mr.  Leake,  1148 
Ireland — Crimes  and   Outrages — Threatening 
Letters  by  Daniel  Murphy,  1013 — Land- 
lord and  Tenant— Ponsonby  Estate,  376 
1013 
Irish    Land    Commission  —  Sub-Commis- 
sioners— Cork  Unions,  20,  21 

wnt. 


Lavi,  Mr,  W.  J.— 0011^ 

Law  and  Justice  and    Poliee     Awfiw  * 
Munster,  843,  848 
Grand  Jories,  518 
Magistracy  ^DivisioiiAl   Oommiisionen,. 

18 
Catholic    Magistrates   in  Toaghal  and 
Castlemartyr,  874 
Piers  and  liarboort—Ballyoottoii  Pier,  137,. 
138  ;  Knookadown  Pier,  808 
Na?y  Contracts  ^Meas  Pork,  Iriah  and  Daa* 

Uh,  504 
Remofal  of  Wrecks  Act  (1877)  Amendmeiit 

Bill  2R.,  944 
Supply— CiTil  Senricea  and  Refenne  D^art» 
ment,  771 
Cifil  Services  (Ezceflses),  238, 248 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of 
Firearms)  Bill  ^,     ^^ 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1"*  JTor  25  (No.  80) 

Read2«  Jjm72, 1372 

Bill  Committed  to  Sunding  Committee  J|nrt{ 
8,  1766 

Laurie,  Colonel  B.  P.,  Bath 

NaTy—Contraots,  49 

Law  and  Justiob  Aim  Foligb  (Englahd 
AND  Wales) 

Assizes  —  Birminghcan  —  OuanUasu   of  ^ 
Wrought  Plate  Wedding  Ringt,  Qneatioii» 
Mr.  Kimber ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary  to  ti» 
Treasury  April  1, 1249     - 
Buckley  v,  Alexander^  Wedding  Bmge^  Qnee- 
tion,  Mr.  Kimber;  Anawer,  The  Seoretary 
to  the  Treasury  April  8,  1794 
County  and  Bormtgh  Poliee  Aet,  1856— Qnet- 
tion,  Mr.  Dugdale  ;    Answer,  The  flom» 
SeoreUry  April  4,  1581 
County   Courts    Jurisdiction,  Queetion,  Mr. 
Alfred  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Home  Seere* 
tary  Mar  26,  845 
Criminal  Law^Case  of  James  Taglar,  <inee» 
tion,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis;  Anawer,  The^ 
Home  Secreury  Mar  25,  709,  710 
Case  of  John  Witheyf  Question,  Mr.  Lewis 
Fry ;  Answer,  The  Home  Seeretnrf  of 
Sute  April  2,  1386 
Charge  of  AssauU  against  DeteeHve  Frosip. 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare;  Anaw«r»  Tli» 
Home  Secretary  April  2,  1387 
Reformatory  Sehoots—Sandeufs  in  comt^g* 
ing  hoys  thereto.  Question,  Mr.  Gony« 
beare;   Answer,  The    Home  Seeretuy 
Mar  29,  1 155 
Sentence  on  Elita  Cole  of  Cra/dley  SeeUh^ 
Question,    Mr.    Cuninghame    Grahams 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  of  Stat* 
April  5,  1703 
Detaining  a    Truncheon,   Qneationt    Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Home  Seore* 
Ury  Mar  21,  3U8 
Employers*  and  Workmen's  Aet,  1875—  Wmit* 
field,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;    Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  of  SUte  April  1, 1941 
Foreign  Journalists,   Question,  Mr.   Bryees 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Jfor  SI,  407» 
408,    409;     Question,     Earl    QranfUles 
Answer,  The  Marqoesa  of  Saliabniy  JCer  S9» 
493 
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Law  and    Justice  and  Pouob   (England    and 
WdUs)^eoui, 

**Frog*a  March  ** — Death  of  Samuel  Mahowy, 
Question,  Mr.  Piokersgill  ;  Answer.  Th« 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  Mar  37,  930,  931 ;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Piokersgill,  Mr.  Conjbeare,  Mr.  Can- 
ning ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
27,  989,  990,  991  ;  Qaestiou,  Mr.  Pickers- 

fill ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  of  State 
far  28,  1028  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill, 
Mr.  H.  Gardner,  Sir  W.  Foster ;  Answers, 
The  Home  SecreUry  Mar  29,  1U9 

Oamhling  at  Tatter saU*t,  Question,  Mr.  S* 
Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
19, 139 

Otm  Lieeneet,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert  Gar- 
dener ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
25,  702 

"Home  Rule"  Song  at  the  Troeadero,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  22,  506 

Magittraey  —  Licencing  Seetiom^  Question, 
Mr.  Maolare  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
J/ar26,  831,832 

Middlesex  Magistrates — Present  to  their  Clerk, 
Questions,  Mr.  Piokergill,  Mr.  liswson ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  April  5,  1709 

Carmarthenshire  Police  and  Mr.  Phillips, 
Question,  Mr.  EUndell :  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretory  Mar  28,  1029 

Payment  of  the  Police,  Question,  Mr.  Fellows  • 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  2,  1387 

Receiver  in  Bankruptcy  and  Registration 
Agents — Mr,  Knowle,  Question,  Mr.  Cony* 
beare  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ifar  29,  1155 

Sheriff  of  Nottingham,  Questions,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  18,  8,  9,  10 

Wales — Alleged  Perjury,  Questions,  Mr.  Dafid 
Thomas,  Mr.  T.  Ellis  ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretory  Mar  22,  509  ;  Merthyr— Superin- 
tendent of  Polieet  Questions,  Mr.  David 
Thomas,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  18,  18,  19  ;  Mar  25,  698. 
699 

Ijaw  Officers  of  the  Crown — The  Crown  v. 
Stevenson,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ; 
Answer,  The  Secretory  to  the  Treasury 
Aprils,  1708 

Special  Commission  —  The  Conduct  of  the 
Attorney  General  —  Personal  Explanation, 
Sir  Charles  Russell  Mar  25,  735,  737,  738  : 
Sir  R.  Webster,  575,  578,  743,  745,  758 

Law  Clerks  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^'^ApHl  5,  171     L^^^^  ^^O] 

Lawson,   Sir   W.,   Cumberland,    Cocker- 
mouth 
Licensing  Laws — Sheriff  of  Nottingham,  9 
Naval  Defence,  Committee,   1317,   1323,  1345, 

2  R.,  1655 
Navy— Stranding  of  H.M.S.  "  SulUn,"  1582 
Parliament — Business    of    the    Uoose,    886, 

1252 
Wales— Sunday  Closing  Act,  398 


Lawsojt,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8L  Paneras,  W^ 
Horse  Flesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill,  Committee^ 

1673 
Magistrates  (Middlesex) — Present    to   Clerk,. 

1709 
Sanitary  Laws  Amendment  and  Oonsolidatioa 

(Metropolis)  Bill,  1810 
Telegraphisto  (Central  Office),  1022 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry^  S. 
Ireland  —  Land     Law  —  Mr.    Commissioner 
Greer,  893 
Poor  Law — Arrangements  of — Magherafeli 
Union,  505 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1599 

LxAMY,  Mr.  E.,  Sliffo,  8. 
Ireland — Land  Estotes  Court — Appointment  of 

Mr.  Murphy,  1563 
Supply — Cifil  Services  and  Refenue  Depart-^ 
ment,  444 

Leaseiiolders'  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  April  5,  1721     [Bill  179J 

Lbfsybb,  Bight  Hon.  Q,  J,  Shawj  Brad* 
ford,  Central 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  738 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  1405,   1409,. 
1412,  1414 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1052,  1063, 1064, 

1070 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  882^ 
1078,  1082 

Lbthbbidqe,  Sir  R.,  Kensington,  i\r. 

India — Financial   Statement,    1889— Positioi> 
of  Silfcr — Currency  Question,  1383 

Supply— Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1068 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1086,. 
1087 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 
Ireland  —  National     Education  —  Portruab 
National  School  Monitor,  728,  729 

Lbwisham,  Kight  Hon.  Viscount  (Vice 
Ohamberlain    of  the  Household),. 
Zewieham 
Cattle  in  Transit,  539 

Contagious     Diseases   (Animals)    Act — Foot 
and  Mouth  Disease,  388,  931,  1037,  1810- 
Pleuronamonia,  537,  1708 

Licensing  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Bilt 

Of  0.  25) 

/.  Read  1»  •  Mar  18,  6 
2R.  Bill  withdrawn  Mar  26 

Liceneing  Laws 

Drunkenness  on  Sunday, Convictions,  Q,u.9Biion9^ 
Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary  for   the  Home   Department   Mar  25, 
700,  701 

Manchester  Justices,  Question,  Mr.  Caine ;. 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  18,  45 

Sheriff  of  Nottingham,  Questions,  Mr.  Johnr 
EUii,  Sir  Wiltrid  Lawson  ;  Answers,  Tfa» 
Home  Secretary  Mar  18,8,-9 
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ZiffhthousM  and  Lightships 

JBleetrical  Communication,  Qaeition,  Mr.  John- 
stone; Answer,  The  Chief  Seoretary  for 
Ireland  April  4,  1077 

lighthouses -^Orkney  and  Shetland,  Question, 
Mr.  Ljell ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  38,  1020 

LiHSBiOK,  Earl  of 

Railways— Orertime  Work  of  SerTanto«  1546 

Xitsrature,  Seisnoe,  and  Art 

Natumal  Onllery,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  18,  50;  Qnestions^  The  Earl 
of  Meath,  Lord  Lamingtoo,  Earl  Forteeoae  ; 
Answers,  Lord  Henniker  April  4,  1552 
J'fational  Portrait  OaXUry^  Questions,  Obser- 
Tations,  Viseount  Uardinge,  Lord  Laming- 
ton,  The  Earl  of  Milltown,  Lord  Sandhurst, 
Lorid  Henniker,  Visoount  Cranbrook  Mar 
29,  117 

Xoeal  Oovsrntnmt  Act 

County  CouneilB 

Boundary  t'ommistion,  Question,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Loeal  GoTernment  Board  Mar  26,  834 

£UstionMfor  Comvoall,  Questions,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere,  Mr.  Conybeare;  Answers,  The  Pre- 
eidentofthe  Local  Gofernment  Board  udfj^riV 
2,  1392 

£Uet%on  Expenses,  Question,  Mr.  Thomas 
Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Looal 
Gofemment  Board  Mar  18,  89 

Justices  for  London^ Fees  on  Appointment, 
Question,  Mr.  Norris  :  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  j^pril  1,  1245 

London  Street  Improvements,  Questions,  Mr. 
Isaacs,  Mr.  Halsey ;  Answers^  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Firth  Mar  25,  712,  713 

J^aymerU  0/  HoUee,  Question,  BCr.  Fellowes ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  2,  1887 

Police  Orantt  to  Counties,  Question,  Mr.  Dug- 
dale  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  AprU  4, 
1581 

Summone  to  Attend  Meetings,  Question,  Mr. 
Thomas  Ellis;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Loeal  Government  Board  April  8, 
1578 

KJounty  Councillor e^ Banker*  as  Councillors, 
Question,  Colonel  Lloyd  Anstruther ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  April  4,  1568 

JHstrict  Councils,  Question,  Major  Risch ; 
Answer,  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  99, 
1106 

LooAL  OoYERNMENT  BoARD — President 
{see  EiTCHiE,  Eight  Hon.  G.  T.) 

XiooAL  GoYBBNHBNT  BoABD — Secretary 
to  {see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Xocal  Oovernment  Board 

Dairies  and  Cowsheds,  Question,  Mr.  Cooh- 
rane-BaiUie  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
hoeaX  Government  Board  Mar  19,  125 

leoni. 


Local  Oovernment  J?oard— oont. 

Smallpom  at  Shefisld^Roport,  <^ii6atioii,  Mr. 
Theodore  Fry;  Answer,  The  President  ef 
the  Looal  Government  Board  AprU  4, 1556 

Vestry  Meeting  in  SufMk,  QoMtion,  Mr.  F, 
S.  Stevenson,  Mr.  H.  Gardner  ;  Ansvwi, 
The  President  of  the  Loeal  GovernaenI 
Board,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Gomaitloe 
of  Connoil  on  Education  AprU  i,  1560 

Local  OoTcmment  dreland)  Proviii0nal 
Orders  Bill 

e.  Read  3«*lfar  19,145 
Reported  April  B,  1783 

Local  Goyemment  Provisioiial  QrdAn 

(If  0. 1)  BiU 

c  Ordered ;  read  I'^^AprU  B,  1786    [BiU  189] 

Local  OoTemment  Provitioiial  Qrd«n 

(No.  2)  BiU 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  AprU  B,  1788  [BiU  183] 

Local  Oovemment  Proritional  Qrdtn 
(No.  3)  Bill 

0.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  ApHlB,  1786  [BiU  184] 

Local  Ooyernment  Proyisional  Ordorf 

(No.  4)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  AprU  B,  1786  [BUI  IBS] 

Local  Gk>Tenunent  (Scotland)  Bill 

0.  Motion  for  Leave  to  introdaoe  BUI  AprU  9^ 
1813 
Ordered ;  read  1*  •  AprU  8, 1877  [BUI  187] 

Local  Gk>Temment   (Scotlaad)  Sapple* 
mentary  ProviflionB  BiU 

0.  Motion  for  Leave  to  introdaoe  BiU  AprU  8l 
1818 
Ordered  ;  read  1<**  AprU  8, 1877  [BUi  188] 

Loeal   Bates -^Assistanee  from    tks  iin- 
perial  Exehequer 
Qaestion,    Col.  Nolan;    Answer,  The  CQuui* 
oellor  of  the  Exoheqaer  Mar  89,  1167 

Local  Taxation — Licences 
Qaestions,  The  Earl  of  Milltown,  Lord  Sftnilif 
of  Alderley ;  Aniwert,  Viaoonnt  Terriattoa 
April  6,  1698 

London    Coal   and    Wine   JDutia  —  8#- 
newal  of, 
(Question,  Sir   Joseph  Pease;    Answer,  The 
Lord  ot  the  Treaiory  Mar  85, 787 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.    (Secretary  to  ikm 
Local  GK>yemment  Board;,   1FM$, 
Deviwes 
Aldermen   (Ooanty  Connoils)  AboUtioo  BUI, 

8R.  988 
Poor  in  large  towns,  1471 
Sopply— Paoper  Lnnatioi— EmUad,  til 
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LoBD  Adyooatb,   The  {see  Bobbbtson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

LOBD  LiBUTBNANT  OF  IbBLAKD  —  Ohiof 

Secretary  to  the  {see  Balfoub,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

LoBD  PBEsiDBirr  OF  THB  OoxTiToiL  {see 
Obakbbook,  Viscount) 

LoBD  Privy  Seal  {see  Oadogan^  Earl) 

Lothian,  Marquess   of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Salmon  Fisheries  Legislation,  496 

LowTHEB,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  JTent,  Isle  of 
Thanet 

Ireland  Evictions — Olangorey  Estate,  Co.  KiU 

dare,  1587 
Foot  and  Month  Disease,  1 089 
Sapplj— Rojal  Parks  and   Pleasure  Gardens, 

1085,  1089,  1090,  1091,  1093 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen" 
rith 

Charitj  Commissioners  —  Colwich  Charities, 
406 

Edooation  Department—Risley  School  Foun- 
dation, 189,  140 

LuBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 596 


Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Committee  Mar  25,  679 

Report  April  4,  1540 

B«ad8»*  and  passed  April  5,  1692 


[BUI  9] 


Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  John  Corhett  \    Answer,    The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  1,  1247 

Lunacy — County  and    Borough    Lunatic 
Asylums  { England  and  W'ales) 
Return  ordered  April  4, 160 1 

Lybll  Mr.,   Orkney  and  Shetland 
Scotland — Lighthouses — Orkney  and  Shetland, 

1020 
Supply  —  Emigration    and    Colonliation    of 
Crofters  and  Cotters,227 

McArthub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Africa    (East    Coast)— British    Subjeoti    at 

Saadani,  14 
Africa  (South) — Lo  Bengula,  517 

Swaiiland,  1802 
Afriea     (West)  —  Gold      Coaat  —  Politieal 

Prisoners,  1808 
Post    Ofl9oe — Telegraph    Department —  Sur- 
charges on  Mr.  Luke's  Telegrams,  719 


Mo  Arthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall^  Mi^ 
St.  Austell 
Samoa — Oonferenee,  35 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1883 

Magabtnbt,  Mr.  W.  G.  E.,  Antrim,  8, 

Ireland— Board  of  Public   Works  and  Drain- 
age (Arterial),  1795 
Grimes  and  Outrages  —  Malicious  Damage 
to  Cabbages,  1227 
Moonlighting  at  Doora,  1231 
Dispensary     Houses  (Ireland)  Act  (1879) 

Amendment  Bill,  2R.  11 14,  1115,  1116 
Local   Government    Board  —  Belfast   Rate- 
Collectors,  1789 
Public  Meeting  at  Randalstown,  1790 
Traffic  in  Ether,  729 

MoOabthy,  Mr.  Juetin,  Londonderry 
Death  of  Mr.  John  Bright,  1175 

Maodonald,  Mr.  J.   H.    A.,  Edinburgh 
and  St»  AndreuPs   University^  Soot' 
land 
Scotland —Crofters'  Emigration,  401 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N, 

Ireland — Criminal    Law  and  Procedure  Act~^ 
Mr.  M« Hugh,  1148,  1244 

McDonald,  Dr.  B.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 

Supply — Emigration  of  Crofters,  Ac,  226,  280 

Maodonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,    Q^een^s  Co,, 
Ossory 
Ireland,  Barrow  Drainage  Scheme,  186,  137 
Criminal   Law  and    Procedure   Act — Nfr» 
Conlon,  1028 
Supply — House  of   Parliament,    1487<  1589 
1591, 1878,  1888 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  8.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 

Africa— Trial  of  Diniiulu,  181,  182 
Supply — Skye  Disturbances,  191 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Africa  (East)— British  Subjects.  14,  884 
Army  Annual  Bill  Committee,  Add.  CI.,  1101 
India-- Labour  in  Indian  Factories,  140 
Naval  Defence  Committee,  1310 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1491,  1492 
Wales — Sunday  Closing  Act,  898 

Maclitbe,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.B,,, 
Stretford 
Magistrates — Licensing  Sessions,  881 
Railway  Rates,  510,  1001 
Removal  of  Wrecks  Act  (1877)  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.  941 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G-.  S.,  Donegal,  8. 
Ireland — Board  of  Public  Works — Drainage 
(Arterial),  1795 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Ira* 
prisonment  and  Treatment  ^  Margaret 
CttU  and  Annie  Doherty,  1086 ;  Female 
Prisoners,  889,840  ;  Gweedor  Prisoners,, 
391,  788  :  Father  M^Fadden,  401, 1298, 
1896, 1576 
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Mao  NEiLLMr.  J.  G.  S. — eont, 

DeteDtion  of  Telegram  and  Letter,  1145 
Erictions— Olphert's  EtUte,  700  ;  Batter- 

lug  Ram,  1706,  1799  ;  Edaoation  Gom- 

missioDen*   Tounaoulty  Estate,  1010 
Potato  Crop,  20,  23,  1559,  1560 
Law,    Justice,    and    Police  —  Constable 

M'Aneamj,  1011 
Police  at  Gweedor,  508 
Police  Passes,  12 
Process  Serving  in  Kilcar.  22 
Raid  on  the  House  of  John  Harkins,  507 
Resident    Magistrates — Captain    Segrare, 

R.M.,  370,  371,396,  897,853,854 
Prison  Board,  10,  11 

Tost  Office— House  of  Commons — Re-dlrec- 
tion  of  Letters,  832 

Slave  Trade,  906 

Supplj — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 279 

HkIadden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland),  Duhlin  Univenity 
Ireland— 

Chief  Secretary's  Indisposition.  1389 

Colonel  Fortescue's  Estate,  County  Loath, 
1147 

Condon,  Mr.  P.,  1590,  1591 

ConsUble  M'Aneamj's  Trial,  1012 

Cork  Sub-Commissioners,  21 

Crime     and      Outrage— Mr.     and     Miss 
Creagh,  17,  373 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Arrests 
for  the  Murder  of  Inspector  Martin,  377 

Divisional  Commissioner,  18 

Farrelly,  Father,  988,  992 

Grand  Juries^Cork,  512,  513 

Gweedor  Prisoners,  390,  391 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  1390,  1718,  1719 

Jurors,  23,  24 

Labourers  Act^Ardee  Board    of   Guar- 
dians, 1379 

Land  Commissioners — Fair  Rents  Adminis- 
tration— Abbejlaiz  Union,  376 

Land  Estates  Court^Appointment  of  Mr. 
Murphy,  1563 

Land  Judges  Court,  836 

I^egal  OflBoers — The  Lord  Chanoellor,  377 

M'Fadden,  1386, 1577 

M'Hugh,  1144 

Magistracy  —  Catholic     Magistrates    in 
Toughal  and  Castlemartjr,  875 

Massereene  Estate,  1714, 1715 

Mr.  Commissioner  Greer,  393 

Mrs.    Hind's  Tenants — Ejeotion    Notices, 
21,22 

Munster  Assises,  843 

Number    of  Persons  Proceeded  Affainst, 
1708  ^ 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  1388 

Olphert  Estate— The  Battering  Ram,  1705, 
1706 

"Party  Emblems,"  834 

Police  at  Fermoy— Trespass  upon  Private 
Premises — Questions,  24,  25 

Polioe  in  Donegal,  1145,  1146 

Police  Passes,  12,  391,  392 

Ponsonby  Estate  and  the  Land  Corpora- 
tion, 375,  376 

PoUto  Crop,  22, 23 

Prison  Board,  10,11 


Maddin,  Mr.  D.  fL^-eoni. 

Prison  Surgeona,  19 

Process  Serving  in  Kflear,  2% 

Prosecotions  for  Cheering,  Ac..  538 

Quarter  Sesiiont— AtUoiM,  S54, 1S5S 

Rent,  Arrears  of, — Mr.  6.  A.  Moore^  1143 

Return  for  Recovery  of  Land,  715 

Suck,  Mr.,  533,  710,711 

Treatment  of  Priaonen,  883»  S84«  885. 

1380  ;  Female  Priaonen,  830,  840 
West  Meath  Eztrm  Poliee,  17, 18 
National  Edooation — National  Sehooli— Refoli 

Fees,  878 
Poor  Ijiw — Board  of  Gomrdiana  Narth  DnbUn 

Union,  128 
Purchase    of   Land  (Ireland)   Aots    Amand* 

ment  Bill,  2R.,  1677 
Registration  of  Tithes  Bill,  1037 
Supply — Civil  Servioea  (Exeoaeai)  252 

Civil  Servioes  and  Kevenna  DmNurtment. 
444 

Magutraey  {England  and  WMm)  Nomi" 
nation  of  County^  MayuiraU» 
Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis;    AnawtTy   Tba 
Home  Secretary  April  4,  1578 


Mahony,  Mr. 
Ireland— Piers   and    Harboon^Fenit 
1003 


Makins,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  Jb««jp,  8.  W. 

Marriage  with  a  Deoeaaed  Wife'a  Siator  (SMt- 
Und)  Bill  2R.,  1520 

Malta  —  Saluting    the   Banum    Catholic 
Bithop 
Question,   Mr.    Byron    Reed;    Anawer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  OokmiM  4#rtl  8. 
1783 

Marjobibanks,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Berwick* 
ahire 
Emigration  and  Immigration  (Foreignera)  812 
Removal  of  Wrecks  Act  (1877)  Amendmeal 

Bill,  2  a.  938 
Scotland— Fishery  Board — ^InorsMoof  SalariM 

of  OfflcerM,  1148 
Supply  —Emigration  of  Croften,  Ao.,  829 

Marlhorough    Roum^     Maini$ntmo$   and 
Repair  of 
Question,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertaon;  AniwoTi 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Worka  JKsr  28. 

1027 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sisteor 

(Scotland)  BiU  (No-  IS) 

e.  2K,,  April  Z,  m\ 

Correction  of  Error  in  the  Jonnisli  AarU  5» 

1699 

Marriott,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  BrigUen 

Army  Annual   Bill,  Committee^lOSSy  UOO, 
1105 
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liiABUM,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N, 

Africa  (West   Coast) —ImporUtion  of   Arms 

and  Ammunition,  8i5 
IrtUnd— Board     of     Publlo    Works— Royal 

Commission,  527 

Masteb  of  the  Eolls  (see  Esher,  Lord) 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham^  E, 
{   Burials  on  Sunday  in    Wales — Vicar  of  Lan- 
X>  arfon,  718 

Westminster  Abbej,  1809 
Coal  Mines  Regulations  Act,  389,  1714,  1809 
Certificates,  395 
Coal  Weighing,  389,  390 
Descent  and  Ascent,  13 
Pendwell  Colliery  Accident,  717,718 
Strafford    Main    Collieries — Dismissal    of 
Miners,  1804 
-County  and  Borough  Police  Act  (1856)  Section 
16  and  the  Local  Gofernment  Act  (1888), 
1581 
'Factory  Acts — Certifying  Surgeons,  1806 
Employment   by  a  Busband  of   bis   Wife, 
1143 
Fisheries — Boards  of  Conserfators,  400 
International  Conference  on  Labour  in  Manu- 
facturing Industries,  1580 
Iaw  and  Justice  and  Police — Assiies — Cardiff, 
James  Taylor,  710 
Case  of  John  Withey,  1387 
Charge  of  Assault  against  Detective  Frost, 

1388 
Detaining  a  Truncheon,  368 
Employes    and    Workmen's   Act     (1875) 

Wakefield  1241 
Female  Attendants  at  Police  Stations,  41 
Foreign  Journalists,  408,  409 
«' Frog's  March,"  989,  991.  1028, 1149 
Gambling  at  Tattersall's,  139 
<3nn  Licences — Joseph  Clark,  703 
•'  Home  Rule"  Song  at  the  "  Trocadero,'* 

506 
Police— Captain  Lindsay,  19,  20, 698,  699— 
Carmarthenshire  Police  and  Mr.  Phillips, 
1029— Payment  of  Police,  1387 
Reformatory  Schools — HandcuA  in  Con- 

f eying  Boys  thereto,  1155 
Sentence  on  Elixa  Cole  of  Cradley  Heath, 

1764 
Wales— Alleged  Penury,  509,  510 
Licensing  Laws-— Sheriff  of  Nottingham,  9,  10 
Leeds  Gaol— Roman  Catholic  Chaplain,  1338 
Magistracy — Nomination    of  County    Magis- 
trates, 1579 
Metropolis — Omnibus  Senrioes,  1 158 
Public  Meetings — Jewish  Unemployed,  52, 133, 

133 
Parliament — Members  (Char|[ea  and  Allega- 
tions)—Special  Commission,  55,  183,  134, 
254,  355,  356,  397,  898,   530,   531,  704, 
1016,1248,  1249 
Payment  of  Members,  1301,  1304 
Political  Meetings  in  Theatres,  1588 
Prisons— Portland  Prisons— Flogging  in,  1044 
Royal   College  of   Surgeons— New  Byelawt, 

1394 
^ale  of  Intoxicating  Liquor  on  Sundays  Bill, 
3R.  986 


Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H. — eoni. 

Supply — Civil  Serrioes  and  Rcfenue  Depart- 
ments, 375,  378,  379,  381,  383,  384,  385, 
286,  287,  292,  293,  313,  314,  315,  323 

Truck  Act— Alleged  Breaches  at  Barrowford, 
1395 

Wales— Sunday  Closing  Act,  399,  1339 

Tithe  Afritation — Cardiganshire  and  Pem- 
brokeshire— Application  for  the  Military, 
1397 
Penbryn,    538,   529,  530,   720,  731  1167, 
1333,  1568,  1805 
Penygarn,  400 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A   Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wigion 

Post  Office — Australia— Reduced  Rates,  835 
House    of    Commons  —  Re-direction    of 

Letters,  833,  833 
Official  Notices  concerning  Mails,  1380 
Scotland — Delivery  at  Tomatin,  6,  7 
Work  done  for  other  Departments,  1381 
Scotland — Fishery   Board — Trawling    in   the 
Clyde,  1378 

Maynb,   Admiral  B.  0.,  Pemhroks  and 
Mav0r/ordwsit 
NaTy — Dockyards— Hours  of  Labour,  1007 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Indecent  Advertisements  Bill,  3R.  1761 
National  Gallery,  1553, 1553,  1554 

Merchant  SMpping  (Tonnage)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Mar  18,  57      [Bill  163] 
Read  3*  AprU  4,  1670 

Merchant  Shipping  {Tonnage)  Bill 
Question,   Mr.   Sexton :   Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  The  Treasury  AprU  8,  1810 

Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill 

Motion  for  Instruction  to  Committee  Mar  25, 

683 
Bill  referred  to  Select  Committee  April  1, 

1333  ;  Instruction  to 'Committee  1336 

Metropolis 

M$trop6l\tan  Atylume  Board — Dr,  P,  H, 
MeKtUar,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Looal  GoTem- 
ment  Board  Mar  38, 1010 

Mitropolitan  Cemeteries,  Address  for  Return 
ApHl  8,  1783 

3iiddletew  Land  Registry,  Question,  Mr.  Jen- 
nings ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury April  4,  1563 

Omnibus  Mervieet,  Question,  Mr.  Cochrane- 
Baillie  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
39,  1158 

Parks^Oreenwieh  Park—  The  Manger*  s 
Lodge^  Queetion,  Mr.  Bradlaugb ;  Answer, 
The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  28. 

1007 ;  Riehmond  Park,  Questi*^ 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Firtt  Con 
Works  ifor  18,  15,  16 
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MiTBOPOUi — cont, 

FMie  BuUdingt^Weitmimier  HaU^Per- 
wnai  Ewplanaiion,  Lord  Lamin^iiy  Mar 
18,1 

Public  MeeUnffa—Jtwiih  Untmpl&yed,  Qaes- 
tioni,  Mr.  E.  Grabam ;  Aniwen,  The  Home 
SeoreUrj  Mar  18,  52 ;  Mar  19,  133, 183 

Polie4 

Charge  of  AttauU  agaiiut  Detective  Froii, 
Qaettioo,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answeri,  The 
Home  SeoreUrj  of  SUte  April  2,  1387 

Female  AtUndanU  at  Metropolitan  Police 
Stations,  QuettioD,  Mr.  Pickerigill ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Seoretarj  Mar  18,  41 

Report  of  Comtnieiioners,  Questions,  Mr. 
Rowlands,  Mr.  Staart ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
AprU  4,  1594 

RetumSf  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Aprils,  1808 

MiDDLBTON,  Viscount 

Honse  of  Lords  (Disoontinnanoe  of  Writs), 
2R.  851 

MiLLTowN,  Earl  of 

Laroeny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of 
Firearms)  Bill,  2R.  1349,  1363,  1371  ; 
Committee,  1766,  1775,  1776 

Local  Taxation — Licenses,  1697 

National  Portrait  Gallerj,  1120 

Mining  Royalties 
Royal  Commiision,  Question,  Mr.  Gonybeare  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy 
Mar  28,  1151 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 

Salmon  Fisheries  Legislation,  493 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King's  Co.,  Birr 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Committee,  1101 
Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  1430,  1431 
Marlborough  Honse,  872 
Poet  Office  Telegraphs,  1068 
Boyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  883 
Snppleroenury — Land  Registry,  232,  283 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  White- 

ehapel 
Army — Manufacturing  Departments  —  Small 

Arms  Factory — Workmen  and  the  Enfield 

Election,  1008 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1895 

Monte  Carlo 

Oamblinp  Table,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith; 
Answer,  The  Under  SeoreUry  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  25,  701 

MoBOAN,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Ben- 
highshtre,  E. 
Africa  (South  Coast)— Lo  Beogula,  838 
Burials  in  Westminster  Abbey,  1809 
Customs — The  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  731 
Navy— H. M.S.  "  Calliope  "  in  the  Hurricane 
at  Samoa,  1251 

\eont. 


MoBCAir,  Right  Hon.  6.  Osborne— ^onf. 

Parliament—  Kennington  Election — Members 

Writ,  53,  54 
Postmen  (City) — Hours  of  Attendanoe,  1061 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays  Bill, 

2R.  962 

MoBLET,  Earl  of 
Naval   and    Military    Departments  —  Royal 
Commission  on,  1138 

MoBLET,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Ninooastle-upon* 
Tyne 
Bright— The  late  Right  Hon  John,  931 
■  Custom  Officers — Hours  of  Labour,  1819 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Mr.  E.  Harrington  1390, 1575 
Evictions  —  The   Battering    Ram,    1706» 

1798, 1799 
I^w  and  Justice— Phoanix  Park  Murders 
Documents,  517 
Naval  Defence,  1345 
Parliamant — Business  of  the  House,  1151 
Members    of    Parliament    (Charges    and 
Allegations) — Special   Commission,  43» 
44,  255, 1015 
Payment  of  Members,  1208 
Poor  in  large  Towns,  1480 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  1598 
Private  Bill    Commissioners'  Bill,  1532 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 
ments,  270,  415,  424,  428,  686,  642,  645^ 
766 

Maroeeo 
Affairs  at  Tangier s,  Question,  Dr,  Cameron ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  19,  141  ;  Question,  Sir  R. 
Fowler;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Afibirs  Mar  22,518 

MowBBAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
University 
Private  Bill    Commissioners'  Bill,  1532 

MuLHOLLAND,  Mr.  H.  L.,  Londonderryr 

N. 

Irish   Public  Works  Commission  and  Naval 
Surveys,  707 

MuNDBLLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 

Brightside 
Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bill,  2R.  167^ 
Education— Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  507 

New  Education  Code,  1042 
Horse  Flesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill,  Committee 

1671 
India— Factories  Act,  1592 
National  Debt  Redemption,  491 
Sugar  Boanty  Convention,  1251 
S apply ~ Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 
ment,  489 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1437 

Mtjbphy,  Mr.  W.M.,i)ttWm,  St. Patrick's 

Ireland— Army  and  Navy— Medical  Officers — 
Representation  on  the  Committee  of  In* 
qniry,  386 
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MuRPUT,  Mr.  vy.  M. — Ireland — eont. 

Armj — Dublin  Barracks — Saoitary  Con- 
dition of,  378 

ETJctions—Faloarragh,  27.  28 

Piers  and  Harbours — Foyness  Pier,  28,29, 
541 

Supply — Ciril  Services  and  Revenao  De« 
partment,  452 

Napier  of  Maodala,  Lord 

Armj  (Annual)  Bill  211.  1545,  1692 

National  Debt  Redemption  Bill  (Ho- 170) 

Question,    Mr.   (I.  II.  Fowler;  Answer,    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  21,  412, 
413 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  21,  492 

Resolutions  Reported  and  agreed  to  Mar  22 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  lo*  Mar  22 

Resd  2«'*  Mar  28 

Committee  •  ^prt7  1,  1846  ;  April  4,  1665 

Read  S'**  and  passed  April  4,  1665 
/.  Read  !'•  April  5,  1698  [Bill  iNo.  39] 

Read  2**  April  8,  1779 

Naval  Defence 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  25, 774 ;  April  1, 
1263 
c.  Report  April  4, 1602 ;  April  8.  181 1 

Bill  presented   and   read  1**    April  8,    1811 

[Bill  1861 
Question,    Viscount    Corion  ;    Answer,    The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  6,  1811 


Navy 

Cardigan  Bay,  Question,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  21,  393,  394  ;  Mar  25,  721,  722 

Chart  of  the  Maltese  Islands,  Questions,  Sir 
Edward  Reed,  hir  W.  Lawson :  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  4, 
1582 

Contracts  ^Butter  and  Salt  Pork,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tory to  the  Admiralty  April  2,  1381 ;  Fork 
— Irish  and  Danish,  Question,  Mr.  Lane; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  22,501,505 

Defence  of  Forts,  Question,  Mr.  Atkinson  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if/ir  26,846,  847 

Discharge  of  fVorkmen,  Questions.  Mr.  Cony- 
beare,  Mr.  11  o well ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Mar  26,  847,  848  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  John  O'Connor ;  Answers,The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  The  Ciril  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  April  1,  1253;  April  2, 
1400;  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  April  2, 
1391,1393;  April  4,  1587 

Dockyards — Hours  of  Labour,  Question,  Mr. 
Knitchbull-Ilngesson ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  19,  132 ; 
Question,  Admiral  Mayoe;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  28,  1  007  ; 
Amendment  on  Committee  of  Supply  April 
6,  1760 

Egypt — Campaign  Decoration,  Qoestion,  The 
Earl  of  Strafford  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  tor  War  Mar  26,  826,  827 


Navy — eont. 

Embezelement    by   the   fate    Assistant    Pay* 
master  of  H.M.S,  **  Helicon,"  Question,  Mr. 
Piokersgill;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  April  4, 1564 
**  Established  "  and  **  Non^ Established  "  Men 
— Salaries  of  Officers,  Q,\ieBiion,  Mr.   Cony- 
beare;     Answers,    The   Secretory     to    the 
Admiralty,  ifar  29,  1163 
fi'ufi^^ Returns  Ordered  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 

ford)  Aprils,  1782 
Ireland — Public  Works  Commission  and  Naval 
Survey,  Question,  Mr.  Mulholiand  ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  25, 
707,  708 
Letters  for  Seamen,  Question,   Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton  ;   Answer,  The    Postmaster  General 
ifar  28,  1020 
Medical      OJi-ers — Committee      of    Inquiry, 
Question,  Mr.   ^eiton  ;  Answer,  the  Score, 
tary  for  War  Mar  21,  385,  386,  400 
Naval   <ind    Military    Departments  —  RoyaX 
Commissions  on.   Questions,   The    Earl    of 
Carnarron,  The  Earl  of  Morley ;    Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  War,  llie  Duke  of 
Cambridge  Mar  28,  1139;  Question,  Lord 
C.  Beresford  ;    Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  23,  728 
Naval  and  Military  Pensions — Commutation 
of,  Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretary  for  War  Mar  28,  1000 
Naval   Artillery     Volunteers    ~     Question, 
Viscount  Sidmouth  ;  Answer,  Lord  Elphin- 
stooe ;   ObservatiDns,  The  Earl  of   Ravens- 
worth  Mar  22,  495,  498,   500,  501  ;   Ques- 
tion,  Sir  Gkorge  Campbell ;    Answer,   The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  28,  1044^; 
Question,    Viscount     Sidmouth ;    Answers, 
Lord  Elphinstone  April  2,  1372 
New  Naval    Programme,  Questions,  Colonel 
Lawrie,    Sir  W.    Uarcourt ;    Answer,  The 
Financial    Secretary    to    the     War    Offio* 
Mar  18,  49 ;   Questions,  Lord  R.  Churchill, 
Mr.  R.  W.  Duff,  Lord  C.  Beresford  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretory  to  the    Admiralty  Mar  22, 
522,  523*:    Question,  Lord  C.    Beresford  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar   25,  725  ;  Question,  Sir  E.  J.    Reed  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  ihe   Admiralty 
Mar  28,  1033  ;  Question,  Sir  J.  Pease  ;  An- 
swer,   The  First  Lord    of    the    Admiralty 
Mar  28,  1044 
Naval    Ordnance    Vote— Expenditure    under ^ 
Question,  Mr.  Ilanbury  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  April  8,  1796 
Ordnance  —  Construction  of  Guns —  "  NilCf* 
and  *'  Trafalgar,**  Question,  Mr.  Gourley  : 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  21,  396 
Royal  Marine  Artillery,  Question,  Mr.    Bu- 
chanan ;   Answer,  The  First   Lord   of  the 
Admiralty  ifar  28,  1024 
Royal  Marines — Colonel  Crease* s  Scheme,  Ques- 
tion, Lord  R.  Churchill ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  22,  525 
Eoycd  Naval    Reserve ^    Question,    Sir  Geo. 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Apnl  4, 1674 

Ships — Designs  for  Proposed  new  Ships,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Uenry  Roscoe,  Sir  E.  J.  Reed  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Adminlty 
April  1,  1330 
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Navy— Mfi^ 

H.M,8,  **  Briton,*'  Questions,  Mr.  Piokers- 
gill,  Mr.  Ilowell :  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  April  i,  1665 

HM,S,  **  Calliope'*  in  the  Hurricane  at  Samoa, 
Qaestion,  Sir  George  Baden  Powell ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
AprU  2,  13S4  ;  Questions,  Sir  G.  Palmer, 
Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  :  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  First  Lord  of 
th(»  Admiralty  April  1,  1260 

JSM,S.  <*  Sultan,*'  Question,  Viscoant  Sid. 
month  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Mar  18.  2  ;  Questions,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reed  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Mar  18,  14,  16  ;  Mar  26,  716,  716  ; 
April  4,  1682  :  Question,  Sir  W.  Lawson  ; 
Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
jipril  4, 1682  :  Question,  Sir  John  Oolomb  ; 
Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Jfar  26,  716,716 

Neyillb,  Mr.  B.,  Liverpool,  Exchange 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill,  693 

I^ew  Zealand,  Postage  to 

Question,  Mr.  Ilenniker  Heaton ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General,  Mar  28, 1028 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  N. 

Ireland— Local    Kates,  Grants  in    Aid,  1891, 

1392,  1678 
Local   Rates — Assistance  from  the   Imperial 

Exchequer,  1162 
Parliament — Commons — New  Writ  for  Central 

Birmingham,  1698 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bin,  2R.  1676 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1880 

Nolan,  Mr.  J.,  I^uth,  N, 

Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rents 
— Colonel  Fortescue*s  Estate,  County  Louth, 
1147 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  870 

N0BRI8,  Mr.  E.  S..  Tower  JSamletSf  Lime- 

houee 
Local  Government  Act — Justices  for  London 

— Fees  on  Appointment,  1246 
Peru — Perurian  Bond  holders,  S3,  34 
Sugar  Bounties  Convention  Bill,  1043 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  868 

Norton,  Lord 

Education  Code,  1681,  1689 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill,  2R.  1364  ;  Committee,  1774 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Legisla- 
tion, 1142 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  8. 

Ireland — Estates — Arrears  of  Rent— Mr.  G. 
A.  Moore,  1143,   1240 
Ejectment  Notices— Mrs.  Hinds,  21 
Parliament — Members  of  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions) —  The     Special    Commission,     630 
631,  704,  706  1016,  1248 
Supply— Civil   Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 667, 668 


O'Bbisn,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N, 
Customs — Liverpool  Officers.  34,  36,  711 
Ireland  —  Estates  —  Ancktill    Estate     and 
Scottish  Provident  Institute,  724,  726 
Land  Judges  Court,  836 
Pat  liament— Members     of— Colonel     Hughes 
Uallett,  846 
Charges    and    Allegations — Special    Com- 
mission, 412,  710 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank— Cost  of  Manage- 
ment— Rate  of  Interest,  1164 


O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 

Ireland— Poor    Law — Clerks    of  Unions  and 

Poor  Rate  Collectors,  42,  48 
Post    Office — Telegraphs — Inspector    of    tha 

Gloucester  Office,  1009 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E, 
Ireland— Esutes— Return  of  Ejectment  Bills 
and  Writs,  716 
Police  in  Donegal,  1146 
Magistracy— Resident  ^Captain    Segrare, 
409,  410 
Supply — Civil  Servioes — Excesses,  246 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1098 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1484 
Vaccination  Acts,  1767 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary  S. 

Argentine  Republic— Emigration  to,  840,841, 

1033,  1398, 1399 
Dispensary    Houses     (Ireland)     Act    (1879 

Amendment  Bill,  2K.  1116 
Ireland— Army— Court  Martial  in  Cork,  639 
Contagious    Diseases     (Animals)     Act — 

Pleuro  Pneumonia,  1708 
Criminal    Law    and    Procedure  —  Prison 

Discipline,  383,  384,  886 
ETictions  —  Clangorey  Estate— Co.  Kil- 

dare,  1687 
Law    and    Justice    and    Police — Alleged 

Assault  by  the  Police,  640 
Poor  Law— Election  of  Guardians — Car- 

rick-on-Suir  Union,  1243 
Post     Office— Travelling     Officers'     Risk 
Money,  384 
Navy — Dockyards  —  Haubowliue —  Discharge 

of  Workmen.  1263,  1400 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1600 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  1698 
Sale  ol  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays    Bill, 

2EI.  069.  977,  981 
Supply — Civil  Service  and  Revenue   Depart- 
ment, 482 
Wales— Sunday  Closing  Act,  399 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Parliament — Members  of  (Charges  and   Alle- 
gations)—The  Special  Commission,  44 
Parliamentary      Elections  —  Government 
Contiacts,  64,  65 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menU,  309,  314,  323,  483,  484,  489,  667, 
668,  684,  686,  590,  591,  692,  695,  628,  629 
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O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 

Trelnnd  —  Criminal  Law  and  Prooedare  Act 
— Margaret  Cull  and  Annie  Doherty,  1037 

O'Hea,  Mr.  p.,  Donegal,  W, 

Ireland — Captain  Segrare,  R.M.,  410 

Police  Passes.  391. 392 
Soppl J— Houses  of  Parliament,  1886, 1889 

Sorve/s.  1902 

O'Keeffb,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick  City 
Argentine  Republic — Emiimtion  to,  840 
Ireland— Landlords   and   Tenants— Loans  to, 
1144 
Magistracy — Appointment  of  Mr.  Francis 

MacGilliouddy  Eager,  634,  835 
Navigation      and      Drainage  —  Shannon 

Drainage  Bill,  513 
Probate  Duties  and  Local  Taxation,  715 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.,  Roaoommonf  N, 

Law,  Justice,  and  Police — "  Frog's  March"— 
Deat^  of  Samuel  Mahoney,  990 

Oldroyd,  Mr.  Mark,  Dewshwry 
Education— New  Code,  1715 

Overhead  Wires 
Question,  Sir   6.    Campbell;    Answer,   The 
President  of  the  Local   Gofernment  Board 
April  8,  1797 

Pacific,    Islands    of   the — See     Southern 
Pacific 

Palmer,  Sir  0.  M.,  Durham ,  Jarrow 

Naral  Defence,  Committee,  1307 
Navy— H.M.S.  '*  Calliope"   in  the  hurricane 
at  Samoa,  1250 

Parker,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bills,  1865,  1875 

IParU'ament 

LORDS— 

Chairman  of  Committees 

Earl  Beauchamp,  appointed  temporary  Chair- 
man in  the  absence  of  the  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham and  Chandos  from  illness.  Mar  25,  657. 

Earl  of  Morley  appointed  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees r.  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and 
Chandos,  deceased  April  4,  1533 

The  late  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos^ 
the  late  Mr.  John  Bright^  Observations,  The 
Premier,  Earl    iranville  Mar  28,  993 

Business  of  the  House — Standing  Orders,  Re- 
port of  Amendments,  Mar  22,  495 

Standing  Orders  of  the  House — Point  of 
Order,  Women* s  Suffrage  Billy  Question, 
Lord  Denman  ;  Answer  The  Lord  Chancellor 
Aprils,  1779 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com* 
mi^^«««— appointed  April  5,  1698 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Earl  of  Portarlington's  claim  to  vote  for, 
April  5,  1683 

[ctmtt 


Paruamint — Lords — eont* 

New  Peers 
April  1 — E.  Cromartie — Francis  Sutherland. 
Leveson-Gower  Baron  Macleod, 
Baron  Castlebsven,  Viscount  Tar- 
bat,  and  Earl  of  Cromartie,  having 
succeeded  to  these  titles  on  the 
death  of  his  mother  Anne, 
Duchess  of  Sutherland,  bj  virtue 
of  a  special  limitation  contained 
in  a  Patent  bearing  date  the  21st 
day  of  October,  in  the  25th  year 
of  the  reign  of  Her  present  Majesty , 
introduced  in  the  usual  manner, 
1221 

COMMONS— 

Committee  of  Selection — Special  Report  Apri^ 
5,  1720 

Hbr  Majistt'b  Answer  to  thb  Addriss 
reported  Mar  18, 6 

Business  of  the  House  and  Public  Business,  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  18,  55, 
56;  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Sir  W.  Uarcourt  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Ifcur  19,  142  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Broadhnrst  ;  \nswer.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  25,  278  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  de  Cobain  ;  Answer,  The  First 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  21,  404,  405;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Boxton,  Mr.  Duff;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  22, 542, 548 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  25,  732,  733  ;  Observations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  I«awson,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  26,  886  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  27,  929 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  John  Morley  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ;  Observa- 
▼ations,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  29,  1 150  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Childers,  Sir  W.  Lawson ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April 
1,  1252;  Questions,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Gardner,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
Bartley,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  D.  Crawford,  Mr.  Cuning- 
hame  Graham,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power ;  Answers, 
Mr.  G.  J.  Goschen,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robert- 
son, Mr.  W.  U.  Smith  April  4,  1598  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Chief  Secretary 
lor  Ireland  i4jm/ 4,  1598;  Questions,  Mr. 
Ksslement,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Campboll- 
Bannerman ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  April  5,  1719 

Motion  to  give  Precedence  lo  Supplementary 
Estimates,  1888-9  ;  Excesses  1887-8  ;  Vote 
on  account  for  1889-('0,  and  Consolidated 
Fund  Bill,  Mar  19.  142 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 
Easter   Recess,   Questions,  Mr.   John    Ellis  ; 
Answer,  The  Uome  Secretary  April  1, 1247  ; 
Question,   Mr.   J.    E.  Ellis ;    Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  4,  1597. 

Morning  Siliingt,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  Um  Treasury  Mar  25,  738 
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Parliament —  Commons — eont. 

Journals  of  the  ffoute — Correction  of  Error 

April  5,  1699 
MtmboTM 

D4Mth  of  th$  Right  Hon,  John  Brighty  Ob- 
Mnrations,  The  First  l^rd  of  the  Treasury ; 
Mr.  J.  Morlej  Mar  37,  931  ;  Obserfations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasarj,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  The  Marqaess  of  Hartington, 
Mr.  Jastin  M'Carthj,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 
i/or  39,  1166 

Colon4l  Hughet'HcdUt,  Qnestions,  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasarj  Mar  36,  846 

Payment  of  Membert — Amendment  on  Com- 
mittee of  Snpplj  Mar  39 

New  Writs 

Mar  3— For  Middlesex  (Enfield  Difision),  in 
the  room  of  the  Right  Honoarable 
Wm.  Pleydell  Bouverie,  commonfj 
called  Viscount  Folkestone,  now 
Earl  of  Radnor,  called  op  to  the 
Hoose  of  Peers 

April  ^^  Central  Birmingham,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Cobb  :  Answer,  Viscount  Wolmer ; 
Notice  of  Motion  {Mr.  DiUvoyn) 
April  4, 1597 

April  5 — For  Birmingham  (Central  Division), 
in  the  room  of  the  room  of  the 
Right  Hon.  John  Bright,  deceased 

April  8~For  the  Boroogh  of  Rochester  in  the 
room  of  Col.  Francis  Chas.  Hughes- 
Hallett'Chiltern  Handreds,  1783 

Nino  Members  Swam 

Mar2\  —  Mark  Ilanbury  Beanfoy,  erqnire,  for 
Lambeth  (Kennington  Division) 

Mar  38 — Wro.  Mather,  esquire,  fnr  South  East 
Lancashire  (Gorton  Division) 

April  1 — Capt.  Henry  Ferryman  Bowles,  Co.  of 
Middlesex  (Enfield  Division) 

PRIVILEGE 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
—Imprisonment  of  Members — Letters  re- 
ceived by  Mr.  Speaker  as  to  Mr.  J.  R.  Cox, 
and  Mr.  D.  Kilbride,  AprU  8,  1780 

Irieh  Members  and  Police  Supervision,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  Wilson ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  19,  137 

Stewardship  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds — Colonel 
BugheS'Hallettf  Questions,  Mr.  Patrick 
0'  Brien,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  25,  717 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega^ 
lions) —  The  Special  Commission — MisceU 
laneous.  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  llealy,  and  Mr.  Clancy ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  18.  43, 
44,  45 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Sir  W.  Har- 
court :  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar 
18,  55;  Mar  19,  133,  134;  Questions, 
Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Morley ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  30,  354,  356,  356; 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Home 
SecreUry  Mar  31,  389  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy,  Sir  W.  Harcourt ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  31,  397,398;  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  T.  Healjr ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  31,  410,  411  ;  Questions, 
Mr.   Healy,  Mr.   Ellis,    Mr.    P.    O'Brien; 

[cant. 


Paruambht — Commons — Privilege — cont. 

Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  31,  41 U 
413;  Questions,  Mr.  Laboochere,  Mr» 
Healy,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers, 
The  Home  SecreUry  Mar  32,  519,  520,. 
531  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  33,  530,  531  ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Mar  35,  704 ;  Question, 
Mr.  J.  F.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  35,  705 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  MiXr  35,  710 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  36, 
836 :  Qaestion,  Mr.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  36,  851 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien:  Answers.  The 
Chief  Secretary,  The  Home  Secretary  of 
State  Mar  88,  1014  ;  Qnestions,  Mr.  J.  F. 
X.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Laboochere  ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary,  April  1,  1348; 
Question,  Mr.  Hayden;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  April  4,  1566 

Parliamentary  Printing,  Questions,  Mr*- 
Howell,  Mr.  Cuningbame  Graham  ;  Answers^ 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  31,  380,. 
381 

Printing  of  Returns,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Causton ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  4,  1593 

Palace  of  Westminster — Enlargement  of  iAr 
House  of  Commons,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Henry- 
Pease ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  AprU  3,  1377 

House  of  Commons  Library,  Qaestion,  Mr,. 
Corbet :  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  April  4,  1577 

Westminster  Hall,  Question,  Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  Mar  35,  699,  700  ;  Question,  Mr. 
de  Lisle;  Answer,  the  First  Commissioner 
ofWorkslfar39, 1151 

Constituencies,  Address  for  Return  —  (Mr, 
Thomas  Ellis)  Mar  35,734 

Pensions  to  Lords  of  Parliament,  Qnetttion,. 
Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  35,  737 

Request  for  the  Repetition  of  an  inaudible  An- 
swer^ Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  ifor  39,  1165 

Parliamentary  Elections^&ovan,  ^e. — Con- 
tracts, Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  18,  54,  65 

Kennington  Election — Absence  of  Members' 
Writ,  Questions,  Sir  William  Harcourt, 
Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker 
Mar  18,53,54 

Pabnell,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 
ment,  637,  649 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Aprils,  1813   [Bill  189] 

Partnership  Bill 

Ih  Adjourned  Mar  35,  810,  811      [Bill  151] 
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P&AS£y  Sir  J.   W.,    Durham,   Barnard 
Castle 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Act,  727 
Merchant  Shipping  Tonnage  Bill,  2R.  1609 
Kaval  Defence,  2R.  1640,  1645 
Naval  Programme,  1044 
Prifate  Bill  Oommitsioners  Bill,  15S2 
Sopplj— Post  OflBce  Telegraphs,  1063 
Vaccination  Aou,  1786,  1737,  1756 

X^sB,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

SUve  Trade,  898,  927 

Supplj — Houses  of  Parliament,  1891 

Pease,  Mr.  H.  F.,   York,  N,R.,  Cieve- 
land 
Parliament — Enlargement    of   the   House  of 
Commons,  1377 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (sse  Spsakeb, 
The) 

Pelly,  Sir  L.,  Hackney,  JV. 
Slare  Trade,  907 

JRenaione 

Faytnent  through  the  Post  Ofiee,  Question, 
Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  1,  1232 

Peipetuai  Fentiotu,  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  ot  the 
Treasurj  Mar  25,  726,  727  ;  April  4,  1592 

£eru 
Bondholdert,    Questions,    Mr.    Norris,     Mr. 
Isaacson ;    Answers,  The   Under   Seoretarj 
ot  :)tate  tor  Foreign  Affairs  Afar  18,  33,  84 

Phiupps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Supply — Houses  ot  Parliament,  lo92,  1893 
Kojral      Parks    and     Pleasure     Gardens, 
1083,   1091 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,  York,  W.  R,,  Norman- 
ton 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Acts,  389,  1805 
Coal  Weighing,  389,  390 
Strafford  Main  Collieries — Dismissal  of  Miners, 
li504 

PiCKEBSOiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 

Armj  Annual  Bill,  3R.  1347 

Bahama  Islands — Chief  Justice,  57 

Customs  —  Inland     Refenue  —  Transfer     of 

duties  from  Great  Winchester  Street,  381 
friendly  Societies — Rale  of  the  Royal  Lifer 

Friendly  Society,  1147 
Horse  Flesh  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill,  Committee, 

1679,  1671 
i^w.  Justice,  and    Police — *'  Frog's   March  *' 
Death  of  Samuel  Mahoaey,  930,  931,   989, 
990.  1U28,  1149.1150 
Police   Stations — Female    Attendants,  41 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown— The  Crown  v. 

Stevenson,  1708,  1709 
Magistrates,  Middleeex  —  Preaeoi  to  their 
Clerk,  1709 

leonL 


PioKBBsaiLL,  Mr.  E.  H. — eoiU, 

Metropolitan    Asylums  Board  —  Dr.    P.    H. 

M'Kellar,  1010 
Naval  Defence— Committee,  1341,2a.  1647 
Navy —Embeitlement   by  the  late    Assistant 
Paymaster  of  Il.M.S.  **  Helicon,"  1564, 1565 
Ships—U.M.S.  "  Briton,"  1565 
Supply— Post  OtBoe  Telegraphs,  1048,  1049, 
1050,  1063 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  879 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leieeeter 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1.)  Bill,  311.  856 
Naval  Defence.  1344 
Sugar  Bounties,  407 
Sugar  Convention,  519 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  871 
Vaecination  Acts,  1721,  1741,  1742,  1755 

Pier  and  Haboor  Provisional    Orders 
(No.  1  Bill) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  April  8,  1786    [Bill  181] 

PiNKE&TON,  Mr.  J.,  Qaltcay 

Post  Office —  I  elegraph  Department — Sab- 
marine  Telegraph  Company's  employes, 
380 

Playfaib,    Right    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
Leeds,  S. 
Vaccination  Acts,  1744 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  Wolverhampton,  W. 
Naval  Defence,  1812 

Plunkbt,   Right   Hon.    D.    R.    (First 
Commissioner  of    Works)    Dublin 
Univeratty 
Questions^ 

Marlborough    lloose  —  Maintenance    and 

Repair  of,  1028 
Parks —Greenwich     Park — The    Ranger's 

Lodge,  lu08 
Richmond  Park,  15,  16 
Parliament —  Enlargement  of  the  House  ot 

Commons,  1378 
Westminster  Hall,  699,  700.  1154 
Scotland —  Ordnance  Survey,  1244 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 

menu,  264,  266,  268 
Houses  ot  Parliament,  1420,  1422,   1481, 

1433,   1535,    1436,     1437,    1879,    1887, 

1888.  1889,  1890.  1892,  1895,  1806 
Marlborough  House,  1095,  1096 
Royal  Palaces,  859,  863,  870,  871,  873, 

873,  875,  876,  878,  879 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  881, 

882,   883,  884,  1074,  1075,  1076,  1079, 

1080,  1087,  1092, 1093,  1094 

Political  Meetings  in  Theatres 

(^estion,  Mr.  Caostoo  ;  Answer,  The  Seore* 
ury  of  Sute  for  the  Home  Department 
April  4,  1588 

Poor  in  Large  Towns 

Motion,  April  2,  1439;  April  4,  1680; 
Dtbate  adjoaroed 
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Foot  Law — Ouardians  of 

St,  Leonard's  ShoredUeft  Schools  and  the  Sdu- 
cation  Department,  QuestioDS,  Mr.  James 
Staart:  Aniweri,  The  President  of  the 
Looal  Government  Board  Jfar  28,  1045 
Relieving  Officer,  Dereham,  Qoettiont,  Mr. 
Conyfaieare  ;  Aniwer,  The  Preeident  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Mar  22,  642 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Mar  22,  543    [Bill  159] 

Foit  Office 
Australia 

Delay    in  Mails,  QneBtiou,  Mr.   Uenniker 
Hcaton;  Antirer,The  Pottmaeter  General 
Mar  26,  708,  709 
Ofieial  Notices,  Question,  Mr.   Henniker 
ileaton ;  Answer,  a  Lord  ot   the  Trea- 
sury April  2,  1380 
Post  Cards,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Bea- 
ton ;  Annwer,  The    Postmaster  General 
Mar  18,  26 
Reduced  Rates  of  Hostage,  Qoestion,  Mr 
Henniker  Ileaton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell  Mar  26,  835 
Circulars    and    Book    Packets,     Questions, 
Mr.  Uenniker  Ileaton  ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  Mar  21,  395 
Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Galdwall ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  Mar  28,  K»08 
Mouse  of  Commons — De-direction  of  Letters, 
Questions,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mr.  Mao  Neill : 
Answer,  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  26, 
832,  833 
India — Delay  in  iMiers  for  Scotland  and  Ire^ 
land,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Ueston  ;  An- 
swer, The  P-'htmaster  General  Mar  25,  708, 
709 

Ireland 

Delivery   of   Letters  at  Aughacashel,   Co, 
Leitrim,  Question,  Mr.  Conway ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  April  1,  1238 
At  Barravilla,  Question,  Mr.Qilhooly;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  1, 
1227 
Detention  of  Telegram  and  Letter,  Question, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Answers,  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary Mar  29,  1165;   Questions,  Mr. 
Mmc  Neill ;   Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  April  \,  1239 
Letters — Conveyance  by  Railway   Companies, 
Question,   Mr.   D.  Thomas ;    Answer,   The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  28,  1019 
Letters  for  Seamen,  Question,  Mr.  Uenniker 
Heaton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  28,  1020 
Kew  Zealand,  Postage  to.  Question,  Mr.  Hen- 
niker   Heaton  ;    Answer,  The    Postmaster 
General  Mar  28,  1023 
Parcel    Post^  Trade    Charges    on    Delivery, 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answer,  'Ihe   Post- 
master General  Mat  21,  365 
Pensions,  Payment  of,  Question,  Mr.   Sum- 
mers;    Answer,   The    Postmaster   General 
April  1, 1232 
Postcards,  Official,  Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont, 
Mr.  Uenniker  Ileaton,  Mr.   Hanburj,  Mr. 
Graham,    Mr.     Bartley :     Answers,     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  AprU  5, 1609 

[cent. 


Post  Office— cofki. 

Postcard  Stamps,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  AprU  8, 
1786 

Postmen — City  Postmen—Hours  of  Attend* 
anes.  Question,  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  April  4, 
1561  ; — Petition  by  London  and  Suburban 
Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  April  4, 
1584 

RegisteredLetters— Trade  Charges  for  Delivery, 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answer,  The  Poet- 
master  General  Mar  2 1 ,  365 

Travelling  Officers  Risk  Money  in  Ireland, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Th» 
Postmaster  General  Mar  21,  384 

Savings  Banks 

Arrears  o/fFi^r A:, Question,  Mr.  James  Row- 
lands ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  21,  395 

Cost  of  Management —Rate  of  Interest, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  29,  1 164 

Emtra  Work,  Question,  Mr.  James  How- 
lands  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
April  \,  1247 :  Question,  Mr.  Jamen  Row- 
lands  :  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 
Apnl  8,  1802 

Return  Ordered,  Mar  25,  734 

Trade  Societies,  Question,  Mr.  Howell :  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Mar  19^ 
129,  130 

Scotland — Invemessshire,  Question,  Mr.  Fra* 
■er- Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  a  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  18,  6,7 

Telegraphs 

Cables  to  the  Continent,  Question,  Sir  Geo. 
Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Seore* 
Ury  to  the  Treasury  Mar  28,  1039 

Central  Telegraph  Office — Telegraphists, 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
PostmasUr  General  Mar  2»,  1022  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  29,  1156 

Clerks,  Questions,  Baron  tie  Rothschild,. 
Mr.  Caldwell;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  April  5,  1710 

Resignation  of  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Cony- 
beare :  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
April  4,  1584 

Inspector  of  the  Oloucester  Office,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  i'ost- 
master  General  Mar  28, 1009 

Submarine    Telegraph   Cable,  Copj  of  ex* 
planatory  Memorandum  ordered  Mar  25,. 
81i 

Submarine  Telegraph  Company*s  Employes,. 
Question,  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  21,  380 

Surcharges  on  Mr,  Luke's  Telegrams  to  the 
United  States   and  Canada,  Questions,. 
Mr.  William  McArthur ;    Answer,  The 
Postmiister  General  Mar  25,  719 

Tr<Mde    Wages — Dismissal  of  Workmen  in 
the    Leather   Department  of  the  Postal 
Telegraph  Stores,  Questions,  Mr.  James. 
Rowlands;    Answers,    The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  2\,  382.  883 
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Post  Office —  TeUffraphi^oont, 

West  Indies^Postal  and  Telegraph  Com' 
munications  between  Burmada  and 
Halifax,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Wat- 
kin  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  21,  888,  389 

Work  done  for  Other  Departments^  Question, 
Mr.  Elenniker  lleaton ;  Answer,  A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  April  2,  1381 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  8.,  Wigan 
Education— New  Code,  732 
Supplj — Emigration  of  Crofters,  Ac.,  216 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Wat$rford,  E, 

Ireland — Crimes  and  Outrages — Moonlighting 

at  Doora,  1232 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Qouse,  1601 

Power,  Mr.  R.,  Waterford 

Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1889 

Prime  Minister  {see  SALisBUBYy  Mar" 
quess  of) 

Prisoners  {Ireland)  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  J.  Morlej  ; 
Answers,  The  Speaker,  The  Chief  Seoretarj 
for  Ireland  April  4,  1598 

Prisons  (England  and  Wales) 

Chatham—  Visits  to  John  Daly,  Questions,  Mr. 
Ilealj,  Sir  W.  Harcourt ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretarj  Mar  18,  55  ;  Mar  19,  133, 
134  ;  Questions,  Mr.  llealj,  Mr.  Morlej ; 
Answers,  The  Uome  Secretary  Mar  20,  254, 
255,  256 

Leeds — Roman  Catholic  Chaplain,  Question, 
Mr.  Conway  ;  Answer,  Th«  Home  Secretary 
April  1,  1238 

Portland  Prison — Flogging,  Question,  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Uome  Secre- 
tary ifar  28,  1044 

Prisons  (Ireland)  see  Ireland  Prisons 
Private  Bill  Commissioners  Bill  ( No.  155) 

Questions,  Mr.  Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
Sir  J.  Mowbray,  dir  J.  Pease  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  o(  the  Treasury  April  3,  1532 

Private  BUls  (Scotland)  Bill 

Motion  for  Leave  to  introduce  Bill  April  9, 
1813 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  \^^  April  8,  1878  [Bill  190] 

Proyand,   Mr.  A.  D.,    Glasgow,  Black' 

friars,  ^e. 
Supply — Ciril   Service  (Supplementary   Esti- 
mates)«The  Skye  Disturbances,  189  ' 

Public  Houses  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Bill  (No.  148) 
Motion  for  2* ;  debate  adjoomod  April  4,  1578 


Public  Libraries  Act  (1885)  Amendmeut 

Bill  (No.  82) 

2R.  Mar  36,  928 

PuLESTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Naval  Defence  Committee,  1331 
Supply— Post  office  Telegraphs,  1064,  1070 

Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  (No.  163) 
0.  Read  2«  ApHl  4,  1676 

Raikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Camhridgs  University 
QucBtioos — 

Australian  Mails^ Route  and  Delay,  708, 

709 
Circular  and  Book  Packets,  895 
Clerks,  1009 

India— Mails- Delay,  708,  709 
Ireland— Delifcry    of   Letters    at  Augha- 

cashel,  Co.   Leitrim,  1238;— DeliTery  of 

LetUrs  at  Baurafilia,  1227 
Letters— Con feyance    by    Railway    Com- 
panies, 1019 
Letters  for  Seamen,  10^0 
Pensions  Payment,  1232 
Pottage  to  New  Zealand,  1023 
Post  Card  Stamps,  1786 
Postmen,    City— Hours     of     Attendance, 

1562  ;— Petition  by  L  ndon  and  Suburban 

Postmen,  1584 
Registered  Letters  —  TraTelling    Offioert 

Risk  Money— Ireland,  384 
Safings  Bank   Department — Extra  Work, 

395, 1248,  1802 
Trade  Societies,  130 

Telegraphs— Central  Office    Telegraphists, 
1022,  1156 

Clerks,  1710,  1711 

Inspector  of  Gloucester  Office,  1009 

Resignation  of  Clerks,  1584 

Surcharges  on    Mr.   Luke's  Telegrams, 
719 

Submarine   Telegraph  Company's    Em* 
ploy6s.  380 
Trade    Charges — Parcels  and    Registered 

Letters,  365 
Trade    Wages — Dismissal    of  Workmen— 

PosUl  Telegraph  Stores,  388 
West  Indies— PosUl  and  Telegraphic  Com- 
munication    between     Bermuda      and 

Halifax,  388 
Supply — Revenue     Department — Post    Offico 
Telegraphs,  1057,  1063,1066,  1071. 1072 

Railways  (England  and  Wales) 

Le9el  Crossings  at  AbertilUry,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Warmington  ;  Answer,  The  Precident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  28, 1017 

Overtims--  Work  of  Servants,  Question,  Earl 
do  la  Warr  :  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Limerick 
April  I,  1546 

Rous,  Questions,  Earl  Compton,  Mr.  Watt» 
Sir  E.  Birkbeok ;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  J^or  21.  866,  367; 
Qooetions,  Mr.  Bartley ;  Answort,  The 
Preeidont  of  the  Board  of  Tradt  Apnl  S, 
1785  ;  QoMtion,  Mr.  Maelaro  ;  Answtr,  Tht 
PfwideDt  of  the  Board  of  Tradt  Mar  32» 
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Railways — England  and  WoIh — oont. 

610  ;  Mar  38.  1001  ;  Question,  Mr  Caine  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  28.  1040  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Ainslie  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  91,  404  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Finch  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  18,  35,  36  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  18,  40,  41  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  28.  1026  ; 
Qm^ntion,  Mr.  Watt  ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  April  4,  1580 

Railway   Shareholders  (Licensiii?  Ses- 
sions) Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  •  Mar  26,  855     [Bill  172] 

Rakdell,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan^   Oower 
Law  and  Police — Carmarthenshire  Police  and 
Mr.  Phillips,  1 029 

Rankin,    Mr.    J.,    Herefordshire^    Leo- 
minster 
Contagious    Diseases  (Animals)    Act— Dutch 

Cattle,  387,388 
Education — New  Code — Section  15— Botany, 

1 576 
Scotland— Crofters'  Emigration,  1505 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  8,E, 
Argentine  Repuhlic,  Emigration  to,  1711 
District  Councils,  1166 
Parliament — Payment  of  Members,  1220 
RemoTal  of  Wrecks  Act   (1887)  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.  943 

Rathbonb,     Mr.     W.,     Carnarvonshire, 

Arfon 
Meisey  Docks  aud  Ilarbour  Board  Bill,  690 

Ravknsworth,  Earl  of 

Naral  Volunteers,  500 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford,  N, 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Mr.  Stack, 
533 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 605,  608,  615 

Redmond,  Mr.  "W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N. 

Ireland — Army — Court  Martial,  539 

Assises — Trial  of  Constable  M'Aneamy  at 

Derry.  1012 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Father 

Farrelly.  992 
Evictions  —  Compensation    for   Injuries, 

1005 
Exclusion  of  the  Press,  1031 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 445,  448.  449,  488.  768.  772 

Rkkd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Naval  Defence*  801.  806 

Committee,  12Si.  I2S4.  ISOi,  1334»  13W. 
133^.  1I»U 
Naval  IVv«ramsa»-N««  Sbifs^  1933 
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Rbid,  Sir  E.  i,^eatU, 

Nary  —  Ships  —  Designs  for    proposed    New 
Ships,  1930 
I1.M.S.  •<  SulUn,"  14.  15,  716,  1582 


Reed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  B. 
Ireland — Divisional  Commission.  8 IS 
Malta— Saluting  the  Bishop,  1783 
Supply — Civil  i^ervioe  Estimatas.  1811 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  Bills,  1808 

Reformatory   and   Industrial    Schools 
BiU 

/.  Presented  ;  read  1>  •  April  8, 1778    [BiU  15 

Reformatory      and     Induiirial      Sehoolt 

Legislation 
Question,  Lord   Norton  ;  A.nsvor,  The    Pay- 
master  General  Mar  29, 1142 

Reformatory  Schools  Bill 

/.  Presented ;  read  I**  April  2  [BUI  36.] 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Bumfiriei,  ^c. 

Poor  in  large  towns,  1450 

Removal  of  Wrecks  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (No.  3) 

e.  Order  for  2«  after  Debate  read  Mar  27,  MS 
Considered  in  Committee  il|»rtl  8,  1902 

RiPOK,  Marquess  of 

Army— Discipline — Private  Oollins,  8S8 

RiTOHiB,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (Preodenk 
of  the  Local  GK>Teniment  Board), 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Gawrgift 
Education    Department—Poor    Law   SehoolB, 

1045 
Emigration,    Motion   for    Select  Ci 

1680 
Horseflesh  (Sale  for  Food)  BiU>C< 

1674,  167S 

Local  Government  (EngUad  and  Walee)  A«t 
(1888)— County    CoaMil»— Elcetm    of 
'Bankers,  1568 
Boundary  Commissioa,  8S4 
Dairies  and  Cowsheds,  I2S 
Election  Expenses,  39 
Elections  tor  Cornwall,  IStl;  ISSS 
Msgistrates,  Middleeez— Piweat  to  tlttir 

Clerk,  1710 
Metropoliun   Asylams  BoMdi    Dr.  P.  H. 

M'Kellar,  1010 
OTerbead  Wires,  1797 
Poor  in  large  towns,  1479  1480 
Summons  to  attend  Meetings,  UTS 
Vestry  Meeting   at  SehooUreei  at  l^y% 
Suffolk.  1561 
Poor   Law— RelieTing  Oflksr.  DssshsM.  i4| 
Sanitary   Laws  AmendaeBt   a»i  CsBBsHii 

lioo  (Metropolis)  Bill,  1811 
SmaUpox  at  SbefteM,  18M 
Vaccination    Acts,   1735,   ITM^   ITST.  1741, 
1749,  17M»  1760 
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ItoBEBTs,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  Sec. 

Fishing  Boards— The  Boards  of  GonserTatort 
o(  Fishery  Districts,  399,  400 

EoBEBTS,    Mr.    J.    B.,     Carnarvon»h%re, 
EiJUm 
Tithe  Agitation — Distraints— Caroarfooshire, 
848 

EoBEBTSON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Educational     Endowments     (Scotland)      Act, 

1882~Morffan  Hospital,  Dundee,  1908 
Rojral  Grants,  45 

Supp.j — Marlborough   House,  873,  876,  878, 
1027,  1094 
Skjre  Disturbance,  78,  83 

ftoBERTsoN,    Eight     Hon.    J.    P.     B. 
(Solicitor   General    for    Scotland), 
Bute 
Agricultural   Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1883) 

Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1113 
Education  Endowments  (Scotland)  Acts,  1703 
Judicial    Factors  (Scotland)  Bill,   2R.     1107, 

1108 
Local    Government    (Scotland)    Bills,     1813 

1853.  1864,  1875, 1876, 1877 
Marriage    with     a     Deceased    Wife's    Sister 

(Sooiland)  Bill,  2^.  1631 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1599 
Scotland — 

Crotters — Loans  to  Fishermen,    27,  1027 
1597  ; — Commission  —  Appointment  of 
Assessors,  394 
Criminal    Law — lildinburgh    Sheriff  Sum- 

mary  Court — Flogging  bojrs,  1559 
Education— School    Accommodation,   392, 

393 
Fisheries — Increase  of  Salariet  of  Offioers, 
1148  ;— Mussel  Committee,  732;   Trout 
Fishing  in  Inland  Lochs,  1786 
Law  and   Justice   and     Police^ Caithness 
Sheriff  Court— Weir  r.   Weir,  29,  30, 
714,  1021 
Mathesou    against  Cormaoh — The   Pro- 
curator Fiscal,  1153 
Fiscalship  —  Appointment  —  Qualifica- 
tion, 32,  33 
Fiars  Prices,  365.  366 
Mines — Arrest  of  Miners—'*  Picketing  " — 

33 
Probate  Duties,  Distribution  of,  333 
Supply — Emigration  of  Crofters,  Ac.,  224, 

228,  229 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2a.  1497 
University  Bill,  1045, 1164 

S0BIN8OW,  Mr.  T.,  Dtrhy 

Vaccination  Acts,  1750 

^ome —  Proteetant  Cemetery 

Questions,    Lord    Lamington  ;    Answers,  The 
Prime  Minister  Mar  28, 998 

HosGOE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Mttneheeter,  8. 

Ireland — Queen's  Colleges,  Presidency  of,  1596 
Navy  ^~  Ships  —  Designs    for   proposed   new 

Ships,  1230 
Sugar  Eioantiet  CoDTeotion,  706 


EosEBERY,  Earl  of 

House  of  Lords  (Discontinuance  of  Writs  Bill), 
2R.d57,  364 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finehury,  E, 

Aldermen  (Count j  Council)  Abolition  Bill,  2R. 

928 
Armj  (Annual)  Bill,  3R.  1348 
Arm  J — Contracts— Messrs.  Ross,  1042 
Ecclesiastical    Commissioners  —  Mr.   Lloyd's 
Metropolitan  Area  Ground  Plan,  1574, 
1595 

Metropolitan  Police— Report  of  Commiisioners, 
1594.  1595 
Police  Returns,  1808,  1809 
Post  Office  Savings    Banks— Extra  Duty,  395, 

1247,  1802 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1429,  1434 
Koyal  Palaces,  865 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  882 
Trade  Wages— Dismissal  of  Workmen,  382 

Rowlands,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan^ 

shire 

Wales- Tithe  Agitation— Penbryn,  1157, 1238, 
1568,  1805 

RowNTREE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Father  M'Fadden  and  others,  1581 

Royal  College  oj  Surgeons 
New  Bye'Lawe,  Question,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  April  2,  1394 

Royal  Family 
Orantt,    Question.   Mr.    Robertson ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the   Treasury  Mar  18,  45 

Russell,  Sir  Charles,  Hackney,  S, 
Supply — Sp«*cial   Commission — Conduct  of  the 
Attorney  General,  735,  737,  738 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S, 

Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Mr.  Creagh,  16. 
17 

Ken  mare  Estate,  713 

Labourer's  Acts — Ardee  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 1378 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment ( leaseholders)  Bill  2K.  1677 

Massereene  Estate,  1713 

Plan  of  Campaign,  538 

State  of  Ireland— Boycotting — Deoreaaa 
of  Crime,  1228 

Ruisia —  Statuttics 

Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis  :  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  Sute  for  Foreign  Affairt 
Mar  21,  394 

St   Giles  Restoration    (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !••  Apnl  8,1778  [BiU  40] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnors  on  Sondaj 

Bill  (No.  20) 

Motion  for  2«  Mar  27.  946 
Altw  Detota  read  ^  Mar  S7 
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SALISBX7BT,  Marquessof  (Prime  Minister 

and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 
Afriea— Lake  NjMsa.  681,  683 
Charities,  Income  Uz  on,  1551,  1552 
Lareenj  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Uie  of  Fire- 
arms) Bill  3R.  1359,  1360, 1364, 1767, 1769 
Law  and  Jostioe  and  Police— Foreign  Jonm- 

alifts,  493 
Parliament— Lords— Chairman  of  Committees, 
1533 
Duration  of  Speeches  in  Parliament,  4 
llonse  of  Lords  (Disoontinoanoe  of  Writs), 

/.  3R.  353.  364 
Late  Dake  of  Buckingham  and  Chandoe— 

Late  Mr.  John  Bright,  993 
Standing  Orders,  491,  495 
Rome— Protestant  Cemetery,  999 
Women's  Suffrage  Bill,  3R.  5 

Sandhxjbst,  Lord 

National  Portrait  Gallerj,  1131 

SimiUtry  Laws  Amendment  and  CamoUda" 
iion  {MiUrapolis)  Bill 
Qoestion,  Mr.   Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  Afril 
8,  1810 

Savings  Banks 

Cardiff  Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  David 
Thomas  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  o(  the 
Exchequer  Mar  36,  t*53,  853;  Questions, 
Mr.  IJoweli,  Mr.  David  Thomas  ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  38, 
1034 
MaeeU$field — Question,  Mr.  Uowell ;  Answer, 
Ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  31, 
370 

Schwann,  Mr.  0.  E.«  Manchester^  N. 

Mersej  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Bill, 
1335 

Scotland 

Crofter  £miffration,  Question,  Mr.  Watt  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  31,  400,  401 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Rankin ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  April  i,  1595  i^Cbm- 
tni$sion — Appointment  oj  A»$f stars.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Angus  Sutherland  ;  Anawer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  A/ar  31,  394 

Education  —  New  Code  (1889)  —  Cookery 
Grants,  Questions,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr. 
Buchanan  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasurj  April  1,  1346 

Fisheries  Board 

Crofters,  Loans  to  Fishermen,  Question, 
Mr.  Angus  Sutherland  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  18,  37  ;  April  4, 
1596 ;  Question,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answers, 
The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  28,  1036 

Mussel  Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Barclay  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land Mar  35,  733 

Jnereate  of  Salaries  of  Officers,  Question, 
Mr.  Majoribanks ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  39,  1148 


SooTLAVD— /V#AtfrM«  ^oarcf— oont. 

StdoMH  Fishing,  Questions,  Mr.   Mackin- 
tosh Mr.  S.  Williamson  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  18.  7,  8 
Trau:ling  in  the  Clyde,  Question,  Mr.  John 
Sinclair ;  Answer,  A  lx>rd  of  the  Treasury 
April  3, 1378 
Trout  Fishing  in  Inland  Lochs,  Question, 
Mr.   Eraser  Mackintosh  :   Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  April  8,  1785 
Tweed  Fisheries,  Keturn   order  April   U 

1331 
Law  and  Justice^  Caithness  Sheriff  Court  • 
IVeir  V.  Weir,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The   Lord   Advocate  Mar  25,. 
714;  ifar  38, 1031 
MathesoH  v,    Cormach — Hrocurator  Fiscal, 
Question,   Mr.   Caldwell ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  39,  1 153 
Ediuburph     Sheriff    Sumtnary     Court — 
Flogging  Boys,  Question,  3fr.  Bradlauf^h  ; 
Answer,  The    Lord  Advocate   April  4, 
1558 
Fiars*  Prices,  Question,  Mr.  Duff ;  Answer,. 

The  Lord  Advocate  ITor  31,  365,  366 
Sheriff  Clerk  Deputes  and    Procurators 
Fiiseal — QuaiiAeations,    Questions,    Mr. 
Cuninghs me  Graham  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Har  18,  33,  33 
Sheriff  Depute  of  Caithness — Destruction  of 
Evidence,  Questions,  Mr.  Caldwell,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Mar  18,  39,  30 
Lighthouses  ^Orkney  and  Shetland,  (Question,. 
Mr.  Lyell :  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  38,  1030 
Local  Ocvemment  Bill—  Date  of  Introduction,. 
Qu^tion,   Mr.  Firth ;    Answer,  The   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Afar  29,  1164 
Local  Oovemment,  ^c,,   Motion  for   leave   ta 

introduce  Bills,  April  8,  1813 
Mines — Arrest  of  Miners — **  Picketing,"  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Cuniiighame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Mar  18,  33 
Ordnance  Survty,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Stewart ; 
Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Worka 
April  1,  1244 
Prelate  Duties— Distribution,  Question,   Mr.. 
Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar 
33,  533,  534 
School  Aeeomiuodation  in  Scotland,  Question,. 
Dr.  Cameron;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Mar  31,  393,  593 
Sunday  Closing  Act — Result,  Question,   Mr.. 
W.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  31,  399 
Universitiee  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Esslemont ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  38,  IU44  ;: 
Question,      Mr.      Campbell       Bannerman ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  39, 1164 

SsLLAK,       Mr.     A.     0.,      Lanarkshire  y 
Bartiek 
Private  Bill  Commissioners  Bill,  1533 

Sblwtn-Ibbetson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  J.^ 

£ssex,  Jipping 
Eeolesiaatical     Commissioners — Mr.    Lloyd's 

Metropoliun  Area  Ground  Plan,  1573, 1574 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays  Bill^ 
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SsLWYN,  Captain  C.  W.,  Camhridge^  Wis- 
beach 
Arm  J — Tenders  for  Supply  of  Gunt,   1888, 
706 


Sbton-Karr,  Mr  H.,  St,  Helens 
Poor  in  large  towns,  1  \56 
Supply  ^Emigration  of  Crofters,  &o.,  215,  216 

Sexton,  Bight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin),  Belfast,  W, 

Army  Annual  Bill — Committee,  Add,  CI, 
1096,  1097,  1098.  1099,1100,  1105,1106, 
1107;  2  a.  807,  808 

Ireland — Court     Martial— Exclusion    of    the» 
Press,  1031 
Medical  Officers— Inquiry,  386,  635,  844, 

845  . 
Balfour,  Mr.,  Indisposition  of,  1389 
Horseflesh  (Sale  (or  Food)  Bill  Committee, 

1674,  1675 
Board   ot    Public  Works —Drainage   (Ar- 
terial). 1795 
Criminal  I  aw  and  Procedure  Act — Booing 
Mr.  Balfour,  76 
Collection    for  the  Parnellite  Indemnity 

Fund,  1158,  1160 
Farrelly,  Father,  986,988,  1041,  1160, 

1161,  1235,  1236,  1237,  1569,  1801 
Gweedore  Prisoners.  391 
Harrington,  Mr.  £.,  1390,  1718,  1719 
Kennedy,  Kather.  1017 
M*Fadden,  Father,  1239,  1582 
M*nugh.  1245 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  47,  48.  413,   414,  524, 

525,  723,  724,  1388 
Treatment  of  Prisoners,  384.  854,  1388 
Disturbance  at  Cloomel   Church — Lieu- 
tenant Geoghegan  and  Troops,  1787 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Kenmare  Estate 
and  Moonlighters,  535,  536 
Massereene  Estate,  1714,  1715 
Plan  of  Campaign,  538 
Vandeleur  Estate,  County  Clare,  1783 
Evictions— Battering  ram,  1706,  1800 
Clongorey  Estate,  County  Kildare,  1150, 

1252,  1586,  1587 
Lord  Massere«ne*8  Estate,  1003 
Michael   Donovan,  Ballydurane,  County 

Cork.  1242 
Land   Commission    —   Divisional   Com- 
missioners, 812 

Sale  of  Land  at  Listowel,  1572 
Labourers    Act— Ardee    Board   of   Guar- 
dians, 1379 
PoUto  Crop— Failure  of,  1560 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Grand  Jury 
of  Cork,  513 
Police  in  Donegal,  1146 
Police  Passes.  12,  31,  391,  392 
Local   Governuient  Board — Belfiut     Rate 

Collectors,  1788 
Magistracy — Resident    Magistrates — Capt. 
O'Neill  Seagrave,  R.M.,  135,  371,  409, 
410 
Poor    Law — Board    of    Guardiana — North 

Dublin  Union,  123 
Prison  Board,  11 

Merchant  Shipping  (Toonage)  Bill,  2R.  1667 

{cent. 


SaxTON,  Right  Hon.  T.— eo*U. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  732,  733, 
886,  1810 

Members  of  (Charges  and  Allegations)^ 
Special  Commission,  531,  704,  705,  lul4 

Stewardship  of  the  Chiltern    Hundreds — 
Colonel  Hug4ies- Hallett,  717 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 568 

Civil  Services  (excesses),  231,  237,  239, 
240,  242,  250.  261 

£|>JPti&n  Accounts — Adjustment,  231 

SiDMOUTH,  Viscount 

Naval   and  Military    Pensions — Commutation 

of,  1000 
Navv— U.M.S.  "Sultan,"  2.  3 

Volunteers,  495.  1372,  I37rt,  1377 

Sinclair,  Mr.  J.,  Ayr  Burghn 
Scotland— Trawling  in  the  Clyde,  1378 

Sinclair,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk^  Sec. 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bills,  1861 
Mersey  Dock  and    Harbour  Board  Bill,  687^ 

696,  1222 
Supply— Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1056 

Slave  Trade 

Motion  for  an  Address  Mar  26, 894 

Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill     (No.  153) 

c.  Read  2^  April  4,  1676 

Small  Pox  at  Sheffield— Report 

Question,   Mr.  Theodore   Fry;  Answer,  Th« 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
April  4,  1556 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Strand,  West- 
minster 

Army  and  Navy  (Administration) — The  Koyal 

Commission.  407 
Bright,  The  Late  Right  lion.  J.,  931,  1166 
Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)    Act —  Foot 

and  Mouth  Disease,  1563,  1796 
District  Councils,  1166 
Education— New  Code,  1594,  1715 
Immigration    of    Foreigners  —  Select    Com- 
mittee, 726 
Ireland— Captain  Segrave,  R.M.,  372 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Act,  727 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  1217 
Merchant  Shipping  Tonnage  Bill,  1810 
Metropolitan  I  olioe  Ketorns,  1808,  1809 
Mining  Royalties — Royal  Commission,  1151 
National  Debt  Redemption  Bill  Comm.  1346 
National  Gallery,  50 

Naval  and  Military  Admioistratioa — Appoint- 
ment of  Capuin  Hall,  728 
Navy  Bill,  1811 
Naval  Defence,  1255,  1256,  1344,  1345,  1346, 

2R.  1608,  1812 
Navy  ^  U.M.S.  **  Calliope  "in  the  harrioan* 
at  Samoa,  1251 
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Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  —ami. 

ParlUment — ButineM  of  the  Hooie,  65,  14S> 

IM,  166,    168,173,   180,  403,  543,  34d» 

738,886,  886,  1160,  1161,  1363,  1699* 

1600,1601,1719,1730 

Memhen  of  (Charges  and  AllegatioDt) — 

The  Special  Commiilioo,  864 
Members — Colonel  Hughee-Uallett,  846 
Parliamentary    Elections  —   Gofemmant 

Contracts,  64 
Pensions  to  Lords  of  Parliament,  737 
Printing  of  Returns,  1693,  1694 
bittings  and   Adjoarnments  of  the  Honse, 
—The    Easter  Kecess,    1347,    1698;— 
Morning  Sittings,  738 
Perpetual  Pensions,  736,  737,  1693 
Private  Bill  Commissioners  Bill,  1633 
Royal  Family — GranU,  46 
Sootlaod  Crofters — Emigration,  1696 
Education— New     Code,     1889~Cooker7 

Gianu,  1246,  1347 
Local  Guvernment  Bill — Date  of    Intro- 
duction, 1164 
ffogar  Bounties— The  Board  of  Trade,  407 
Sugar  Bounties  ConTention  Bill,  1043,  1361 
Auppiy — Civil  Services  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 269,  489,  773 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  1811 
£g7P^n    Accounts  —  Adjustment,     331/ 

363 
Skye  Disturbance,  93 
Tithe  Kent  Charge  Bills,  1808 
Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  3R.  1493 
Ways  and  Means — Abolition  of  Excise  Collec- 
tors* OfBcers,  46 
Westminster  Abbey— Burials  in,  1693,  1809 

'finiTH,  Mr.  S.,  FlinUhire 

Law    and  Justice — Gambling  at  Tattersall's, 

139 
Licensing    Ijaws-^Drunkenness     on     Sunday 

Convictions.  700 
Monte  Carlo— Gambling  Tables,  701 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1161 

Payment  of  Members,  1210 
Portland  Prison,  Flogging  in,  1044 

^Solicitors  (Magistracy)  Bi]I 

•#.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  26,  866    [Bill  173] 

South  Pacific^  Islands  of  th$ 
Samoa — Annexation  of  Itlandt,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Mar  18,  37,  98 

Conftrencet  Question,  Mr.  M*  Arthur  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secreury  for  Foreign  AflEsirs 
Mar  18,  36 

Hurr\ean4  at^S.M.S,*'  Calliope,*'  Question, 
Sir  George  Baden  Powell ;  Answer.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  April  3,  1384  ; 
Questions,  Sir  C.  Palmer,  Mr.  0.  V.  Mor- 
gan; Answers,  The  First  Lord  ol  the  Ad- 
miralty, The  First  Lord  ol  the  Treasury 
April  1,  1260 

Seiture  of  Mr,  Oilan,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  18,  38,  39 

.Spain 

jnUmaiional  Induitrial  Convention,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Under 
SeereUry  tor  Foreign  Affkirs  Mar  18,  46,  46 


Speaker,    The   (Bight  Hon.   ARTHrm 
Welleslet    Peel),    Warwick    and 

Loamington 
Questions — Counter    Statements  not   Admis- 
iable  Mar  18,  26 

Inaudible  Answer,  Mar  39,  1166 

Supplementary  Questions  Conveying  Im- 
putations— Further  Questions  upon  it 
inadmissible  April  1,  1236 

Privilege  of  Allowing  Questions  to  be  put 
to  Members  of  the  County  Councils  in 
the  House,  as  was  done  to  Members  of 
the  Metropoliun  Board  of  Works,  was 
not  continued  Mar  26,  712 
Rules  and  Order  of  Debate — Motion  on  Paper 
containing  several  Propositions — Motion 
to  be  put  as  one — Ability  to  move  to 
omit  any  portion  of  Motion  Mar  19,  142 

Bill  upon  points  since  conceded  by  the 
Government  —  Ability  to  withdraw 
Bill  il  Amendment  first  withdrawn ,  April 
4,  1598 

Naval  Defence — On  Report  of  Res. — Not 
admissible    to    raise    Discussion    as   to 
Naval  Estimates  Committee,   but  Ques- 
tions allowed  April  H,  1812 
Motion  to  reduce  Salary  in  order  to  raise 
Point    upon    Conduct,    different     mat- 
ter to  Question  of  direct   pecuniary  in- 
terest ifar  26,  733 
Motion  to  delay  Army  (Annual)   Bill   for 
purpose  of  alluding  to  events   of  past 
year  not  in  Order — Discussion,  ol  Con- 
duct of  any  particular  Officer  irregular 
Mar  26,  807 
Miscellaneous,    Mar    18,    11;    Mar  18,  48  ; 

Mar  18,  66  ;  Mar  18,   121  ;  Mar  19,  198 ; 

Mar  19, 167  ;  Mar  30.  323 ;  Mar  26,  696  ; 

Mar  26,  734  ;  Mar  26,  726  ;  Mar  26,  771  ; 

Mar  36,  811  ;  Mar  36,  840  ;  Mar  27,  929  ; 

Mar    38,    1047;    Mar  39,  1166;  Apnll, 

1347  J  Aprili,  1639 
Writs — Kennington— In  absence  of  Writ,  in- 
competent for  Member  to  take  his  seat^ 
When  Orders  of  Day  commenced,  not 
allowable  to  interrupt  the  Public  Business 
for  Member  to  take  Oath  or  Seat — Duty 
of  Returning  Officer  Mar  18,  63 
Birmingham  »  Communication  with  the 
Whips  before  Motion  for  new  Writ 
April  b,  1698 

Special  Commission  —  see  Parliament 
and  Ireland 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E.   (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),   Lincolnshire^ 
SorncastU 
Army — Army  Annual  Bill — Committee,  Add, 
CI.,  1027, 1098,  1100,  1106,  1106,  1107 
Auxiliary     Forces — Militia — Organisation 
and  Administration,  1706 
Permanent  SufT,  730 
Contracts — Irish    Contracts,     66,     67  ; — 
,  Messrs.    Ross.    1043 ;   Tenders  for  thft 
Supply  of  Guns,  707 
Education  —  Militia   Competition   Exami- 
nation, 1160 
Garrison  Artillery  Officers,  1713 
General's  List,  60 
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IraUod— Doblin  Barracks,  369, 378 
Ooorts  Martial,  539,  1031 
Lieut.  Geoghegao  and  Troops  at  Clonmel 

Churoh,  1788 
Medical  OfBoeni  Ifiqairy,  385, 386,  400, 

535 
Number  of  Troops  in  Ireland,  30,  31 
Ordnance  Store  Department — Destruction 
of  Stores  at  Weedon,  369 

Disused  Carbines  /or  School  Drill,  128 

Resignation  of  Inspector  of  Clothing,  510 
MannfacturiDg  Departments—  Small  Arms 

Factory  —  Workmen    and    the  Enfield 

Election,  1008 
Pensions    and    Promotions  —  Lieutenant 

General  Tupper,  526, 527 
Regiments — Horse  Artillerj,  1026 
Rojal  Artillery — Major-General  Downes, 

511 
Scotland  —  Barry  Links  Artillery  Range, 

1808 
Stoff  Pay- Masters,  188 
Swords,  Defectife,  130,  131,  503 

Stanhope,  Hon.  J.,  Wednethwy 

Supply— Civil  SerTiee  (Supplementary  Esti- 
mates)^ Egyptian  Accounts  Adjustments, 
231 

Stanley  of  Aldebley,  Lord 

Charities — Income  Tax  on,  1549 
Local  Taxation — Licences,  1697 

Btansfeld,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Bali/ax 
Taccination  Acts,  1752,  1755 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Ey$ 

Colonial  Constitutions,  1807 
Supply— -SurTcys,  1899, 1900 
Vestry  Meeting  in  Schoolroom  at  Eye,  Suffolk, 
1560,  1561  ;^Uaughley,  1788 

Steyenson,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  Shields 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  2R.  1667 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundays  Bill, 
2R.  945, 985 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Supply    Revenue    Departments — Post     Office 
Telegraphs,  1066 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Army  —  Scotland  —  Barry  Links  Artillery 
Range,  1807,  1808 

Local  GoTernment  (Scotland)  Bills,   1847 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Scot- 
land Bill,  2a.  1521. 

Scotland^Ord nance  Surrey,  1244 

Story-Maskelyne,  Mr.  M.  H.  N.,  Wilts, 

Cricklade 
Supply — Buildings  of  the   Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, 1424 

Strafford,  Earl  of 

Egypt  —  Decoration  for  the  Egyptian  Cam- 
paign of  1884-5,  826 


Strathedbn  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Colonial  Conference,  1887, 657,  679 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxion 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners— Mr.  Lloyd't 
Metropolitan  Area  Ground  Plan,  1574 

Education  Department — Poor  Law  Schools^ 
1045 

India — Cantonment  Act,  New — Clause  29^ 
1042 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Father  M*Fadden,  1396,  1589 

Metropolitan  Police— Report  of  Comroissionert 
1594,  1595 

Parliament — Business  ot  the  House — Arrango- 
ment  of  Public  Business,  180 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  1431,  1435 

Suck  Drainagre  Bill 

c.  Read  2»  •  April  2, 1877 

Sugar  Bounties 

Questions,  Mr.  Illingworth,  Mr.  Gladstone; 
Answers,  The  Under  SecreUry  for  tha 
Colonies,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  29,  1 153 

Board  of  Trade^  (Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mw  21,  407 

Convention,  Question,  Sir  H.  Roscoe ;  An« 
swer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
Mar  25,  706  ;  Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Mar  22,  519;  Questions,  Mr. 
Illingworth,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Gladstone  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  theColonies  Mar  29» 
1251 

Sugar  Bounty  Convention  Bill 
Question,    Mr.    Norris ;    Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  28,  1043 

SxTiiLiyAN,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S, 
India^Post  Office — Telegraph  Department — 

Dates  for  making  Promotions,  703 
Ireland— Westmeath  Extra  Police,  17 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfield 
Ireland— Queen's  College,  Belfast,   Presidenoj 

of,   1025 
Pensions  to  Lords  of  Parliament,  727 
Pensions— Payment  through  the  Post  Office, 

1232 
Westminster  Abbey,  Burials  in,  1592,  1809 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee,  Cifil  Service  (Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  1888-9)  (1)  Expenses 
of  the  Law  agent  in  Scotland  for  Govern- 
ment Departments;  (2)  £2i,690  Supple- 
mentary Public  Education ;  (3)  Charges 
connected  with  the  Orange  River  Territory, 
Transvaal,  Zululand,  Bechuanaland,  The 
Island  of  St.  Helena,  and  the  High  Commis- 
sioner for  South  Africa  Mar  18,  58,  93, 94 

Report  Mar  19,  182 

Considered  in  Committee,  Civil  Service  (Sup- 
plemenUry  Estimates  1888-9)  ;  (1)  Class  vi. 
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Supply — eont, 

£9,500  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances ;  (2)  £7,000  Supplementarj,  Pauper 
Lanatios,  England ;  (3)  Class  vii.  Emigra- 
tion and  Colonisation  of  Crofters  and  Cot- 
ters ;  (4)  Egyptian  Accounts  adjustment ; 
(5)  Class  iii,  £123  Supplementary  Loinds 
Registry  ;  (6)  Cifil  Service  (Excesses) 
Mar  19,  203 
Report  Mar  20,  323 

Considered  in  Committee,  CiTil  Senrices  and 
Revenue  Department,  £3, 729,203  on  account 
Mar  20,  206  ;  Mar  21,  415  ;  Mar  22, 543 

Report  Mar  25,  773 

-Considered  in  Committee,  Civil  Service  and 
Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  Class  I. — 
Maintenance  and  repair  of  Royal  Palaces, 
Maintenance  and  repair  of  Marlborough 
House  Mar  26,  856 

Report  Ifar  28,  1094 

-Considered    in   Committee,  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, Post  Office  Telegraphs  Jfar  28, 1047 
Report  ^J7rt7  4, 1665 

Considered  in  Committee,  Civil  SerTices, 
Class  I,  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens 
Mar  28,  1073 

Report  April  4,  1666 

Considered  in  Committee,  Civil  Service 
Estimates,  Class  I,  Buildings  of  the  Douses 
Parliament  April  2,  1401  ;  April  8,  1878 ; 
Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain  April  8, 
1895:  Admiralty  Extension  of  Buildings, 
Furniture  of  Public  Offices,  Great  Britain  ; 
RcTenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
Britain  ;  County  Court  Buildings ;  Metro- 
politan Police  Court  Buildings ;  Sheriff 
Court  Houses,  Scotland ;  Surveys  of  the 
United  Kingdom  April  8, 1897 

Civil  Service  Estimatet,  Question,  Mr.  Byron 
Reed  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury-4/wt7  8,  1811 

Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  9R.  1669 
Scotland — Crofters— Appointment    of    Asses- 
sors, 394 
Loans  to  Fishermen,  27*  1596 
Supply — Emigration    of    Crofters,  Ac,    214, 
215,  222 
Skye  Disturbances,  188 

SwETENUAM,  Mr.  E.,  Carnarvon,  Sfc, 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill,  2R.  1510 


Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 
Charity    Commissioners — Colwich    Charities, 

405,  -lOt) 
Ireland — Police  at  Gweedore,  508 
Supply — Maintenance  and    Repairs  of   Royal 
Palaces,  804 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances,  21 1 
Post  Office  Telegraphs,  1055,  1072 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Xew  Education  Code,  1042 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on   Sundays  Bill, 
2R.  977 


Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Army — Defective  Swords,  131 
Medical  Officers — Inquiry,  843 
Dispensary     Houses     (Ireland)     A.ot    (1879) 

Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1114 
Emigration — Motfon   for    Select    Committee, 

1680 
Ireland^Army — Courts  Martial — Ezclation  of 
the  Press,  1030 
Contracts,  56 
ETictions — Clongorey  Estate,  Go.  Kildare, 

1585,  1587,  1793 
Law   and  Justice  and    Police^ Police  at 
Castledermott,  540  :^PoUoe  at  Fermoj, 
25,  537 
Magistracy — Captain  Segrare,  R.M.  134, 

136  :   DiTisional  Gommission,  134 
Piers — Knockadoon  Pier,  503 
Science  and  Art  Museum — Visttort  of  the, 

T030 
Queen's  College,   Belfitst,  Presidency   o^ 
1025 
National  Deht  Etedemption,  491 
Official  Secrets  Bill,  2R.  1110 
Parliament^  Business  of  the  House,  154, 155 
Removal  of  Wrecks  Aet  (1887)  Amendment 
Bill.  1902 

Supply — Civil   Service  and  Revenue  Depirt- 

ment,  480 
Marlborough  House,  876,  878 
Pauper  Lunatics,  211,  212,  213 
Royal  Palaces,  871 
Royal  Parks  and   PleMure  Gardeni,  884, 

885 
Supplementary  Estimatei — ^Tongoland  and 

Swaziland,  94 
Surveys,  1900,  1901 

Temple,  Sir  H.,  Woreest^r,  ^veiham 

Slave  Trade,  911 

Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  JSssex^  Romford 

Ireland — Estates — Kenmare    Estate— Moon* 
lighters,  535 


Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Olamargan,  JP. 

Law  and  Justice  and  Polioe — County  Gonrtf 
— Jurisdiction  of,  845 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  TydvH 

Law  and  Justice  and  Polioe — Alleged  PeHury 
in  Wales,  509 
Appointment  of  Captain  Lindsay,  698 
Police   Superintendent,    Merthyr,   18,  19, 
698 
Post  Office— Letters — Conveyance  by  Railway 

Companies,  1019 
Savings  Bank—Cardiff,  852,  1035 

Thrino,  Lord 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  2R.  1541, 1692,  1694 
Discipline— Private  Collins,  827 

TITHE  RENT  CHARGE  BILLS 
Questions,  Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Mr.  H.  Gardner; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treaforr 
Aprils,  1808 
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ToMLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
Aldermen  (Countj  Counoil)  Abolition  Bill,  2R. 

728 
Pablio  Housee,  Hours  of  Closing   (Scotland) 

Bill.  2a.  1678 
"Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors  on  Sundays  Bill, 

2R.  062 
Trust  Funds  loTestment  Bill,  2R.  1487,  1491, 

1492,  1601 
Weights  and  Measures  Bill,  2a.  1112 

ToRBiNGTON,  Viscount 

Local  Taxation — Licences,  1698 

Town  Councillors  (Scotland)  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  April  2  [Bill  177] 

Town  Holdings 
Committee  appointed  May  21,  492 

Down  Police  Clause  Act  (1847)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (No.  65) 
Considered  in  Committee  ifar  25,  808 
<c.  As  amended  considered  JIfar  28,    1116 
€,  reads'*  April  Z,  1632 
4.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  April  4,  1633 

TVads  and  Commerce 

bounty  System^  West  Indies ,  Question,    Mr. 

Watt ;    Answer,  The  Under  Secretary   for 

the  Colonies  Mar  21,  365 
Marine    Jt.turanee,    Question,     Mr.     Howard 

Vincent :    Answer,    The    President   of   the 

Board  of  Trade  Mar  25,  723 

Treasury— First  Lord(«tftf  Smith,  Right 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial   Secretary  to  {see 
Jackson,  Mr.  "W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  {see 
Akers-Douolas,  Mr.  A.) 

Trevelyan,    Right    Hon.    Sir   Q.    0., 
Glasgow,  Bridgeton 
Armj — Generals*  List,  60 
Parliament— Buiiiness  of  the  House,  166,  167 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundajs  Bill, 

2R.  960,  978 
Supply—  Supplenientarj  Estimates — Skje  Dis- 
turbances, 74,  77 
Royal  Palaces,  866, 876, 878 

Truck  Act — Alleged  Breaches  at    Barrow ' 
ford 
Question,     Mr.      Bradlaogh  ;     Answer,     The 
Home  Secretary  April  2,  1395 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill      (No.  6) 

2  a.  April  d,  1481 


Trust  Companies  Bill 

/.   Read  2*  i/ar  29,  1139 


(No.  10) 


Trustee  Savings  Banks 
Select  Committee  re-appointed  Mar  21,  491 

Ihirkeg^  Asiatic — Armenian  Christians  in 
Question,    Mr.   Bryce  ;    Answer,    the    Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar 
26,849,860,861 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Fisheries — Importation  of  Swedish  and  Nor- 
wegian Herrings,  1656 

Vaccination  Acts 
Amendment  on  Committee  of  Supply,  Motion 
for  Royal  Commissicip  {Mr,  Picton)  April  5, 
1730 

Vagrant  Act  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  read  !••  Mar  26,  866     [Bill  174] 

Vincent,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  She^ld,  Central 

Army — Contracts — Messrs.  Vickers,  Cammell, 

A  Brown,  707 
Immigration  of  Foreigners — Select  Committee, 

726 
Navy— Contracts— Butter  and  Salt  Pork,  1381 
Railways — Maximum  Rates,  1025 
Spain — International   Industrial   Confentioo, 

45,46 
Trade — Marine  Insurance,  723 

Waxes 

Alleged  Perjury,  Questions,  Mr.  Dafid 
Thomas,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  Mar  22,  509 

Burials  on  Sunday,  Question,  Mr.  Fen  wick  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary   Mar  26,  718 

Cardigan  Bay^  (Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis  ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ifor 
25,  721,  722 

Cardiff  Astiiee — James  Taylor,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  26,  709,  710 

Ecclesicutieal  Commiisioners  —  Income  and 
GrantM,  Question,  Mr.  Thos.  Ellis  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ilim/ 8,  1800 

Sunday  Cloeing  Act--  Inquiry  into  the  Working^ 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  Mr.  W.  Johnstone,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  21,  398,  399;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Williams;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
ApHll,  1229 

Tithe  Agitation—  Cardiganshire  and  Penu 
brokeskire — Application  for  the  Military, 
Questions,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  A. 
Williams ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
April  2,  1307  ; — Distraints  in  Carnarvon" 
•hire.  Question,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts ;  An> 
swer.  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  26,  848,  849  ;•« 
Penbryn,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  Ellis,  Mr.  A. 
Williams  ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Mar  22,  528,  6-9  ;  Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis, 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Mar  26,  720, 
721  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands, 
Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
Ury  Mar  29,  1157  ;  Question,  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlandt;  Answer,  The    Home  Secretary 
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April  1,  1133;  Qoettion,  Mr.  Boweo 
BowUndt ;  Answer,  The  Ilome  Secretary 
Aprii  8,  1805 ;  QuottiQnt,  Mr.  Bowen 
BowlftDdf,  Mr.  Ellit;  Answers,  The  Home 
SeoreUrj  April,  4,  1568 ; — Finypam, 
QaestioD,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis ;  Answer,  The 
Home  SecreUr  J  Mar  2 1 ,  400 

WALLAGfE,  Mr.  R.  JEdinhurghf  E. 
Sapply — Skye  Disturbance,  86 

Waltham  Abbey  Onnpowder   Factory 
BiU 

:  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  28  [BiU  175] 

Wab  Dbparthsitt — Secretary  of  State 
{i$e  Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.) 

Wab  DxPABTMEirr— Under  Secretary  of 
State  {s$$  Habris,  Lord) 

Wab  Department — Financial  Secretary 
{s9$  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J. ) 

War  Depabtment  {ie$  Army) 

Wabino,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N, 

Ireland — Conugious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts 
— Pleoro  Pneumonia,  1707,  1708 
Piers— Bally halbert,  722 
Pleuro  Pneumonia  in  Ireland,  lOOe 

Wabmington,  Mr.C.  M.,  Monmouth^  N. 
Railwajs— Le? el  Crossing  at  Abertillerj,  1017 
Supply — Buildings  of  the  Houses  of   Parlia- 
ment, 1483 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  882 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Hythe 
Armj— Staflf  Paymasters,  388 
Oeylon— Memorial  to  the  GoTernor,  1389 
India — SStatistioal  Abstract — Import  of  Petro- 
leum from  the  United  States,  1389 
West  Indies — Fosial  and  Telegraphic  commu- 
nication—Bermuda and  Halifax,  388 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlaehie 

Railways— Rates,  40,  367,  1580 
Scotland — Emigration  of  Crofters,  400,  401 
West  Indies— Bounty  System,  355 
Demerara,  1580 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

Exei$e— Abolition  of  ColUdon*  Officers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Dixon  llartland  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  18,  46 

India — Bombay— Excise  Duty— Messrs,  Mea- 
kin  and  Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Caiue  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
ifar  21,  378,  379.380 

Income  tax  on  Charities,  Questions,  Lord  Ad- 
dington.  Lord  Suiiley  of  Alderbury  ;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  April  4, 
1546 

Icont, 


VI  ATS  AND  MkANS — COmt. 

Inland  Revenue — Hackney  Carriayes,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baird  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  29,  1 1 46 

Postcards,  Questions,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr. 
Henniker  Ueaton.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr. 
Graham,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answers,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  5,  1699 

PosUard  Stamps,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ; 
Answer,  the  Postmaster  General,  April  8, 
1786 

Receiver  General,  Question,  Mr.  Macdonald 
Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  2, 1382 

Transfer   of  duties  from  Great    Winchester 
Street,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill  ;  Answer,. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  21, 
381,  382 

Wedding' Rings,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber  ;  An- 
swer, the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  April  1» 
1249;  Question,  Mr.  Kimber;  Answer, 
The  S^creury  to  (he  Treasury  April  8,  1794 

ReeolutioBS :  Granting  Sums  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  Granted  to  Her  Majesty 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  18,  57  ;  lfar21^ 
489 

Report  Mar  19,  181  ;  Mar  22,  655  ;  Ma  25 
773 


Websteb,  Sir  R.  E.    (Attorney  Gene- 
ral), Isle  of  fright 
Bahama  Islands,  Chief  Justice  of,  57 
Cruelty  to  Children  Prevention  Bl\,  2R.  1679 
Horseflesh  (Sale  for   Food)  Bill,  Comm.  1671,. 

1672,  1675,1904 
Licensing  Law,  Breach  of,  Manchester,  45 
Local  GoTcrnment  Act — Justices  lor  London 

— Fees  on  Appointment,  1245 
Oflicial  Secrets  Bill,  2R.  1 110 
Supply— Civil  SerTices  and    Revenue  Depart- 
ment, 274,317,  320,  321,  471,  557,   558, 
563,  565,  567,  568,  571,  574,  575,  578,  580, 
581,  585,  590,  591,  620,  642 
Houses   of  Parliament.   1434; — The   Special 
Commission,  748.750,  751,  753,  767 

Weie:ht8  and  Measures  Bill 

e.  Read  2^*  Mar  28,  1113  [Bill  126] 

Referred  to  Standing  Committee  on  Trade 
lfar28,  1113 

West  Indies 
Bounty  System,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 

Ihe    Under    Secretary    for    the     Colonies 

ifar  21,  365 
Demerara,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  April  4, 

1580 
Jamaica— Government     Railways,    Question, 

Sir  G.  Baden  Powell ;  Answer,   The  Under 

SecreUry  for  the  Colonies  Mar  22,  515,  516 
Postal    and     Telegraphic     Communication — 

Bermuda  and  Halifax,    Question,  Sir    E. 

Watkin  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster   General 

Mar  21,  388 

Westminster    Ahhey,     JBuriaU     in    (see 
Church  of  England) 


wm 


WOL        {SESSION     1A89} 

334- 


WOM         ZAN 


Whitbrsad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Supply — The  Special  Comminioo,  762 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Ziverpoot,  Everton 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  2R.  1668 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  MontroBe^  Sfe. 

Edaoational  Endowment!  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Morgan  Hospital,  Dundee),  1904 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Olamorgany  8. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  SR.  1348 
Wales — Tithe    Agitation — Cardiganshire    and 
Pembrokeshire — Application  for  the  Mili- 
tarj,  1397  ;— Fenybryn,  529 
Snndaj  Closing  Act,  1229 

WiLLiAMBON,  Mr.  8.,  Kilmamoek 

Marriage  with  a  deceased  Wife's  Sister  (Scot- 
land) Bill  2R.  1524,  1526 
Sootland— Salmon  Fishing,  8 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R,,  Eolm- 
firih 

Ireland — Evictions — Olphert  Estate— Batter- 
ing Ram,  1704,  1705 

Parliament — Commons — Reqnest  for  Repeti- 
tion of  an  inaudible  Reply,  1165 

Winnipeg  and    Sudion^s    Bay   Ratkoay 
Companies 
Question,  Mr.  Ernest  Beckett ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secrttarj  for  the  Colonies  April  4, 
1555 

WiNTE&BOTHAM,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Oloucesier, 
Cirencester 
Supply-  Civil  Services  and  Departments,  269 
Rojal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1091 

Wolmbr,  Viscount,  ITantSt  PeUrsfield 
Army — Militia  Organisation  and  Administra- 
tion, 1706 
Parliament — New  Writ  for  Central  Birming- 
ham, 1597,  1698,  1699 


Women's  Suffrage  Bill  [h.l.]  No.  22. 

I.  Order  for  2'.    After  Debate  Adjourned  for  Six 
months  Mar  18,  4 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Hanley 

Ireland  —  Criminal    Law  and    Procedure — 

Father  M'Fadden,  401 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1600 

WooDHKAD,  Mr.  J.,   York,  W,R.,  Spen 

Valley 
Education — Robertown  Board  School,  378 

Works — ^First  Oommissioner  {see  Plvn- 
KBT,  Bight  Hon.  D.  H.) 

WoRTLBT,    Mb.  0.  B.  Stuart  (Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department),  Sheffield,  HalUm 
Ecclesiastical      Commissioners — Wales — In- 

oome  and  Grants,  1800 
Law  and  Justice  and   Police — Jurisdiction  of 
Countj  Courts,  845 
Magistracy  —  Justices   of  the  Peace  and 

Licensing  Sessions,  832 
"  Frog's    March  "—Death    of     Samuel 

Mahonej,  930 
Licensing  Laws— Drunkenness  on  Sunday 

— Convictions,  700 
Metropolitan  Police  —    Report  of   Com- 
missioners, 1594,  1595 
Parliament,  Members  of  (Charges  and   Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission,  836 
Wales    —    Tithe  AgiUtion  —  DistrainU    in 
Carnarronshire,  849 

Wright,  Mr.O.,  Zaneashire,  8.  W.,  Leigh 
Army — Disused   Carbines   for  School    Drills, 

127,  128 
Naral  Defence,  793 

Zanzibar 

Trade  of  BriHth  Indian  SubjectSt  (^estion, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  18,  13 
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THE     HANSARD     PUBLISHING    UNION,     LIMITED. 

Parliamentary    Publications. 

ARMY    EXTRACTS- 

Extracts  from  Maniord  of  all  Questions,  Proceedings  and  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  the  Army. 
(Tomplete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.     Subscription  One  Guinea. 

INDIA    EXTRACTS- 

Extracts  from  Hamord  of  all  Questions,  Proceedings  and  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  Indian  affairs. 
Complete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.    SuhserifUon  One  Guinea. 

NAVY    EXTRACTS- 

Extract  from  JSTaneard  of  all  Questions,  Proceedings  and  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  H.M.  Navy. 

Complete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.      Subseriptian  One  Guinea  . 

EVENING    CONTINUATION    SCHOOLS- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (March  15,  1889),  on  the  Motion  by 
Mr.  Samuel  Smith  <*  Affirming  the  desirability  of  establishing  Evening 
Continuation  Schoob."     Priee  One  bhiUing, 

SUGAR   CONVENTION    BILL- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (April  11th,  1889),  on  the  Introduction  and 
First  Reading  of  the  Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Convention  relating  to  Bounties  on  the  Exportation  of  Sugar.  Price 
One  SUUing. 

THE    BUDGET    SPEECH- 

Speech  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (the  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Gosohkn) 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  15th  April,  1889.     Price  Sixpence, 

THE   OPIUM    TRAFFIC- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Conmions  (May  3,  1889),  on  Motion  by  Mr.  Samitsl 
Smith  relating  to  the  English  Policy  in  regard  to  the  Opium  Traffic  in 
China.    Price  One  Shilling. 

LEASEHOLD    ENFRANCHISEMENT- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (May  1,  1889),  on  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  "  Leasehold  Enfranchisement  Bill."    PHee  Sixpence. 

TROUBLES    AT   THE    GOLD   COAST- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (May  3  and  6,  1889)  in  Committee  of 
Supply  on  the  Massacre  of  Natives  in  the  Crepi  Country.  Price  j[%reepence. 


THE    HANSARD    PUBLISHING    UNION,    LIMITED 

OATHKBnnC  8TRER,  subastd,  w.a, 
ranmnui  and  fubushxbs  or  *•  HANSARD'S   PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES," 

UMpn  COHTRACT  WITH  H.M.  OOVKRNMKinr. 


